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Foreword
As Chairman of East Hampshire District Council and an early member of East Hants Tree Warden 
Scheme I am delighted to endorse this landmark report.

With the Earth’s climate now in a state of 
emergency planting trees has taken on a new 
imperative.  EHDC itself has pledged to plant 
one tree for every resident, that’s 120,000 trees, 
so finding new places to plant trees is more 
important than ever.  

Enjoying trees and woodland is conducive to our 
mental health and well-being but they do much 
more than that.  Trees are part of our very life 
support system, they capture carbon, provide 
us with oxygen to breathe, filter and improve air 
quality, provide solar shading and cooling for our 
towns.  They are essential for wildlife and with 
mass species extinction, it is beholden on us to 
plant native tree species where ever possible to 
promote biodiversity.  By their long lifespans trees 
provide a tangible link to our past, some much 
loved veterans even have their own folklore.  

Trees, hedgerows and woodland form such a key 
feature of East Hampshire‘s amazing landscape, 
with the Downs and wooded hangars forming 
part of Petersfield’s spectacular backdrop, yet 
Petersfield town has far fewer trees and informal 
green spaces by comparison to the countryside 
around it.

This innovative and useful report seeks to 
address that, identifying new places in and 
around Petersfield to plant new trees – a model 
which provides an exemplar for other towns 
and parishes to follow across East Hampshire.  
The impetus for this report has come from 
the bottom-up from the Petersfield Society.  In 
association with tree wardens in the Tree Council 
East Hants Tree Warden Scheme, it has directly 
involved the local community in what must be  
the largest example of citizen science seen in  
the District.

There can be many obstacles to tree planting. 
Non-native species may be fine in urban areas, 
but are copper beaches and Leylandii really 
appropriate in the countryside, of course not!  
Finding the right species for the right soil is 
straight-forward - ash and field maple prefer 
neutral, clay soils, birch and pine prefer acidic 
greensand but sourcing local provenance stock 
from local seed is not so easy.  We lost majestic 
elms from our landscape in the 1970s but with 

Phytophthora disease in alder, Sudden Oak Death 
and now ash dieback, disease resistance strains 
and alternative species sometimes should be 
considered.  

Trees should not be planted on fragile habitats 
such as meadows, heathland or unimproved 
grassland.  Yet with careful consideration they can 
be used to link habitats, extend ancient woodland, 
stabilise riverbanks and screen new development.  
Then there are questions of land ownership, tree 
after-care and maintenance, training volunteers 
and even public liability - all these issues need to 
be considered before a spade digs the ground.   

The ultimate success of this report will be 
down to people reading it and acting on its 
recommendations. Whether they be landowners, 
planners or decision makers.  I hope it will be used 
to inform councillors and officers alike.  Its success 
will be measured both in the number of new trees 
actually planted and this models adoption across 
East Hampshire.  

This is a wonderful opportunity to establish 
Partnerships from the Petersfield Society to our 
newly relaunched East Hampshire Tree Warden 
Scheme but also Parish and Town Councils and 
most importantly of all - our local residents, 
especially schools and young people.  In decades 
to come they will be able to tell their grand 
children that they took positive action vs climate 
crisis and planted specific trees.  

Tree planting is now so vital I have chosen the 
Tree Council as my Chairman’s Charity this 
year.  It is too important to leave to politicians,  
governments, NGOs or wildlife charities alone –  
it is down to all of us.  

  

Cllr Adam Carew  

Chairman
East Hampshire 
District Council   
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Executive Summary
In 2020, Petersfield Society organised a community survey of public 
greenspace areas in Petersfield parish with the potential for tree 
planting and establishment. This report summarises the reasons for 
the survey, how it was carried out by citizen science volunteers, the 
main results of the survey and their implications. It discusses the 
importance of more tree planting for Petersfield, its residents and 
general liveability, in the face of climate change and the threat of tree 
pests and diseases. Several examples of how the survey data can be 
used in planning a planting campaign are given. 

The report identifies how public authorities, householders and private 
landowners can all contribute to improve tree cover and recommends 
how relevant agencies might work together in partnership to 
discharge their responsibility to ensure that Petersfield retains its 
character and prosperity. The valuable role of community volunteers 
in contributing to projects of this kind is emphasised. The potential 
for adopting the kind of methodology used in the Petersfield survey 
for more widespread identification of places to plant trees in urban 
areas is discussed.
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Figure 1.  Urban tree ecosystem services.
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Introduction
In 2016, the Petersfield i-Tree survey was 
conducted in order to better understand the 
number and nature of trees in the town and 
parish.  The survey was commissioned not only 
because of a growing realisation that trees 
were an essential element to the structure and 
appearance of the town, but also that several 
pressures (e.g. development, health & safety 
concerns) were posing significant risk to tree 
protection and even their continued presence in 
certain localities.  Similar concerns were being 
shared across the United Kingdom, paradoxically 
at a time when the importance of trees to human 
health and well-being was understood as never 
before2. The i-Tree survey was one of the first 
of its kind in the country to be carried out for a 
market town, and the report was well received 
at national, regional and local levels.  The i-Tree 
project won the Campaign to Protect Rural 
England (CPRE) 2018  Hampshire Community and 
Voluntary Countryside Award3.

Trees are important to Petersfield, its residents 
and visitors in many ways.  The stature and 
physical appearance of mature trees add so much 
to the visual quality of the town, for example in 
and around The Square and churchyard.  Even 
semi-mature and juvenile trees add greenery and 
soften the hard landscape of bricks, mortar and 
tarmac.  Some will appreciate the importance 
of trees for wildlife, especially birds, bats and 
invertebrates, whilst others might simply value 
trees as a connection to nature, history and a 
reminder of who we are.  However, we now know 
that trees provide many other ‘ecosystem goods 
and services’, from carbon sequestration to help 
slow down global warming, to provision of shade 
and cooling in inevitably hotter times to come – 
Met Office climate change projections suggest  
the town centre could be 50% warmer in 2050 
than it was in 1990.  Tree canopies can also help 
reduce noise, e.g. from traffic, reduce floodwater 
and absorb atmospheric pollution (Figure 1).  In 
many respects, we cannot have too many trees in 
the town!

Sadly, Petersfield’s tree population is under 
pressure.  Continual development threatens 
trees, whether from new housing estates or 
simply an extension to a property or a larger 
driveway.  Changing attitudes to trees also play 
a part, with some urban residents unwilling to 
invest time and money in managing trees on their 
properties.  But perhaps the largest current threat 
to trees is the impact of invasive insect pests and 

microbiological diseases.  For example, the i-Tree 
survey1 identified that ash dieback now poses 
a serious threat to about 10% of Petersfield’s 
trees.  Extreme weather events such as storms 
are becoming more frequent and possibly more 
severe, and these also impact on tree longevity.  
It is clear that to maintain tree cover as it is, 
significant tree planting will need to take place in 
order to ‘make good’ inevitable losses.

The Petersfield i-Tree survey revealed that in 
2016, across the whole of the parish, tree canopy 
cover was 15.1%.  This is similar to the average 
of 15.8% across 283 towns and cities in England4, 
but compares very poorly to some nearby towns 
and cities (Waterlooville 22.2%, Winchester 27.4%, 
Farnham 45%5).  Canopy cover will inevitably 
depend upon a range of geographical and 
historical factors, but today many authorities 
are recommending a minimum level of 20%, but 
preferably 25% or higher4.  To extend canopy 
cover to these kind of levels will present a real 
challenge to the community and authorities in 
charge of public trees in the town.  To achieve a 
canopy cover of 20%, based on existing canopy 
cover, places for nearly 20,000 extra trees will 
need to be found.  In reality, this is likely to come 
about only if a purposeful campaign is delivered, 
involving a combination of urban residents, larger 
land owners and public authorities.

A question often, and naturally, asked when 
faced with such ambition is: where can such 
a large number of trees be planted?  Without 
some attempt to answer it, ambitious planting 
projects are likely to fail.  In 2019, Petersfield 
Society decided to launch a follow-up to its i-Tree 
survey by encouraging Petersfield residents to 
participate in a survey to find suitable locations 
for new trees on public land.  This community-led 
‘citizen science’ approach was very successful in 
the earlier survey and it was hoped that a similar 
approach could work well in the new one.
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Survey methodology
A project plan for the tree location survey was 
developed in September 2019, and publicity for 
it began in the town in late October.  An article 
about the survey was published in the Petersfield 
Society Newsletter in November 2019 and in the 
Petersfield Post in December 20196.  In total, 42 
volunteers expressed an interest in taking part.

The methodology for capturing survey data 
and information was developed over the winter 
months.  The i-Tree survey had previously been 
based on surveyors using paper-based recording 
forms but in the location survey, a Smartphone 
App was developed in ArcGIS Survey1237 to 
allow easy entry of data.  Figure 2 shows images 
of the screens used in the survey and Table 
1 summarises the nature of the information 
required.  Basic information was sought on 
the location of the proposed tree planting site 
(supported by the built-in Smartphone GPS 
capability), date of survey, name of survey team, 
the potential of the site for reduced grass mowing, 
and the current land-use and size of the site.

In addition, surveyors were asked to note any 
visually obvious constraints that might require 
consideration, and to make any further comments 
in free text.  A photograph of the site was a 
mandatory component of the survey, to help 
relocate the site, as a useful element to aid 
decision-making and survey quality control.  Site 
data records were captured on the Smartphone 
for uploading onto the ArcGIS survey base map.

Petersfield Community Tree Location Survey

Figure 2.  Screenshots of smartphone surveying App.
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Table 1.  Survey data and information requirements.

No. Type of observation Method of input

1  Location of potential planting site Using Smartphone GPS

2  Date of survey Smartphone date 

3  Name of surveyor(s) Data entry

4  Potential of site for tree(s) and reduced grass mowing Data entry

5  Site land-use Choice of six categories

6  Area of planting site Choice of five categories

7  Possible constraints to planting Choice of five options

8  Additional comments Free text entry

9  Photo of site Using Smartphone camera

The Tree Location Survey was launched at a 
meeting on March 10th 2020, when 31 volunteers 
agreed to take part.  At the meeting, training was 
given in how to judge the potential of sites for tree 
establishment, and reference made to Hampshire 
County Council guidance8.  Further tuition was 
given in how to download the App, and how to 
enter information.  A survey Risk Assessment 
was discussed and distributed, and Hi-Vis vests 
issued to participants.  Twelve teams were created 
and maps issued to each showing the area of 
the parish that they should cover.  A deadline for 
completion of fieldwork was given as end of  
June 2020.

The spread of Covid-19 across the country during 
March meant that very little surveying took 
place before the first lockdown was imposed 
in the latter half of the month.  The survey was 
postponed until lockdown conditions were 
relaxed in mid June.  Fieldwork recommenced 
after revision of the Risk Assessment to include 
Covid-19 protection measures, and final records 
were completed in September 2020.  On average, 
each team located between 30 and 40 sites where 
more trees might be planted.

For some large areas of publicly-owned 
greenspace, such as Petersfield Heath and Penns 
Farm Playing Fields, a different approach was 
adopted.  It was considered that for these areas, 
a larger team would be formed from members 
of Petersfield Society’s Green Infrastructure 
Group (GIG)9 and that each site would be visited 
and a consensus approach to tree planting 
potential sought.  Given the various professional 

backgrounds of the team members (forestry, 
ecology, arboriculture, agriculture, landscape 
design and law), it was considered that a balanced 
outcome would be achieved.

Data processing
ESRI’s® ArcGIS platform was used to assemble 
the survey data and to explore their location in 
relation to selected environmental and cultural 
features.  GIS is a computer system for storing 
and manipulating geographical information; in its 
simplest form it can be viewed as an electronic 
map.  Spatial information on the parish was 
kindly provided by Hampshire County Council and 
East Hampshire District Council (EHDC), whilst 
other datasets were derived from Department 
for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs (Defra), 
Environment Agency, Forest Research, Forestry 
Commission, Office of National Statistics and 
Ordnance Survey.
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Results
(a) Opportunities for planting trees

Figure 3 shows the distribution of 450 plots 
recorded by the volunteer surveyors.  Of the sites 
visited, 95% were considered suitable for new 
tree planting, 38% were judged suitable for both 
tree planting and reduced grass mowing, and 5% 
for reduced grass mowing only.  A majority of 
the roads in the town contains sites where new 
tree planting appears possible.  A few roads are 
conspicuous for not having any recommended 

Figure 3.  Location of tree location survey points. See Figure 2 for explanation of size classes.

sites, but these are either well stocked with 
existing trees or there are few or no grass 
verges to consider planting into.  Indeed, 70.0% 
of the survey records are based on perceived 
opportunities for tree planting on grass verges.  
Of the rest, 16.2% were located on land described 
as ‘Other greenspace’, 5.3% on ‘Playing Fields’, 
4.2% on ‘Unmanaged scrub’, 4.0% as ‘Vacant tree 
pits, and 0.1% on ‘Bare earth’.
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Figure 4.  Size of survey points by size class.

Figure 5.  Possible constraints to tree planting at  
                  survey points.

The above give an indication of where the 
surveyors identified opportunities for tree 
planting by type of site.  Many grass verges 
have room for trees to form linear patterns, or 
avenues, parallel to the road.  However, other 
forms of greenspace can present opportunities for 
trees to be planted in rows or groups as well as 
single specimens.  Figure 4 shows the proportion 
of survey points by size class – just under half 
(48%) are in the medium, large and very large 
size classes and these offer the potential for 
significant numbers of new trees.  In total, we 
estimate that there are over 31,000 square metres 
of grass verges and other greenspace bordering 
roads and dwellings where there is potential 
for tree planting.  This area does not include 
the significant areas of greenspace owned or 
managed by Petersfield Town Council (PTC) (see 
section below).

Figure 5 shows the proportion of points where 
possible constraints to new tree planting were 
noted.  However, those points where more than 
one form of constraint was observed are not 
shown (11% of total).  Surveyors considered 
there was evidence that just over half the sites 
visited could pose some challenges to further tree 
planting, though this should not be regarded as 
indicating their unsuitability, merely that further 
consideration is necessary when tree planting 
is contemplated.  For example, the possibility of 
underground utilities was usually recorded if a 
manhole cover was observed in or adjoining the 
site, but no attempt was made to investigate their 
precise location. 

(b) Larger greenspace areas

Figure 6 shows the principal areas of greenspace 
owned or managed by Petersfield Town Council.  
Boxes 1 to 4 give the findings of the team visits 
to four of these greenspace areas, namely 
Petersfield Heath (Box 1), Goodyer Meadows (Box 
2), Penns Farm Playing Fields (Box 3) and Bell Hill 
Recreation and Common Land (Box 4).  At all four 
sites significant opportunities for tree planting 
were identified whilst still respecting the primary 
aims and objectives set out for each site.  Indeed, 
it was considered that additional trees could 
enhance the delivery of the current objectives 
for the sites, whilst also increasing the delivery 
of the ecosystem services that trees can provide.  
Opportunities for reduced mowing, notably 
around the perimeter of some of these sites, was 
also noted and are recommended.
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Figure 6.  Greenspace areas owned and/or managed by Petersfield Town Council.
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Other PTC-owned land was also visited during the survey, and Table 2 (page 19) summarises potential 
tree planting at these sites.  It seems clear that whilst the sites are enjoyed primarily for amenity and 
recreation, they achieve this partly because they already possess some majestic trees and have the 
capacity for additional ones, both for ‘succession planning’ and to enhance the existing tree stock.
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Box 1.  Petersfield Heath

This area covers 36 hectares together with a 9 hectare pond.  It is a designated Site of Importance 
for Nature Conservation, sited in the southeast corner of Petersfield, lying within the South Downs 
National Park and owned by Petersfield Town Council.  The Heath is home to around 21 Bronze 
Age barrows – one of the most complex archaeological sites of its kind in southern England.  And 
it is arguably the jewel in Petersfield’s crown from a recreation and amenity perspective, attracting 
thousands of visitors from within and outside the town every year.  Management of the Heath 
is therefore geared to three main objectives: how to protect the ecological and archaeological 
features whilst allowing people to enjoy it.

The name given to this tract of land is actually a misnomer: only a small proportion of the area is 
actually covered by dryland heath vegetation.  Instead, the Heath supports a mixture of deciduous 
woodland, wetland areas and wood pasture, together with other areas dedicated to public use for 
picnics and informal recreation.  It is this varied landscape that is so attractive, and which most 
would agree should be preserved.

The purposeful introduction of more trees into this area must therefore be carefully considered.  
Nevertheless, from an ecological perspective, the placement of trees to connect isolated blocks 
of woodland would enhance its biodiversity, because fauna and flora would be supported in their 
ability to exploit much wider areas.  It is also clear that over time some tree species (for example 
ash) will be challenged by changing climate, invasive pests and diseases and harmful forces such 
as wildfire.  Without intervention, existing woodland blocks will inevitably change in character.  In 
addition, there is a growing need to review the liveability and thermal comfort of those areas of the 
site most frequented by visitors, and consider how trees planted to provide shade in this decade 
could support future tourism.  So it is wise to contemplate tree planting as part of sustainable 
management of the Heath, and this report gives an ideal opportunity to do so.

In September 2020, a site visit was undertaken by members of the Petersfield Society Green 
Infrastructure Group (see page 11).  The Heath was walked in its entirety and a consensus was 
reached regarding basic principles for further tree planting on the site.  These are:

1. No areas designated as having ecological importance should be planted with trees, such as the 
remaining heathland components.  Archaeological features should also be avoided.

2. Native species should be chosen for all areas of the Heath, except those supporting visitors in 
the northernmost parts, e.g. around the playground, café and nursery school.  Selected non 
native ornamental species could be introduced in these areas, in addition to native species.

3. Species must be chosen that can withstand the challenges posed by future climates.  They 
should also be considered in the context of current and possible future tree pests and 
diseases.

4. Tree planting should be used to provide screening from housing, notably along the eastern 
border to the B2199, and the B2146 from the junction with the B2199 north-westwards to the 
car park.  Planting could consist of reinstatement of hedgerow(s), together, where appropriate, 
with the introduction of shelterbelts running in parallel behind.

5. Trees of appropriate species should be planted to provide connectivity between isolated tree 
blocks, mindful of existing use by human visitors.

6. Tree planting should be targeted at nutrient-rich areas of the site, i.e. those affected by water 
draining roads which border it, as well as eroded parts caused by heavy visitor use on the 
sandy soil.

7. Trees should be planted in small groups to provide cooling and shade in the area most used by 
visitors around the café and playground (Figure 7).  For similar reasons, consideration should 
be given to tree planting in and around the Little School by the Lake.

8. Sites disturbed by previous pond dredging operations are very suitable for tree planting.
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Figure 7. Visual impression of what the entrance to Petersfield Heath at the Plump Duck café might 
look like with provision of more shade trees.

Figure 8. Visual impression of Goodyer Meadows with the introduction of trees to replace dead or 
missing tree elements, and generally enhance the landscape and wildlife habitat.
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Box 2.  Goodyer Meadows

This area, some 14.2 hectares in area was bought by Petersfield Town Council for c. £275,000 in 
2019.  It has been under low intensity agricultural use for several decades, principally as pasture, 
with trees as hedges and parkland specimens, except along the Criddell itself, where wet woodland 
occurs.  Defra’s MAGIC GIS resource (https://magic.defra.gov.uk/) shows that the area has been 
designated as Coastal and Floodplain Grazing Marsh in the Priority Habitat Inventory, and also as a 
potential Network Expansion Zone as part of the National Habitat Network.  Environment Agency 
maps of long term flood risk suggest the area +/- 50 m from the Criddell Brook will be at risk of 
surface water flooding into the future.  It is rumoured that there is archaeological interest in the 
area, though evidence for this is anecdotal at present.  However, land adjoining the Criddell was 
managed as water meadows in historical times, notably in the strip of land between the Criddell 
and the northern border of the site (https://maps.nls.uk/view/102343107).

Given the previous agricultural history, much of the land presents a rather restricted flora, though 
that along the Criddell is much richer, and the habitat for important invertebrates.  Nevertheless, 
the area as a whole is regarded as of high amenity value, with good views towards the South 
Downs.  The area is bordered by lines of hedgerows containing large mature trees (many are 
oak and ash).  Opportunities for tree planting exist around the newly created flood relief pond, 
where trees might provide shade for those enjoying the site for informal recreation.  Otherwise, 
broadening and replenishing tree cover along the field margins is seen as the best way of 
maintaining and enhancing tree numbers, paying attention to the need to replace ash trees 
(through their eventual loss from ash dieback disease).  Other areas for hedge and/or tree planting 
are to provide visual screening from domestic houses along Sussex Road, notably along parts of 
the north-western boundary.  There are also opportunities to ‘join up’ rows of trees where gaps 
have emerged through tree demise (Figure 8).  Along the Criddell, a more integrated approach to 
tree introduction is required, sensitive to the needs of the aquatic ecosystem, and the promotion 
of fisheries in it.  There might also be opportunities to introduce small groups of trees within the 
main field areas, though it is necessary to avoid these obscuring long views across and beyond 
the site.

The biodiversity value of the site has certainly improved since it was managed for agriculture, and a 
botanical survey would help to inform how the site might be taken forward, and, for example, what 
type(s) of mowing regime would be advantageous.  The site offers significant opportunities for tree 
management, in support of a wide range of non commercial objectives, but serious consideration 
should be given to long term objectives and how best to realise them.  PTC is to be commended 
for its purchase of the land for the town, and future management should be the preceded by 
integrated planning which takes amenity, biodiversity, flood alleviation and landscape into account.  
It is suggested that appropriate, qualified, personnel are engaged who can see across these end-
uses from an interdisciplinary perspective, as soon as possible.  In addition, landscape ecological 
principles should be deployed in order to maximise site value in the context of contiguous and 
nearby greenspaces such as Petersfield Heath and the Penns Farm site.
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Box 3.  Penns Farm Playing Fields

This area, some 27.7 hectares in area is largely owned by Petersfield Town Council and EHDC.  
With the exception of EHDC offices, the Taro Leisure Centre and associated car parking provision, 
the land is devoted to sports playing fields, and this land-use is enshrined in Petersfield’s 
Neighbourhood Plan.  The overall site consists of managed grass sward for rugby, football and 
cricket.  There are some significant outgrown hedgerows that separate sections of the site, which 
is largely surrounded itself by low intensity managed woodland.  The Rotherlands Local Nature 
Reserve (LNR) forms the northern boundary of the Penns Farm site.

The importance of the site as highly managed grass for sport and recreation is acknowledged, 
but it is considered that there remained opportunities to build in a larger element for wildlife 
habitat, including trees.  In particular, by reducing mowing around the boundary of the site, 
biodiversity would be increased and the natural regeneration of trees would occur if a strip could 
be left unmowed adjacent to existing woodland areas.  This is regarded as promoting woodland 
resilience, and a more appropriate method for increasing tree cover.  The significant proportion 
of ash in existing woodland is recognised, and therefore the need for enhanced woodland 
management as this important species succumbs to ash dieback disease.

Further sites for purposeful planting are identified.  These include the provision of a formal avenue 
of trees along much of the southern boundary of the site (Figure 9).  This would enhance the 
landscape of the site and provide visual screening from domestic housing in the Clare Gardens.  
Other planting is strongly advised around the children’s playground to provide shade and cooling 
in the hotter summers we can expect, and along the western elevation of the Taro Centre to 
provide screening and heat insulation to the Centre buildings.

Figure 9.  Visual impression of an avenue of trees along the southern margin of the Penns Fields area.
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Table 2.  Opportunities for tree enhancement, protection and management on Petersfield Town  
                 Council owned and managed land.

No. Greenspace area Comments

1  Avenue Playing Fields Predominantly used for informal recreation, but with room for 
  provision of trees for shade and cooling, notably around the 
  Pétanque area and where benches are located.

2  Bell Hill Common Wooded area with ongoing need for tree management. See Box4.

3  Bell Hill Recreation Significant opportunities for more trees.  See Box 4. 
 Ground

4  Borough Hill Steeply sloping greenspace with children’s playground.  
  Limited capacity for trees but tree planting around the children’s  
  play area would be beneficial to provide shade.

5  Goodyer Meadows Significant opportunities for more trees.  See Box 2.

6  High Meadow Open space used for informal recreation, but with capacity for 
  additional trees, especially around the edge of the site.

7  Love Lane Large area of open space, used in part for football.  Significant  
  capacity for more tree planting, notably at the edge and in the  
  corners of the site, but also between sport pitches to provide  
  protection from inclement weather. 

8  Paddock Way Football pitch and children’s play area but with capacity for  
  trees for shade around the playground.  Other trees could be  
  planted around the perimeter of the site.

9  Penns Farm Site dedicated to formal (team sport) recreation; children’s 
 Playing Fields  playground.  Significant openings for tree planting - see Box 3.

10  Petersfield Heath Significant opportunities for more trees.  See Box 1.

11  Ramshill Estate Two areas predominantly of grass for recreation, but estate also  
 greenspaces intersected by important hedgerows.  A need for tree  
  management, replacement of dead trees and enhancement in  
  selected areas including grass verges.

12  Rotherlands Well wooded Nature Reserve, with large ash and alder  
  populations.   Real opportunities for more trees to stabilise 
  ground and provide shade and habitat.  Existing trees require 
  managing and replacement, especially ash suffering from 
  dieback disease.  Has a new Management  
  Plan which should be revised to include these aims.

13  Tilmore Allotments Dedicated to fruit, vegetable and flower growing, but bordered  
  to the west and north by mature trees, including ailing ash,  
  which require managing.

14  Woods Meadow  Informal sport area and children’s playground.  Some existing  
  trees but capacity for more, notably to provide shade at  
  children’s play areas, for picnickers and other visitors.  Other 
  capacity around the edge of the site.
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Box 4.  Bell Hill

This area consists of Bell Hill Recreational Ground to the west of Bell Hill at the bottom of the hill.  
The greenspace extends westwards to include the land used for firework displays every November.  
Other adjoining greenspace is identified for self-build housing in the Petersfield Neighbourhood 
Plan (2016).

In addition, Bell Hill Common lies further north straddling Bell Hill Ridge.  It is some 0.71 hectares 
in area, and also owned by Petersfield Town Council.  Bell Hill Common was registered as a Town 
Green in 2009 under the Commons Act 2006.  A Town Green is a small area of land on the edge of 
a settlement, traditionally used by local people for sport and lawful pastimes.  The land is subject 
to a management plan prepared by South Downs National Park Authority (SDNPA) in 2017 (https://
www.petersfield-tc.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/02/Bell-Hill-Management-Plan.pdf) which is 
planned to cover the period up to 2022.  Nevertheless, and despite a significant woodland element 
to the area, there is no mention of tree planting in the report, and this is seen as an omission.  
There are significant opportunities for trees, notably along Bell Hill Ridge.

The Bell Hill Recreational Ground is primarily used for informal sport, dog walking and other 
recreational activities.  Nevertheless, despite current vegetation management consisting of 
regular grass mowing, there are significant opportunities to build in a larger element for wildlife 
habitat, including trees.  In particular, by reducing mowing around the boundary of the site, 
biodiversity would be increased and the natural regeneration of trees would occur if a strip could 
be left unmowed adjacent to existing woodland areas.  This is regarded as promoting woodland 
resilience, and a more appropriate method for increasing tree cover.

Further sites for purposeful planting have been identified.  More tree planting is strongly advised 
around the children’s playground to provide shade and cooling in the hotter summers we can 
expect, and along the eastern edge of the playground to provide screening from housing.  Further 
trees could be planted for screening of housing along part of the northern boundary of the area 
designated for fireworks.  Trees could also be planted in this area as part of ‘succession planning’, 
given the significant age of the existing oak trees within the site.

Adjoining land identified for self-build in the Petersfield Neighbourhood Plan was also visited, and 
the importance of existing tree protection, and provision of new trees, in any future development 
is emphasized.  There are many important mature trees along the existing boundaries of fields 
designated as future building land, and these should be identified for retention and protection 
early in any future development planning process.  Any new developments should consider a 
‘landscape led’ approach to design, so that the existing mature trees and surrounding treescape 
and wooded landscape are taken into account at the design phase.
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Discussion
(a) The value of the survey for making decisions to 
      improve liveability in Petersfield

Surveyors drawn from the Petersfield community 
have identified over 450 locations where tree 
planting should be considered in the town. 
Many of the sites appear to have the capacity 
to support several or many more trees. The 
locations include sites alongside roads in 
residential areas, and along main roads in and out 
of the town. They also include areas of existing 
greenspace where more trees could be planted 
without compromising the main objectives for 
the management of these sites. In other areas, 
where tree planting is deemed unnecessary 
or inappropriate, natural regeneration could 
be promoted to allow trees to self-seed and 
germinate in a form of rewilding10.

Modern tree policy in Britain is built around the 
maxim ‘The right tree in the right place for the 
right reason’11. Choice of individual trees should 
be site specific. Firstly, the tree should grow well 
with minimal need for maintenance. Secondly, the 
tree should be appropriate for the space. Thirdly, 
the tree should fit into an overall strategy to 
enhance the resilience of Petersfield’s tree stock 
again threats such as climate change.

In the constrained funding environment most 
local authorities now operate in, it was felt 
essential to prioritise planting sites according to 
the on-site realities and needs of the town. To do 
this, we have identified key issues which currently 
affect Petersfield and where we have accurate 
models/datasets to describe the problem. The 
dataset built to analyse Petersfield opportunities 
is capable of generating further outputs, for 
example the exploration of ‘synergies’ and ‘trade-
offs’12 between the various benefits that more 
trees would bring to the town.

It is worth reiterating here that the benefits 
of trees in towns and cities far outweigh any 
disadvantages, and that investment in urban trees 
is more than repaid13. Considerable research and 
frontline evidence from well-wooded urban areas 
demonstrate that the health and well-being of 
residents is considerably enhanced if they live 
near to trees and woodland compared to those 
who don’t. Disadvantaged citizens and/or those 
living in areas of multiple deprivation benefit 
more when there are positive interventions to 
raise tree numbers – indeed this is the basis of 
the recent Government Urban Tree Challenge 
Fund14 (Annex 2). Figure 10 shows the area in 

Petersfield where deprivation is most acute15, 
and the significant opportunities that the 
project surveyors identified for more trees in 
it. Given current initiatives for improving the 
environmental, social and economic conditions 
for citizens living in these areas, it could be argued 
that the district shown in Figure 10 should be 
given higher priority for more trees than well 
wooded areas in Petersfield.

Trees offer many other benefits. One of 
particular importance in urban areas relates 
to noise attenuation – trees can dampen noise 
generated by road and rail traffic effectively16. 
Figure 11 shows areas of Petersfield particularly 
prone to noise generated in these ways, based 
on noise modelling and mapping by Defra17. It 
also shows public areas identified (in green) by 
the survey where tree planting, notably as groups 
or in belts, might help to reduce the noise for 
town dwellers, especially in the west of the town 
around Bedford Road. Further attenuation of 
noise from the A3 is possible, but would depend 
on tree planting on private land, notably to the 
north of Reservoir Lane.

Trees can help to reduce flood risk – their 
canopies intercept rainfall and lower the amount 
reaching drains and sewers. In addition, trees 
promote good soil structure. This supports 
the soil’s ability to absorb and retain rainwater 
and thus further reduce the amount of run-off. 
Another example of the power of the tree survey 
is the identification of potential areas for tree 
planting in relation to flood risk in the town. 
Figure 12 shows potential tree planting sites in 
relation to zones of long-term flood risk taken 
from Environment Agency maps18. Further tree 
planting in the catchment areas of the main 
streams flowing through the town, as part of 
‘Natural Flood Management’19, would also reduce 
flood risk. However, this would require planting 
beyond the Petersfield parish boundary.

However, trees planted anywhere in the town will 
contribute to flood risk reduction, the more so if 
they are allowed to grow to mature size.
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Finally, trees are vital components of the urban 
landscape. Figure 13 identifies those sites closest 
to the A and B roads and other through roads 
through the town where new trees would become 
more prominent in the landscape and would be 
seen and enjoyed by the maximum number of 
people. Trees in these locations would also help 
in absorbing air pollution generated by vehicular 
traffic and when mature they would add a sylvan 
appearance along the main thoroughfares in 
the town. So these sites could also be seen as 
priorities for early tree establishment.

Figure 10.  Location of potential sites for tree planting within the ‘Priority People’ area identified in the 
                    Urban Tree Challenge Fund (UTCF). For further explanation, see text and Annex 2.

The examples above are just that – limited 
examples of what the location survey dataset 
is capable of. Further analyses could identify 
locations where trees could help in air pollution 
absorption. The particular case of tree-enhanced 
urban cooling in relation to children’s playgrounds 
is discussed on page 26 below. The authors would 
be pleased to discuss further applications with 
interested parties.
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(b) The value of volunteers

Like its predecessor, the Petersfield i-Tree survey, 
the Tree Location Survey was undertaken using 
an unpaid, voluntary ‘workforce’ drawn from 
residents in the town. Participants ranged in 
age, and included both those working and those 
retired. The two surveys could not have been 
conducted without this support, and, indeed, were 
designed flexibly to allow volunteers to pick and 
choose when they could collect information. The 
value of using residents was that they knew the 
town well, and many could remember where trees 
used to exist but currently don’t. They were able 
to evaluate potential sites both from the point of 
view of a resident, but also that of a road user and 
of someone who uses the greenspaces for sport 
and recreation. Smartphone technology, used in 
this survey, proved robust, easy and enjoyable to 
use. Volunteers were motivated to complete the 
survey, despite the considerable complications 
generated by the Covid emergency, and the 
quality of their data is judged to be very good.

Figure 11.  Location of potential sites for tree planting in relation to noise pollution. 
                     Noise data from Defra. For further explanation, see text.

The use of such ‘citizen scientists’ is becoming 
appreciated in many similar areas of study20. 
The success in using them in Petersfield should 
be an encouragement for wider use on similar 
projects which help to develop, and execute, 
environmental policy and practice. The benefit 
of using volunteers in this way is not just that 
they help to generate information of value to 
Councillors, local authority officials including tree 
officers and ground staff, and scientists; it is that 
such volunteers, if suitably appreciated by these 
agencies, become ambassadors for the cause(s) 
embodied in the projects they undertake, plus the 
community benefits from increased social trust 
and social inclusion21. The recent support given 
by Petersfield Town Council and EHDC for a new 
Tree Warden group in the town, and District, is a 
good example of how this can happen, and is to 
be applauded.
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Figure 12.  Location of potential sites for tree planting in relation to flooding zones identified 
                     by the Environment Agency. For further explanation, see text.

(c) The power of integrated data

The Tree Location Survey benefited from the use 
of Smartphones to capture data, information and 
photographic images digitally and to use modern 
Geographic Information System (GIS) technology 
to store and analyse them. The resulting datasets 
have proved themselves capable of being shared 
with appropriate ‘clients’ such as the Hampshire 
County Council (HCC) Highways Department. 
Indeed, HCC has reported back on the usefulness 
and utility of this approach, and suggested that 
the one taken in Petersfield should be extended 
across the County.

Coupled with other publicly available datasets, 
(for example, current tree cover, land-use, noise, 
flood-risk, socio-economic data), priority areas 
for tree planting can be explored and identified, 
and their impact on ecosystem service delivery 

predicted. All datasets used in this project are 
freely available to governmental organisations; 
payments may be required for use by companies 
and private individuals. We used an ESRI ArcGIS 
Online platform to build the surveying App and 
Online Map, but it is possible to recreate this 
functionality in Free Open Source Software (FOSS) 
such as QGIS22 and Open Data Kit23.

The analyses reported are designed to support 
decision-making rather than expert and 
professional judgement. It is highly recommended 
that other surveys of this type take a similar 
approach, which is effective and inexpensive. 
In addition, it allows transparency such that 
surveyors and potential users can all view the data 
generated (http://bit.ly/3qNPdt0) and co-own it. 
This makes outcomes resulting from it more likely 
to be accepted by the community at large.
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Figure 13.  Location of potential sites for tree planting in relation to principal through roads  
                     in Petersfield.



26 Petersfield Community Tree Location Survey

(d) Children’s playground areas

There are a substantial number of children’s 
playgrounds in Petersfield, set amongst nearly 
every significant area of greenspace owned 
or managed by Petersfield Town Council or 
EHDC. These are real assets to the town and 
are currently heavily used. The microclimate 
of a playground has a significant influence on 
children’s use of play areas and levels of physical 
activity24. Sun exposure, air movement, humidity, 

and temperature combine to affect what is 
known as “thermal comfort”, a description of 
the condition of being satisfied with current 
environmental conditions. Each playground has its 
own distinct microclimate, with unique patterns of 
temperature, wind and radiation24.

Examples of six children’s playgrounds in Petersfield public greenspaces where there is little 
or no provision for shade. (a) Paddock Way, (b) Penns Farm Playing Fields, (c) Borough Hill, 
(d) Ramshill Estate, (e) Petersfield Heath, (f) Woods Meadow.

Figure 14.  

(a)

(c)

(e)

(b)

(d)

(f)
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Figure 15.  Children’s playgrounds in Victoria Park, Portsmouth.   
                     Note the provision of shade from prominent trees.

When thermal conditions become uncomfortable 
in the summer, the use of the playgrounds by 
children decreases.  Some design elements of 
parks and playgrounds can also increase heat-
related health risks.  Children are particularly 
vulnerable to hot ambient environments and heat 
stress compared to adults.  They are also more 
susceptible to sunburns and burn injuries on 
playgrounds because of their more sensitive skin.  
Making playground spaces thermally comfortable 
in summer helps ensure that children can go 
outdoors, play, be active and remain at a play area 
for a longer period of time24.  It is noteworthy that 
almost all Petersfield’s playgrounds have little or 
no shade provision (Figure 14), and a lack of trees 
in and around them was noted during the survey.  

Compare the images in this Figure with Figure 15 
which shows a much more sensitively designed 
playground in Portsmouth.  Trees are regarded as 
invaluable for provision of shade and cooling for 
playgrounds in many parts of the world24, and it 
would seem vital that provision be addressed in 
Petersfield over the next few years.
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Next steps
The role of local authorities 

In order to identify how Petersfield tree stock 
could be enhanced, the Tree Location Survey 
purposefully targeted land owned by public 
authorities in the first instance.  There are several 
reasons for this approach: 

(i) trees growing on such land can be seen and 
appreciated by more people (residents and 
visitors) than those in private gardens;

(ii) the sylvan appearance of substantial parts 
of the road and street network can make 
a real difference to community health and 
well-being; 

(iii) other benefits such as shade, cooling and 
air pollution abatement can be experienced 
by those walking around the town, for 
example shopping or taking children to 
school, or taking recreation in dedicated town 
greenspace areas; retailers can also benefit 
from greater patronage in the town centre as 
a result of enhanced visual landscape25 ;

(iv) public authorities have responsibility for 
responding to national urban tree policy; 

(v) it should be easier to engage with public 
bodies than private property owners to 
explore how more trees could be established 
and maintained.

The survey has now identified that sizeable areas 
of grass verges and other greenspaces in the 
town have the capacity for more trees.  It has also 
shown that there are significant differences in the 
number of trees in the town streets, and these 
differences could be considered discriminatory 
given what we know about the health benefits 
that trees can give.  From an equitable standpoint, 
therefore, relevant local authorities should be 
willing to step in to redress the imbalance in 
tree provision.  This driver is regarded as more 
important than national campaigns for tree 
planting in order to help combat global warming, 
although they are inextricably linked – it is 
predicted by many26 that disadvantaged sectors 
of the community are likely to suffer more from 
climate change than others.

Petersfield Town Council owns, or manages, 
the large majority of greenspaces in the town.  
Boxes 1 to 4 and Table 2 suggest that there is 
considerable capacity to plant more trees on 
many of these sites, increasing their attractiveness 
to residents and visitors and making their 

experiences during their visit more rewarding, 
whilst retaining the main purposes of the sites.  
This report strongly advocates that the existing 
policy for managing land owned by the Council be 
broadened to include the need to:

(a) deploy sensitive management of dead and 
dying trees to maximise their habitat value;

(b) make provision for ‘succession planning’ 
by planting trees so that these can, in due 
course, take over from those that are now 
over-mature and reaching the end of their 
natural life;

(c) generally increase tree cover to support 
national, regional and local policies, not 
least the ethos behind its own Climate 
Emergency Strategy;

(d) also consider reducing the frequency of grass 
mowing on many of the verges in the parish, 
in line with national and regional objectives27.

Fortunately, there are now a range of supportive 
national, regional, county and district policies 
which promote more tree planting to combat and 
adapt to climate change and enhance biodiversity 
(see Annex 1).  In addition, there are several 
funding streams which support tree planting (and 
subsequent maintenance) in towns and cities 
(Annex 2).  Tree planting projects based on the 
results of this survey would appear to be eligible 
for a number of them.  It is therefore vital that 
local authorities take advantage of these initiatives 
while they are available.  They can increasingly 
rely on the Third Sector to support them in this: 
witness the recent successful tree planting project 
undertaken in Alton in December 2020 under the 
direction of the Women’s Institute28.  It is likely 
that within Petersfield, charities such as the WI, 
Petersfield Society, PeCAN and the newly formed 
Tree Warden Group would be happy to partner 
or otherwise support appropriate applications, 
perhaps helping to plan, plant and establish the 
trees in question.  Under some of the funding 
mechanisms, volunteer labour can be offered as 
evidence of co-commitment.
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The role of householders

The Petersfield i-Tree survey identified that in 
2016, 35% of trees in the parish were privately 
owned, mainly by householders1.  This figure 
makes the point that the community has a large 
stake in the tree cover in the town, and that it 
can influence this, upwards or downwards, by 
people planting more trees on their property, 
or by premature tree felling.  Although the Tree 
Location Survey was not designed to explore the 
capacity for more trees in private gardens, it is 
likely that this exists in many cases.  To support 
actions that Petersfield Town Council might take 
(see above), it is therefore important to launch 
an effective campaign directed at homeowners in 
order to encourage more private planting.  The 
newly launched Petersfield Tree Warden Group is 
well placed to spearhead this, hopefully with other 
related groups such as the Petersfield Gardeners’ 
Club.  Petersfield Society is also keen to act in 
any partnership that seeks to achieve more 
trees under homeowner management.  This also 
includes encouraging householders to protect 
tree assets that they might have, in line with the 
principles described in ‘Buying a tree with a house 
in the garden’29, published by EHDC.

The role of private landowners

To increase tree cover in the parish to levels 
sought by a number of authorities4, it is unfair and 
unrealistic to expect local authorities to accept 
the whole responsibility for its delivery - there 
is simply insufficient publicly-owned land in the 
parish to accomplish this.  Homeowners, too, 
can only do so much, and garden size will often 
limit ambitions.  Instead, private landowners 
should be asked to consider establishing more 
woodland on their land.  At the time of the i-Tree 
survey in 2016, there were around 385 hectares 
of agricultural land in the parish1, representing 
48% of the total land area.  It is clear that this 
represents a significant resource for more tree 
planting.  Recent annual data for England reveal 
rather small amounts of new tree planting30.  
To redress this, the new Government England 
Trees Action Plan31, published in May 2021, 
has made a commitment for England to treble 
woodland creation rates by the end of the current 
Parliament.  It identifies a new England Woodland 
Creation Offer (EWCO)32 to be launched in late 
Spring 2021 to incentivize farmers and other 
land owners towards planting more trees.  In 
the meantime, a range of Woodland Grants 
exist33 and it is probably the role of the Forestry 
Commission and relevant local authorities 
(SDNPA, EHDC) to encourage uptake.  Hopefully 
this report will help make the point that townsfolk 
can’t achieve proposed tree targets without their 
rural counterparts also doing their bit!
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Conclusions
It is now imperative to consider a large tree planting programme in 
Petersfield parish in order to meet the new challenge posed by global 
warming.  Without a significant formal programme in the near future, 
Petersfield must be prepared to face a declining tree stock, an impoverished 
urban landscape, a reduction in biodiversity and an inadequate resource to 
combat increased heat and solar radiation.  The effects of a changing climate 
can already be seen during periods of extreme drought during recent 
summers, and such weather extremes are predicted to be much more 
common in the future.  Trees can make a real difference to the ‘thermal 
comfort’ of residents, and their provision can make simple acts such as 
walking to the library, shops or cafés during a hot summer day enjoyable 
rather than challenging.  They also provide shade for visitors to the Heath 
and other greenspace areas.  The sylvan quality of important parts of the 
town are likely to diminish without purposeful intervention.  The statement 
“Throughout the town there is substantial tree cover, with many prominent 
trees in key locations such as gardens and parks”, in the current Petersfield 
Neighbourhood Plan34 is already challenged by the findings of the i-Tree 
survey.  However, unless effective policy and planning is put in place now, 
it will be impossible to include this statement, even in aspirational terms, in 
future editions.

This report identifies a range of public authorities that need to be involved 
in improving Petersfield’s tree cover.  It is gratifying that the Petersfield 
Town Council Grounds Committee is already considering the main findings 
of the survey, and intends to amend policy as it relates  to tree matters.  
But it is suggested that the nature of tree project envisaged here is so 
interdisciplinary and requires such interagency involvement that it should 
be considered as part of the work of the recently constituted Petersfield 
Strategy Group35.  Certainly, the visual appearance of the town and its 
liveability, as determined by its cover of trees and greenspace areas, form a 
logical aspect of Place Making for which the latter forum has responsibility.  
In the meantime, the Petersfield Society will continue to inform, persuade 
and commit to supporting plans and actions to increase tree cover made by 
the three major public land holders in the town.
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Annex 1.  
Climate change policy drivers for tree planting

Defra

England Tree Strategy Consultation June 2020 (https://consult.defra.gov.uk/forestry/england-tree-
strategy/supporting_documents/englandtreestrategyconsultationdocument%20%20correctedv1.pdf)

“Trees and woodland are critical to supporting our national commitment to reach net zero emissions by 
2050. And trees also have a critical role to play in recovering nature and promoting biodiversity.

In our 25 Year Environment Plan we stated that the provision of more and better quality green 
infrastructure - including urban and suburban trees - will make towns and cities attractive places to 
live and work, and bring about key long-term improvements in people’s health. As part of this, our 
manifesto sets an ambition to see all new streets lined with trees, and we wish to see more trees 
planted in urban and suburban areas overall”.

South Downs National Park Authority

Climate Change Adaptation Plan 2016 (https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/
SDNPA-Climate-Change-Adaptation-Plan-Final-On-line-version.pdf)

“Encourage an increase in urban trees to provide ecosystem service benefits within towns and villages.  
Promote the value of trees, parks and other Green Infrastructure”.

Hampshire County Council

Tree Strategy 2020 (https://documents.hants.gov.uk/environment/tree-strategy.pdf)

“The County Council will plant single and grouped trees on its own land on sites such as schools, 
residential homes, libraries, Country Parks and County Farms, with a target of planting one million trees 
by 2050”.

East Hampshire District Council

Climate and Environment Strategy 2020-2025 (https://www.easthants.gov.uk/climate-and-environment-
strategy-2020-25-pdf-802-kb)

“Increase tree cover in the district and see that 120,000 trees are planted in East Hampshire, one for 
every resident”.

Petersfield Town Council

Minutes of a meeting of the Grounds Committee, March 2021 (https://www.petersfield-tc.gov.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2021/03/March-2021-Grounds-minutes.pdf)

“Tree planting….could be considered within the review of, or creation of, management plans as well as 
the review of the policy of Council owned land”.
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Annex 2.  
Grants for tree planting and woodland 
management 
(correct on 01/08/2021)

Defra

The Local Authority Treescapes Fund was announced on 21st April 2021 to increase tree planting 
and natural regeneration in local communities.  This fund is aimed at establishing more trees in 
non-woodland settings such as in riverbanks, hedgerows, parklands, urban areas, beside roads and 
footpaths, in copses and shelterbelts, including neglected, disused and vacant community spaces.  A 
sum of £2.7 million will be available in 2021/22, building the pipeline of projects for community planting 
in future years.  Up to 50 grants worth £50,000 to £300,000 will be available for local authorities to plant 
and encourage natural regeneration of trees to restore neglected green spaces in their communities.  
For more information, visit the Local Authority Treescapes Fund GOV.UK page. 

The Tree Health Scheme was launched on 28th May 2021 to provide grants to land managers and 
farmers to take action against tree pests and diseases.  Owners and managers of trees and woodlands 
in England are being encouraged to take part in the pilot of the Tree Health Scheme which starts in 
August.  Measures will include biosecure felling and treatment of diseased or infested trees.  The 
scheme will also support the restocking and maintenance of newly re-planted trees following a pest 
or disease outbreak.  For more information, visit the Tree Health Pilot and Woodland tree health grant 
GOV.UK pages.

 

Forestry Commission: 

The Urban Tree Challenge Fund opened on 26th April 2021 as part of the Government’s Nature for 
Climate Fund, supporting the planting of 44,000 large ‘standard’ trees over a two-year period: 2021/22 
to 2022/23.  The fund welcomes block bids (minimum value £250,000) as well as individual applications 
(minimum value £10,000).  The fund contributes 50% of the cost of tree planting and establishment, 
with the remaining 50% met via match funding, which can be in the form of labour.  The fund is open 
to anyone who wants to plant trees in urban or peri-urban areas, provided full management control or 
consent to use the land has been given.  The fund will only support the planting of large ‘standard’ trees 
with planting targeted toward areas of low canopy cover, high deprivation and proximity to healthcare 
and educational facilities.  For more information, visit the Urban Tree Challenge Fund GOV.UK page.

The England Woodland Creation Offer was launched on 9th June 2021 to provide greater financial 
incentives for landowners and farmers to plant and manage trees.  With £15.9 million available in its 
first year, the grant scheme, now open to applications, will provide enhanced payments rates.  It will 
give greater recognition of the public and environmental benefits that woodlands bring, by providing 
additional incentives to ensure the right tree is planted in the right place, and for the right reason.  The 
grant can cover 100 per cent of eligible standard capital costs of woodland creation, meaning costs are 
covered for buying and planting the trees, and then maintaining them for 10 years.  Additional financial 
contributions are available for well-designed woodland that provide public and wider environmental 
benefits.  For more information, visit the England Woodland Creation Offer GOV.UK website page.

Woods into Management (WiM) Forestry Innovation Funds - launched in May 2021 as part of the 
Government’s Nature for Climate Fund.  The WiM Forestry Innovation Funds aim to restore vulnerable 
woodland habitats and help woodlands adapt to a changing climate and recover from the impacts 
of pests and diseases.  Three funding streams are being launched: the Routes to market for ash 
timber Innovation Fund; the Temporary infrastructure Innovation Fund; and the Regional woodland 
restoration Innovation Fund.  More information can be found at the GOV.UK website under Woods into 
Management Forestry Innovation Funds.
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Woodland Carbon Guarantee Scheme: This provides the option to sell carbon captured through 
woodland planting in the form of verified carbon credits, called Woodland Carbon Units (WCUs), to the 
government for a guaranteed price every 5 or 10 years up to 2055/56.  This offers an additional long-
term income from the woodland.  Credits can also be sold on the open market.  Further information 
can be found here: https://www.gov.uk/guidance/woodland-carbon-guarantee

South Downs National Park Authority: 

Trees for the Downs is an initiative, launched by the South Downs Trust, which aims to restore iconic 
trees that have been lost from disease over the past few decades, including those to Ash Dieback and 
Dutch Elm Disease.  Trees for the Downs was only set to run for one year, but additional funding and 
support of South East Water means the campaign can continue for the next five years with the aim of 
planting tens of thousands more trees.  Significant tree planting will take place over subsequent winters 
at sites across the region, bringing new habitat for wildlife, helping to restore soils and giving amenity 
value to local communities.  Trees and tree protection devices (e.g. rabbit spirals and canes, tree guards 
and stakes) will be provided to successful applicants.  For more information, go to  
https://www.southdownstrust.org.uk/trees-for-the-downs

Tree Council: 

There are two opportunities available for planting trees in the community  
https://treecouncil.org.uk/take-action/grants-for-trees : 

(a) The Tree Council Branching Out Fund – a grants fund to get communities and young people up to 
the age of 21 involved in tree and hedge planting and care.

(b) Free tree packs for schools supported by the Tree Angel Orchards Fund.  It is possible to register 
interest for the winter 2021/2022 tree planting season at https://treecouncil.org.uk/schools-and-
education/orchards-for-schools/#apply 

Woodland Trust: 

(a) Emergency Tree Fund for Local Authorities: https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/press-
centre/2021/03/emergency-tree-fund

(b) MOREwoods scheme: https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/plant-trees/large-
scale-planting/morewoods

(c) MOREhedges scheme: https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/plant-trees/large-
scale-planting/morehedges-application

(d) Large scale planting: https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/plant-trees/large-scale-planting/

(e) Free trees for schools and communities: https://www.woodlandtrust.org.uk/plant-trees/schools-
and-communities
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