Putting down
new roots

Essays on woods, trees
and the landscape of
the future

Foreword by Clive Anderson
The Charter for Trees, Woods and People, launched this year on the 800th
anniversary of the Charter of the Forest of 1217, underlined once again the
enthusiasm there is all over the country for our woodland heritage. But looking back
over the centuries we can see we have lost – and continue to lose – huge amounts of
our irreplaceable ancient woodland. Today tree cover in the United Kingdom, ancient
and modern, is way below the European average. Looking forward, as we prepare
to leave the European Union, it is vital we do the very best for trees and woods and
the people who can benefit from them. As a tree-lover myself, and president of the
Woodland Trust, I hope the ideas contained in this collection of essays can inspire
policy and decisions made about our trees and woodlands which will be worth
celebrating in 800 years’ time.
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Introduction

Barbara, Baroness Young of Old Scone,
chairman of the Woodland Trust
Every year the evidence base around the importance of woods and trees grows more
compelling. As I have said on a number of occasions since becoming chairman of the
Woodland Trust – if trees didn’t exist it would be necessary to invent them. To name
but a few of the services they provide: they clean the air; improve public health – both
physical and mental; absorb carbon; help with flood alleviation and they stabilise the
soil. Indeed the soil structure of ancient woodland is a miracle in itself.
There also seems to be a heightened awareness amongst policymakers of why
trees matter (as illustrated by trees being discussed recently at Prime Minister’s
Questions) but it too often feels that policy lags behind the evidence base. Research
carried out for the Woodland Trust in 2015 showed that the UK’s woodlands deliver
£270bn worth of benefits to society, yet we continue to lose our irreplaceable ancient
woodland at an alarming rate, while planting rates are the lowest for a generation.
With just 13% woodland cover in the UK (only 10% in England) compared with
a European average of 38%, it is clear that on leaving the EU we must take the
opportunity to address this as minds focus on a new land-use policy to replace the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). Integrated land management - delivering multiple
benefits - must be the goal.
I’m delighted such a wide range of authors have come together to contribute to this
booklet - from think tank representatives to individual landowners. In his essay, Neil
Parish MP, chair of the House of Commons Environment Food and Rural Affairs Select
Committee and host of the reception launching this collection of work, calls for the
Government to be bold about increasing woodland cover. He says the aim should be
15% in England by 2060 –thereby acting on the recommendations of the Independent
Panel on Forestry, chaired by Bishop James Jones.
All the essayists are united by a desire to see an
increase in tree cover and good stewardship of our
existing woodland heritage. Those in government
should take great heart from their ideas and be bold
in acting on them - confident now that so many
key stakeholders stand ready to shape and deliver
a new approach to land-use policy which will secure
the benefits of woodland for everyone in this country,
wherever they live. As Professor Ian Bateman states –
this is a once in a lifetime opportunity.
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Reaping what we sow
Neil Parish MP

I don’t need to tell you all how many benefits trees bring to our society. From locking up carbon
dioxide, to preventing floods, improving mental health and capturing air pollution, trees are a
real boon to our public life.
It’s not just the social or
environmental benefits. Trees have
measurable economic value. The
Natural Capital Committee stated
in a recent report that 250,000
hectares of extra woodland
generates £500 million of benefits
for every year of its existence.
But there’s a problem. England, and
the UK as a whole, is well behind
on tree planting rates. Just 10% of
England is covered by woodland.
That compares to 31% for France,
37% for Spain and a total EU
average of 38%. We will never
reap the benefits if we don’t start
planting more trees and woodland.
In March 2017, the EFRA
Committee, which I chair, published
a report on forestry in England.
We urged the Government to be
bold and aim for a target of 15%
coverage by 2060. At present,
the Government only aims for 12%
coverage. But at current planting
rates the Government will struggle
to hit even that.
The Countryside Stewardship
Scheme, which provides farm
owners and woodland owners
with funding for environmental
activities - including woodland
creation – is not fit for purpose.
The whole system is tortuous and
complicated, involving the Forestry
Commission, Natural England and
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the Rural Payments Agency. The
entire scheme is financed by the
EU, adding to the complexity.
And for all its bureaucracy, it’s
not boosting tree-planting rates.
A mere 700 hectares of woodland
were planted last year – far lower
than the 5,000 hectares needed
annually to even hit the 12% target.
Something better is needed.
As with many environmental
policies, Brexit offers the chance
to create something new. We
need to design a one-stop shop
for forestry, in which all the
funding and administration of
forestry is unified in one agency.
A simple grant scheme is needed to
encourage and support landowners
to plant more trees.
Providing more help and support
for tree planting marries well
with Michael Gove’s aim for postBrexit subsidies for landowners
to encourage ‘environmentally
responsible land use’. After Brexit,
we can begin to tailor our support
systems to boost our natural
environment. When the current
support regime ends in 2022,
landowners will have to compete
with other public goods for subsidy.
Tree planting should be at the top
of the list for receiving support
to provide environmental and
societal benefits.

A new Agriculture Bill will be
published in the New Year to ensure
that, as we leave the EU, we have
an effective system in place to
support farmers and protect our
natural environment. The Bill
provides a golden opportunity
to give farmers comprehensive
support to increase tree planting
rates. I look forward to scrutinising
the Bill – and preceding white
paper – in 2018.
So let’s be bold on tree planting
and go for the ambitious 15%
target. Give farmers the right
support and a one-stop shop to get
it and our tree planting rates will
blossom.
Neil Parish is MP for Tiverton
and Honiton and is chairman of
the Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs Committee.
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Taking root: how we put trees and
woods at the heart of our landscapes
Sue Hayman MP

Before I became an MP, I worked with a charity called Trees for Cities, which promotes strategic
tree planting across UK cities. With up to 40,000 premature deaths every year resulting from
poor air quality and the problem described by Parliamentary select committees as a public
health emergency, there is an important role for trees to play in cleaning up the UK’s shameful
and dangerous levels of illegal air pollution. A study by US-based The Nature Conservancy
(TNC), which looked at the use of trees in 245 cities around the world, reported that the average
reduction of particulate matter near a tree was between 7% and 24%.
The case for the strategic use of
trees in areas of high air pollution
is clear – what is less clear is the
leadership and direction from
a local and regional planning
and regeneration perspective.
Air quality improvements must
feature prominently in local
plans, regeneration schemes
and transport projects – with air
quality control, pollution mitigation
and the role of trees embedded
in design from an early stage.
Ensuring that urban tree planting
is a specific responsibility at local
authority member and officer
level and that the role of trees is
included in council regeneration
and air quality strategic
papers would help introduce
greater political leadership and
accountability.
My constituency in Cumbria has
been devastated by floods over
recent years. Since I became a
Member of Parliament, people
have contacted me to talk about
the particular role tree planting
has in slowing down the flow
of water to help combat levels
of flooding. With the impact of
climate change becoming an
increasingly everyday, practical,
issue for businesses, communities
and future economic prosperity,
it’s important trees play a role in
a wider climate change mitigation
strategy to limit flood risks.
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While the benefits of increased
tree planting to public health,
economic prosperity, to the
environment and climate change
mitigation are well known, the UK
continues to have one of the lowest
levels of woodland coverage in
Europe. Despite the Government’s
manifesto pledge to plant 11
million new trees in the five years
to 2020, tree-planting in England
has plummeted to its lowest rate
since 1971. Trees would need to
be planted at approximately 10
times the current rate for the
Government to hit its target.
A damning report by the
Environment, Food and Rural
Affairs Select Committee criticised
the current regulation of forests
as “not fit for purpose” saying
that an overhaul is needed if the
Government is to realise its plans.

work collaboratively with farmers
to promote belts of tree planting or
hedgerows as part of countryside
stewardship - measures that don’t
threaten to take the place of farms
but rather help to make them more
sustainable in the long term.
An investment in trees and
woodland is an investment in our
nation’s future. If we don’t want
to pay further down the line for
the cost of flood damage as well
as dealing with air pollution, and
the economic, environmental and
social impact of climate change,
then trees must play a much
greater and intrinsic role across
policy making and local planning.
Sue Hayman is MP for Workington
and Shadow Secretary of State for
Environment, Food and Rural Affairs.

What is clear is the need to
streamline and simplify grant
schemes, encourage and embed
local leadership on tree planting
and look at reversing perverse
financial incentives that currently
see Countryside Stewardship
paying £144 to cut down a tree,
but just £1.28 to plant one.
With Brexit, a replacement to the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP)
will be developed and I believe that
this provides a real opportunity to
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Farming in a post-Brexit UK
Andrew Clark

For a country that has one of the lowest areas of woodland in the European Union, the UK
landscape is surprisingly well-provided with trees. Whether it’s in towns and cities, or in
my local landscape of Worcestershire, this feeling comes from millions of individual trees,
hedgerows and small woods, most of them on Britain’s farms.
Growing up on a hop and fruit farm
in Worcestershire during the 1960s
and 1970s shaped my personal
‘treescape’. I cannot remember
when Dutch Elm disease first
arrived on the farm, but the impact
is still vivid as the disease swept
through hedgerows and robbed the
landscape of its wooded skyline. In
the elm’s place I remember Plant
a Tree in ’73 – too often followed
by pull up sticks in ’76 – but my
parents’ efforts to replace the elms
on our farm also planted in me a
passion for trees and landscape, a
passion that remains to this day.
And as on so many farms, our
saplings were the first steps into
more ambitious conservation work.
Many of ‘my’ childhood trees
had names. Bramley Seedling,
Cox’s Orange Pippin, Ten
Commandments, Charles Ross,
Victoria and Bells - most of these
grown as 30 foot tall standard
trees picked by precariously long
fruit ladders that today’s health
and safety guidelines would rule
impossible to use. Competition
once we joined the Common
Market, combined with the costs
of picking and quality of fruit,
meant these trees were of greater
recreational than commercial value
to the farm. Like the elm trees
these large woodland orchards
are long gone, deemed to be of no
environmental interest.
With Brexit, farmers now face
an existential crisis. For over four
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decades, the EU has shaped the
business of farming; its markets,
workers and policy. Retaining
vital trade access to the EU and
world markets is now in question.
Leaving the EU brings the chance
of designing a policy that delivers
sustainable returns for farm
businesses and rewards their
countryside stewardship. But
it also threatens the economic
foundation on which many farm
businesses are based. With this
context what is the future for
farmland’s trees?
No matter where one stands on
Brexit, there is no denying that
agricultural policy, and farmers’
approach, is substantially different
now to the 1970s. The UK’s
leadership on the CAP’s agrienvironment schemes has had a
big role to play in this change, a
change that means ‘conservation
agriculture’ is no longer a nonsequitur and conservation as
a crop is a real opportunity for
some. The Entry Level Scheme of
2005 helped farmers realise that
those hedges and trees that were
encumbrances on the business
could in fact be assets. That
scheme helped to catalyse cultural
change in farming in such a way
that the environment is now often
a positive talking point.

challenge for Michael Gove’s postBrexit policy is to ensure that
management of our commonplace
landscape is rewarded. Individual
trees, hedges, ‘traditional’ orchards
and small farm woods, should all
be key priorities within the next UK
agri-environment schemes. This
is something that Defra’s current
Countryside Stewardship scheme
fails to achieve.
My ambition is that every farm is
recognised for its environmental
action. In some places this may
be only a small part of the overall
farm income; in other areas it
will be significant. Our farmland
‘treescape’ can only benefit if this
is achieved.
Andrew Clark is director of policy at
the National Farmers’ Union and a
chartered landscape architect.

As a consequence, our trees
and hedgerows are now better
managed than ever. But this
can’t be taken for granted. The
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Farming with trees
David Rose

My grandfather came to Home Farm, Screveton, in 1933. It was a 90-acre mixed farm with
lots of livestock and four men working together; 90% of the local community worked on farms.
Back in those days, farmers’
income came from produce sales
alone, with no secondary income. I
came on the farm in 1980 when we
had 200 acres. In 1995 we started
Farmeco, a joint farming group
with four different farm members.
We took on more land and focused
on arable farming. By the year
2000 we were farming 3,000
acres. Farmers were relying on
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP)
subsidies to produce a margin, and
many looked at secondary income
through barn conversions. Trees
and hedgerows were cut down
or ripped out for larger fields and
machinery.
Over the last decade farm support
began to focus more on the
environment. Our farm business
11
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retracted to our own 500 acres
of mixed farming. We amicably
disbanded the large arable group
and started a new joint venture
with a neighbouring farm. We run a
small sheep enterprise of 200 ewes
and have entered a Higher Level
Stewardship Scheme (HLS).
A major part of our business
involves public engagement and
through our social enterprise we
run a programme of educational
visits – we would like to do more of
these, but HLS funding is limited.
Over the past decade we’ve also
hosted LEAF’s Open Farm Sunday
every year, attracting large
numbers to enjoy and learn
about the environmental aspects
of our farm.

Branching out
As part of our plans for long-term
environmental management and
public engagement, and with
support from the Woodland Trust,
we have planted 11,000 trees
over the last six years. We are
currently planting 16 acres of a
new agroforestry edible woodland
project and we hope to prove, with
the help of the local community,
that edible woodland works within
mainstream farming.
We’ve created a silvoarable scheme
comprising rows of apple trees
within our arable rotation. We’re
integrating trees into our farming
system in a bid to nourish and
protect the soil, improve crop yield,
attract pollinators, encourage local
wildlife and create an additional

source of produce. They are also
providing cost-effective shelter and
shade to our livestock which helps
to boost performance and animal
welfare. Our trees provide income
through fruit and nut sales, nature
trails, forest schools, recreation
and environmental funding.

Facing the future
The biggest issue facing our
industry at the moment is
uncertainty. Managing without
subsidies is possible as long as
we have a level playing field. If
we are to continue to get public
money spent on the countryside,
we need to attract people to
engage with it. Providing food
with high animal welfare and
crops with high environmental and
healthy credentials doesn’t come
without costs, dedication and
transparency. Smaller or mediumsized farms must be encouraged to
be sustainable businesses.

Agroforestry provides an
opportunity to produce food
in a way that maximizes the
potential of every acre whilst
delivering environmental benefits,
and if support promotes higher
environmental standards, more
farmers will be willing to try
out new and innovative ways to
integrate trees into their farms.
We need a simplified, nonbureaucratic, single support
system that incentivises economic,
environmental and social activity
– one which the whole industry
can get behind and which allows
customers to see a real benefit to
financial support.
David Rose is a mixed farmer
in Nottinghamshire.
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Let’s use Brexit to make
tree planting rates shoot up
Sam Hall

Brexit, and the UK’s departure from the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP), present an historic
opportunity to increase levels of forest cover. The EU-determined rules governing the current
system of rural payments do not effectively support domestic UK priorities, such as increased
tree planting. In its post-Brexit system of agricultural support however, the UK Government
can and should align the funding with the goals set out in its 25-year environment plan.
There is a clear need for greater
ambition on forestry. Current
planting rates lag well behind
what are required to meet
the Government’s manifesto
commitment of 11 million new
trees in this Parliament. In fact,
with forestry covering just 13% of
the UK’s total land area compared
to the EU average of 38%, there is
a strong case for attempting to
exceed this.
These sluggish planting rates
mean the UK is missing out on the
13
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multitude of public and private
benefits that woodland provides.
Trees create and sustain vital
ecosystems that enable diverse
wildlife and nature to flourish. In
the uplands, they help improve soil
and water quality, while slowing
water flows which reduces flood
risk. Downstream, in cities and
towns, they help to absorb harmful
air pollution, protecting public
health. Trees are also an important
economic resource in the tourism,
leisure, and timber industries,
while storing carbon dioxide which

mitigates climate change.
In May 2017, Bright Blue launched
a new campaign calling on
the Government to commit to
improved tree planting grants as
part of its post-Brexit agriculture
policy. This call, published in the
Daily Telegraph, was backed by a
range of voices from Confor and
the Woodland Trust, to CPRE
and the National Trust. One of
the issues that the campaign
highlighted is how CAP currently
disincentivises farmers from

planting more trees because their
direct payments get reduced as
they assign more land to forestry.
Happily, there are signs the
Government will rationalise these
poorly designed incentives for
farmers and landowners after
Brexit. In his Green Brexit speech
in July 2017, the Environment
Secretary, Michael Gove, explicitly
mentioned woodland creation as
a priority for future support as
farm payments become reoriented
towards delivering public goods.
The Government’s recent Clean
Growth Strategy also suggested
this new mechanism of agricultural
support would be used to
encourage a new network of forests
that can help with meeting legallybinding climate change targets.

As the UK exits CAP, Bright Blue
is urging the Government to
replace inefficient food production
subsidies with a market-based
mechanism for commissioning
ecosystem services that is
integrated with our policies to
protect the natural environment.
The market provides farmers with
a price for food without needing
subsidies. Public funds, therefore,
should be targeted at where the
market fails to deliver important
public goods. Woodland creation
should be a priority for this new
system because it can provide
multiple benefits.
Sam Hall is a senior research
fellow at Bright Blue.
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Returning to our trees
Hywel Lloyd

On a tour of England during the 2015 election my colleague and I started to pass the time by
thinking through the legislation we would like to see. My favourite was the law that meant
any nature-based place or building name would have to show a commitment to the species
concerned, typically by having one in the vicinity.
You will be able to imagine the fun
we had as we passed The Swan
Inn, The Kingfisher, and then the
many street names reflecting the
close attachment we have with our
trees, from the mighty Oak Drive
to the tasty Orchard Avenue. While
this version of I-spy ended with
the Bull’s Head... the importance of
nature to us all is ever clearer.
Trees, singular specimens through
to the great forests, are key – they
frame the landscape, become
our landmarks, while all the time
providing habitat, food, and
security for much of British wildlife.
And of course, we must remember
and share widely how much they
provide for people. From shelter
and shade, cleaner air and being
able to see and smell greenery,
through to the changing of the
seasons – kicking leaf piles
through the autumn, branches
in winter and the coming green
of fresh buds. All that comes
before you consider the benefits
of specific trees: our fruit and nut
trees that offer us community
- the winter wassail, hopes for
a good season; the beauty of
spring blossom and the taste of
apple juice and cider to warm
our autumn.Yet we sometimes
struggle to marry our desire for
nature and the natural world with
our own ambitions for our families,
communities and places.
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As we consider the great
transition we face as a nation - to
decarbonise while going it alone –
now is the moment to set out our
ambition for our landscape for the
century to come.
And that means thinking through
what we want any post-Brexit
settlement (CAP and beyond into
local government budgets and the
like) to deliver for the people of
the UK. That settlement that will
incentivise, or not, the way in which
most landowners, public or private,
local or national, gardeners or
farmers, will make decisions about
the use of their land.
And by land, I mean the whole
of the UK: coast, country and
city – many of the benefits
we most need will be achieved
through the greening of our cities,
as the Biophillic Cities Network
helps cities such as Birmingham
understand.

of those benefits – water, carbon,
people and nature – and every
landscape, in city, on coast or in
the country would benefit from a
greater presence of trees, from the
tree lined avenues that capture
pollution and cool a sunny day,
to the copse and woodland that
provide an oasis of calm. As Robert
MacFarlane recently tweeted ‘In
Welsh “dod yn ol at fy nghoed”, “to
return to a balanced state of mind”,
literally means “to return to my trees”.
We should all be able to return to
our trees wherever we live in Britain.
Hywel Lloyd is associate director
of Environment, Housing &
Infrastructure at IPPR, a trustee
of the London Orchard Project and
also stewards a small woodland
plot in the New Forest. He writes
here in a personal capacity.

For me, any settlement has to
take the long view (50 years plus),
an adaptive view (to respond to
changes in climate), and balance
the role of any area of land with
regard to the ‘work’ it does in
managing water, or carbon; and in
providing benefits to people and to
nature.
Trees are one of the few elements
that can help in the provision of all
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Only connect!
Stuart Goodall

Until it became a game show in 2008, ‘only connect’ was the most famous quote by E M
Forster, written a century before. In Howards End, Forster tackled the importance, and quality,
of personal connections. He also dealt with this theme in the 1909 short essay The Machine
Stops where one of Forster’s characters, living in a subterranean cell alongside the rest of
humanity, briefly escapes to the world above, with its fields and hills.
Forster foresaw a time when
communication was virtual, not
personal, where people became
disconnected from life outside
their small space, and the essence
of personal relationships was
lost – conducted through a
medium (like the internet), with no
meaningful depth.
Leaving the Common Agricultural
Policy (CAP) provides an
opportunity for those with a
passion for our countryside to
seek to communicate again with
meaning. Not just with each other,
but also with society as a whole.
In every CAP cycle billions are
spent, primarily with farmers,
because EU legislation says it
must happen. Will this continue
when there is no such legal
imperative and when society
perceives the NHS, education and
welfare to be far more important
and still under-funded?
Some in the rural sector could
hope to press their case, and hope
that by limiting debate, support
of a similar level and for similar
activities will continue. But is that
secure? And is an ‘unreformed’
future in the best interests of
rural communities?
In the next few years, we need
to reconnect people with the
countryside and with those who
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work there. That has been a key
element of Confor’s work and it
will continue. By the time the UK
reached the nadir of its woodland
cover 100 years ago, at only five
per cent, we had lost our wood and
woodland culture.
We face global climate change,
global resource shortage and
global biodiversity loss. We need
to ensure those living in rural
communities can enjoy a good
quality of life, with good homes
and rewarding jobs.
That means our land needs to
promote nature and people, and
rural policy and funding should be
targeted to those ends. Forests
are perhaps uniquely placed to
provide that. They sequester
carbon, provide a versatile
renewable resource - wood, and
support biodiversity.

up, not just forestry and farming,
but other valuable land uses
such as renewable energy and
tourism, into a single, common,
connected policy. We have an
opportunity to create a policy
which is fair, sustainable, focused
and integrated, enabling joinedup thinking and innovation.
And in doing so, we can seek to
involve and inform wider society,
and strengthen the personal
connections between those who
represent rural interests.
“Live in fragments no longer”,
wrote Forster in 1910, “Only
connect”. A century later, we have
all the tools, and the opportunity,
at hand to do exactly that in our
countryside.
Stuart Goodall is chief executive
of Confor.

Forestry policy has been decided
at national level and agricultural
policy driven at European level.
Developing any kind of integrated
agroforestry system has proved
almost impossible for UK
landowners.
This is why Confor’s policy
discussion document as we leave
the European Union, A Common
Countryside Policy, might take
E M Forster’s words as its motto.
We have an opportunity to join
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Forestry in the
post-Brexit future
Tim Breitmeyer

Trees, woods and forests are important features of our landscapes and make a vital
contribution to both the environment and the economy. They help to clean the air we breathe,
and provide wildlife habitat, carbon sequestration, soil protection, water quality and flood
alleviation. Trees are also beloved by the public who enjoy and benefit from the wonderful
sense of wellbeing they bring.
UK forestry is a £2billion business
supporting 80,000 jobs and yet
we are the second largest importer
of timber in the world. There is
huge potential for growth which
can reduce our dependence upon
imports and provide more jobs,
forest products, environmental
benefits and economic
opportunities across the UK.
But this will require a strong and
supportive government policy.
19
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Brexit offers a real opportunity
for landowners to provide
more woodland, timber and
environmental benefits, but only if
the Government makes the right
policies to reward landowners for
planting more trees.
There is an underlying
presumption that the primary
purpose of rural land is to produce
food. Any post-Brexit land
use policy must challenge this

presumption by valuing and paying
for all the other goods and services
that rural land can deliver, in
addition to food production.
At the Country Land and Business
Association, we believe a new
food, farming and environmental
policy to replace and better the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP)
should be created in which forestry
features more prominently, as an
alternative land use. A new policy

must place greater emphasis on
supporting woodland creation
and management to give land
managers who wish to take a
longer term approach to their
land use activities a much more
profitable and competitive option
than is currently available.
We believe those who manage
woodland to the UK Forestry
Standard should be remunerated
for the public benefits their
woodland delivers.
A Land Management Contract
between farmers, foresters,
landowners and society is our
proposal to support those who
choose to manage land that
delivers sustainable, quality

food production and better
environmental outcomes. From
improvements in soil quality to
planting trees, in return for a
financial reward based on what
they contribute, not the amount
of land they own, foresters could
be part of a new countryside
policy for food, farming and the
environment which recognises
the value of trees and their
public benefits.

Tim Breitmeyer is president of
the Country Land and Business
Association, the membership
organisation for landowners,
farmers and rural businesses.

By offering better incentives
to change the use of land from
farming, both the Government
and the industry can do better
to ensure we have enough wellmanaged and profitable forestry
in the UK.
20

Recommendations for a post-Brexit
agricultural policy: A fair deal for
farming and forestry
Professor Ian Bateman

Farming accounts for almost 75% of land use in the UK compared to just 13% under woodland
(with urban areas and roads accounting for most of the remainder). Therefore any attempt to
increase the area of woodland in the country has first and foremost to consider the relative
attractions of planting trees to farmers.
The status quo and the
opportunity

A new deal for the UK
countryside

The simple fact is that, under the
EU Common Agricultural Policy
(CAP), any farmer deciding to plant
trees on agricultural land faces a
drop in their income. Given that
over 50% of that income comes
from publicly funded subsidies,
and the fact that woodland often
yields higher social benefits than
agriculture, this seems an odd
state of affairs. Whether you are
pro- or anti-Brexit, withdrawal
from the CAP should be welcomed
as a once in a lifetime opportunity
to remedy this situation.

We need a compact between
society and the farming
community to deliver a new deal
for the UK countryside:
• Society doesn’t benefit from
small farmers being pushed into
bankruptcy. At present three
quarters of agricultural subsidies
are captured by just one-quarter
of the biggest, richest
farms in the country.
This should be replaced
in part with a fairer
approach offering a

basic income safety net across
farms. This will also retain
land for any possible future
food security contingencies
without wasting money now by
subsidising overproduction and
damaging the environment.
• Beyond that there is a simple
principle that public funding
should not be about paying for

those goods which are better
provided and paid for through
markets. At present we pay
for our food twice; through tax
funded subsidies and via the
shopping basket. Instead public
funds should be for public goods.
• This is actually good news for
farmers because alongside
producing food, they can also
deliver multiple public goods.
They can help with rural
development, maintaining
animal welfare and biosecurity
and adopting technology which
both raises output and lowers
farming’s impacts. But most
of all they can help deliver the
Government’s objective “of being
the first generation to leave the
natural environment in a better
state than that in which we
found it”.
• The majority of public
funding should be targeted
to those areas and actions
which generate higher public
benefits, e.g. areas that yield
clean drinking water, protect
communities from flooding,
link conservation habitats for
wildlife, provide recreation for
disadvantaged populations,
protect cherished landscapes,
reduce greenhouse gases and
other air pollution.

improvements, such as planting
the right woodlands in the right
places, provide excellent value
for money to the taxpayer
with benefits often three times
larger than costs. Levelling the
subsidy playing field so that we
encourage woodland expansion
is long overdue.
• Both small and large farms can
benefit from public funding of
public goods; larger provision
of social benefits should be
rewarded with larger payments
and, with a change of policies
such as these, there is no
argument for reducing subsidies
(which, contrary to some
statements, do not fall foul of
WTO rules).

to improve the environment
and generate win-wins for all
concerned.
We have this one chance to make
both the environment and farming
sustainable, delivering benefits
throughout society and revitalising
British woodlands. I very strongly
urge policymakers to take
advantage of this once in a
lifetime opportunity.
Ian Bateman is professor of
environmental economics at the
Land, Environment, Economics and
Policy Institute (LEEP), University
of Exeter.

• Subsidies can be further
improved by: Government
investing in decision support
‘tools’ to target spending and
reveal the consequences of
alternative policies to both
decision makers and the public;
better monitoring of the effects
of policies to move towards
payments for outcomes rather
than just activity; introducing
more competition to the
allocation of public funding;
and providing firms with
incentives to partner
with farmers,

• Woodlands are one of
the best sources of these
multiple public goods. Indeed
Government figures show
that environmental
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A truly enriched
countryside for all
Beccy Speight

It will come as no surprise that
the Woodland Trust is passionate
about woods and trees. It’s there
in our vision - we want to see a UK
rich in native woods and trees, for
people and wildlife.
So it’s really heartening that today,
possibly more than ever before in
our 45 year history, our voice is
one amongst a growing number
speaking up for woods and trees
and all that they can deliver for
people and for nature.
This collection of essays, from
such a wide variety of contributors,
says more than we ever can about
the extent of a real and emerging
appetite to recognise, embrace and
champion trees, woods and forests
across the UK.
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As we look to exit the EU there is
clearly caution over the possible
unintended consequences of
removing long-established
environmental protections.
However, this feels countered by a
sense of optimism that unravelling
the labyrinthine Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP) offers
a genuine once in a generation
opportunity to re-think and
re-shape our approach to land use
– an opportunity that it feels we
must seize.
For too long, our approach
to woods and trees has been
fragmented. The operation of the
CAP, and its complex regulatory
and support framework, has
effectively split the countryside

away from our towns and cities,
separated land managers in to
farmers and non-farmers, and
often excluded trees and woods
from any prospect of being part
of an integrated approach to land
management. This at a time when
there is more and more evidence
that trees and woods can be a
heavyweight contributor to solving
the issues we face, from enhancing
farming output to boosting
environmental performance.
The benefits of trees and woods
can apply in town and country:
protecting soils, improving air
quality, storing carbon, supporting
pollinators, helping natural flood
management, providing shade
and shelter for both people and

livestock, offering green spaces
for recreation, providing healthy
living and attractive, robust and
wildlife-friendly urban landscapes
where people want to live, work
and play. There is a strong case
for public support for positive land
management that delivers such an
array of public benefits.
Alongside this future positive
approach, we must also respect
the irreplaceable heritage of our
remaining ancient woods and
trees. This crucial component of
our natural capital, amongst our
most biodiverse habitats, is at
risk today from piecemeal erosion
through hundreds of small scale
losses – from inappropriately sited
development, pests and disease,
and a lack of management. Of

course, the character of the British
countryside is shaped not only by
its woods but also by the many
millions of trees outside woodland
– in hedgerows, on roadsides, along
watercourses and in parkland and
pasture, providing vital connections
for wildlife. For many people, when
travelling through the countryside,
it is this canopy of trees across
the landscape that is most valued
and gives many landscapes their
cherished character. It is these
landscape features which are most
under threat from tree disease.

hanging on to what we have and
using it as the start of a truly
enriched countryside for all.
Beccy Speight is chief executive
of the Woodland Trust.

To achieve a more robust and
resilient landscape, for people and
for wildlife, we must protect and
enhance the role of trees, woods
and forests in ecosystems and as
part of wider habitat networks –
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The Woodland Trust

Kempton Way, Grantham, Lincolnshire, NG31 6LL
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