
Submission by the Trees and Design Action Group on the Westminster City Plan 
2019-2040 Main Modifications consultation. 
 
 
The Trees and Design Action Group (TDAG) supports the comments made by the 
Knightsbridge Neighbourhood Forum in their submission for the main modif ication 
consultation: 

 
‘In particular, the Forum is concerned that clauses H and I of Policy 35 concerning trees 
remain unchanged.  The London Environment Strategy 2018 (LES) is clear that London’s 
urban forest needs careful management and regeneration in order that it can continue to 
play its crucial role in storing carbon (which helps to tackle climate change), removing 
pollution from the air, enhancing biodiversity and reducing f lood risk.  The LES also notes 
that the Committee on Climate Change has identif ied the threat from new and emerging 
pests and diseases affecting plants as a research priority.  Given this evidence of the 
importance of and issues relating to trees, the wording as retained in Policy 15H and 15I 
is weak and fails to adequately reflect the strategic policy imperative in Policy 1A to 
adapt to and mitigate the effects of climate change.  For ease of reference, in its Matter 
Statement the Forum proposed replacing policy 35I with the following wording: 
 
“The planting of trees to optimise the city’s canopy cover will be encouraged in 
new developments.  Development must take every opportunity to maximise the 
planting of species-diverse trees that will contribute to a healthy urban forest, 
with a balanced age structure, that will be resilient to climate change, diseases 
and pests and provide shade and help to connect habitats.” ‘   
 
 
In addition, the 2019-40 City Plan references the SPD Trees in the Public Realm (the 
Tree Strategy). This was published in 2011 and although much is still relevant there are 
some aspects that should perhaps be reviewed and updated: 
 

• Since this document was published TDAG has produced its evidence based Tree 
Species Selection for Green Infrastructure (http://www.tdag.org.uk/species-
selection-for-green-infrastructure.html ) 

• In the SPD paragraph 55 refers to the problem of large growing trees and suggests 
that, in certain circumstances, trees should be planted for shorter 15-20 year cycles 
to restrict growth. Would it be not better f irstly consider the purpose of planting 
trees in these constricted places and then, if  the decision to plant is confirmed to 
select the right species in terms of mature size in the f irst place so that the tree 
can live its much longer life and deliver the multiple benefits that it would do over 
that period? The ‘right trees, right place’ phrase trips off the tongue but the TDAG 
view inclines to ‘f inding or creating the right place and then deciding on the right 
tree’. 

• Since the Tree Strategy was published there have been significant increases in tree 
diseases and the threat of tree diseases and so species diversity, which is 
mentioned, is even more critical. On the same theme, much of Westminster’s 
canopy cover is dependent on the London Plane (viz. Victoria BID i-Tree project 
https://www.treeconomics.co.uk/projects/london-victoria-bid-i-tree-project/ ) 
 
What is the succession planning approach for some of Westminster’s iconic 
‘boulevards’? 

The other issue which we did not see included in the 2019-40 plan on the environment 
relates to ambitions or targets for tree canopy cover given its increasing importance in 
the face of climate change.  This can be a useful metric to quote from TDAG’s 
forthcoming Trees, Planning and Development: a guide for delivery: 






