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First 3 minutes – video – The biological clock – Tree work Towards Sustainable Development

Next 12 minutes – Image -The Lingﬁeld Oak
I like this image –not because it is a picture of a large, veteran, oak
tree. I like this image because it tells me so much more. Like most
informa�on today this image landed in my inbox in rela�on to a
discussion diﬀerent to the one in focus today. That discussion was
about retaining trees that might poten�ally be a risk. In response
to the picture being sent another discussion started and I was
informed that the tree, known as the Lingﬁeld oak, managed by the
Parish Council, stands next to a very busy town road. The person
sending the email wrote “God knows what they were thinking
when the decay was s�ll rampant though. It probably took some
nerve (or lack of funds) to refrain from felling it.”
Whether it took nerve or was subject to a lack of funding is not
known to me but both scenarios are interes�ng and to some extent
familiar. Neither do I know if the people making the decision to
retain were qualiﬁed to make such a decision or if they just had a lot
of nerve. Maybe both, but I do believe that the one thing they must
have had was support –from an organiza�on, via poli�cal policy, a

network of colleagues or maybe even members of the public. I
feel certain that the people making this decision had backing. This
to me is an image that reﬂects courage of convic�on.
This image also reﬂects a movement through �me. This tree is
in the UK and is protected because it is in a conserva�on area
but in the UK trees can also be protected by a TPO – a tree
preserva�on order, a prac�ce that was introduced in the mid
20th Century (1947). The prac�ce was ins�gated via a number of
events star�ng at the beginning of the century (1909 Planning
act), primarily in response to the ma�er of planning permission.
At this �me it was the amenity value of trees that called for the
onset of legisla�on. Trees provided pleasure to their surroundings
and they also provided a sense of historical con�nuity. This partly
reﬂects the �me period in ques�on; a �me of war, ethnic research
and cleansing - a �me when a sense of history was essen�al.
Towards the end of the 20th century the trend was changing.
A sense of history and belonging had shi�ed to focus on the
individual and the par�cular. Panda bears and polar bears became
the symbols of ma�ers related to climate change and endangered
species. Here we also see the introduc�on of diﬀerent kinds of
legisla�on, for example the EU habitat direc�ve (1992) and Natura
2000. This trend has perhaps not yet reach culmina�on but here,
now, in the 21st century it’s hard to avoid any media coverage that
relays the dilemmas of global warming, human suﬀering, natural
disaster or environmental ex�nc�on.
Like many others I empathise with the dilemmas of the present
day but we s�ll move about in fossil fuel driven cars, we s�ll use
electricity generated by nuclear power, stress to ﬁnd �me to sort
our rubbish and it’s so convenient to buy that plas�c bo�le of
water when thirsty. It is hard, for so many reasons, to change our
way of life. It is hard for normal everyday people to live up to the
demands of societal change. It would probably take a lot of nerve
(or a lot of funds) to stop us from carrying on the way we do today.
The ques�on is would it be easier if we had some backing? Would
we ﬁnd it possible to refrain from our environmentally damaging
habits if there were organiza�ons and legisla�on enforcing
prac�ces that promoted improvement? The image in this picture
is shi�ing once again and reminds me that some�mes it’s hard to
avoid the crea�on of gaps.
This image also reminds me that the Arboricultural industry
in Scandinavia does not exist in a cultural void, outside societal
change. The themes of this conference reinforce my belief that the
trends of today are reﬂected in the discussions taking place. We
are interlinked in the scheme of global debate, in the dilemmas of
climate change and demands for environmental protec�ons. We
too are caught in the gap between the �me scale of the biological
clock and the progress towards sustainable development.
As an individual working in the tree care industry I need the
support of others and I turn to organiza�ons like the Norwegian or
Swedish tree federa�on or the ISA. I want to feel part of something
bigger than me. I need the support and guidance from others to carry out the things I do every day. The industry in
Scandinavia is, however, from a global perspec�ve, a very small industry, perhaps be�er described as a number of
small Nordic communi�es; Denmark, Sweden, Norway, and Finland working independently. This does not, however,
imply that we do not have things in common or that we do not need similar kinds of change. There is an urgent need
for industry standards, tree evalua�on models to suit Nordic condi�ons, and jointly funded research programs. The
industry in all these na�ons needs to create some kind of liaison with governmental organiza�ons, needs to ins�gate
poli�cal lobbying to further the changes required. These are just a few examples of projects that could be coordinated
and realized and the list could go on. Maybe it is �me to set in mo�on a new trend and work towards the crea�on of
a Nordic tree commission.

It might make sense or even beneﬁt all if
coopera�on was ins�gated but I believe that the
one thing we must have is support –from each
other within the industry, from our na�onal
organiza�ons, via poli�cal policy, our collegial
network and from the public with the help of
awareness programs. For any collabora�on to
exist we need backing.
The conference in Oslo is focused upon a
number of vital issues related to veteran trees
and trees in cultural landscapes. These issues
are perhaps more signiﬁcant now than ever
before. I believe the issues are being addressed
because they need to be addressed. We are all
rela�vely well informed that the environment
is suﬀering and that we need to do things
diﬀerently. Is the biological clock �cking
towards our demise? I don’t know. Nature is,
by nature, a ﬁckle thing and can surprise. Are
we moving in the right direc�on towards a
more sustainable society? Do we wait and see
if �me will tell?
Whatever the message being sent the poten�al
to create alterna�ve ways of ac�ng is here and
it would be a great shame if we ignored it.
Trees may survive by virtue of their rela�on to
other societal dilemmas be it planning acts or
biological diversity. Perhaps it is their way of
telling us not to try to act alone, that if we are
to achieve goals such as Nordic collabora�on
or interna�onal policy change we need to
join forces with others. We need to learn
how to work together both within the Nordic
countries and globally if the impact of change
is to occur.
When I look at this image I am convinced that
trees do surprise and that they also confound
our expecta�ons. Between knowledge and
ac�on there is s�ll a gap. But like the tree in
this image I am convinced that in spite of the
obvious deﬁance of what we would normally
accept as the limits of risk we ﬁnd evidence
that even the most unlikely is possible.
For me this image represents so much more
than the preserva�on of a tree which in many
other circumstances would not have been
retained. This image represents our future
expecta�ons and may surprise by giving us the
courage of our convic�ons to move beyond
what we have today. The one thing we do know
is that �me does not stand s�ll.
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