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1. Introduction
1.1 During the late 1990’s new management plans were created for the silvicultural inclosures within the
New Forest. These new plans, known as Forest Design Plans, took a fresh look at the demands the
inclosures were being asked to meet.
1.2 The demands falling on these areas were no longer purely silvicultural and had not been for many years.
Nature conservation interests arising from a wide range of national and international designations and
objectives had become paramount. Also, the importance of these areas from a recreational angle was
gaining importance at a national level. It has since been confirmed as a national objective with the
designation of the area as a National Park. Forestry, as reflected in the latest Minister’s Mandate, had
become a matter of only regional importance at most.
1.3 That these changes are also impacting on a national level is illustrated by the work proposed at
Ennerdale in the Lake District National Park, where commercial forestry is being rolled back on a large
scale for the benefit of the areas wildlife and landscape as well as those who are attracted to the area by its
special qualities. In this project the Forestry Commission is one of the three main partners.
1.4 The creation of the New Forest as a National Park with its dual purposes has provided a catalyst against
which to set out these proposals. The creation of the National Park post-dates the first phase of the Forest
Design Plans and it is of prime importance that the National Park purposes are fully taken into account as
guiding principles for the next phase of the Plans. Section 62 of the 1995 Environment Act requires all
relevant authorities, undertaking work which may impact upon the National Park to have due regard to
National Park purposes. Such relevant authorities include the Forestry Commission and therefore this case
study will take into account and be guided by National Park purposes, viz.
To conserve and enhance the natural beauty, wildlife and cultural heritage of the Park
and
to promote understanding and enjoyment of its special qualities.
Home
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2. Critique of the original Forest Design Plan
2.1 The Forest Design Plans, as drawn up in the late 1990’s, looked to a long-term vision and provided for a
rolling reassessment of the plans on a 5-yearly basis. Whilst the primary consideration of these plans was
very commendable and forward looking, the work lacked much in the way of landscape scale analysis.
Taken together with later projects, such as the LIFE III Wetland Restoration Project, it has highlighted the
lack of any coherent aim to make changes for the long-term benefit of the Forest. While we are aware the
rolling 5-year review is designed to cope with such changes, a wider consideration of the special qualities of
the New Forest would have given a good indication of the likely targets of future conservation and
landscape led works such as those undertaken through the LIFE III Wetland Restoration Project. These
works must now be taken into account. On reflection, it seems to have been an oversight that within these
plans forestry became the default setting, rather than the restoration of a landscape to benefit nature
conservation objectives and provide a higher quality visitor experience. In other words, the project failed to
view the Forest as a whole, but instead required the plan to meet certain abstract targets through a
collection of unrelated projects.
2.2 This report seeks to rectify this oversight by example. In taking an area of the Forest due for
consideration at the next round of Forest Design Plan consultations, as a case study, and applying the
principles that the New Forest Association believes should guide the management of this important area.
2.3 Certain works undertaken through the operation of the Forest Design Plan have been altogether
undesirable; that the planting of conifers on priority habitats continues clearly flies in the face of current
nature conservation policy.
There has also been the erection of replanting enclosures within the newly unenclosed areas. In certain of
these areas, such as Knightwood, the initial plan was to allow natural regeneration of trees, within the
unenclosed area, to create a ‘wooded heath’ effect. This was considered at a later stage to be unworkable so
instead of abandoning these areas to the Open Forest, their management reverted to a more intensive form
of forestry. In practical terms the original inclosure boundary fences are being replaced by planting
enclosures, but little else had changed.
A lack of clarity over the objectives of management in these newly open areas has led to planting enclosures
taking in seepage step mires within Highland Water Inclosure; the very habitat most in need of grazing.
Furthermore, in one example a replanting enclosure was created within an area that had, under the first
phase, been released to the Open Forest.
Home
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3. Natural Beauty (Landscape)
3.1 The designation of the New Forest as a National Park recognises the high landscape quality of the area.
Yet this landscape has, over large areas, been lost to another landscape, that of commercial forestry. So
what is the true landscape of the New Forest? It is perhaps best described by Tubbs 1 :
‘the Forest is a series of eroded flat terraces … mostly mantled in heathland and the hollows and valleys
between them are a mosaic of woodland, heath, grassland and mire … constantly developing under the
influence of large free-ranging herbivores. The exercise of common rights is as intimate a part of the
ecosystem as the vegetation’.
and further that:
‘Nowhere else do these habitats [heathland, valley mire and ancient woodland] occur in such an intimate
mosaic’.
In a sentence, the Forest is a mosaic of rare habitats interacting under the influence of grazing by freeranging large herbivores.
3.2 Certain areas of the Forest are now dominated by a landscape of commercial forestry where the high
quality Forest landscape has largely been lost, fragmenting what remains, and thereby reducing the visual
integrity of this rare pastoral landscape and restricting the value of these areas to wildlife.
3.3 This change was commented on by G.E.B. Eyre who, in 1870, described the loss of the old Forest
landscape 2 . For an example he took the view from what is now the A31 between Stoney Cross and
Ringwood over the area now occupied by Highland Water Inclosure (set out in 1869). He described it thus:
“The view extended over terraced undulations of heath, upon a broken but varied woodland and the silver
Solent being closed at length by the blue downs of the Isle of Wight. Not a sign of civilisation marred the
wildness of the scene. The foreground, a landscape in itself, lay close at the feet of the observer, and
combined every characteristic feature of the open forest.”
He goes on to note the fate of the area:
“It will hardly be credited that modern Vandalism has selected this scene for its latest and, it is to be hoped,
its last achievement. The surveyor has undone the work of the artist, and replaced with hard outlines the
soft irregularity of Nature. The old beeches have been felled and sold for firewood; the dimpled hollows,
bared of their trees, are scored with parallel trenches; the winding stream is become a straight dyke; and a
dull monotony of fir plantation will soon cover, and with a not unkindly mantle, the last traces of ruined
beauty.”
3.4 In the year that Eyre published his views, the creation of further inclosures was halted and the ensuing
years of argument and counter argument, in which Eyre played a central role, resulted in the 1877 New
Forest Act. While this Act was hailed as the saviour of the Forest and its landscape at the time, further
depredations were made within the inclosures in particular regard to the conversion of broadleaved areas
within the inclosure to softwood plantations, a practice only finally brought to a halt with the publication of
the Minister’s Mandate in 1971, following a public outcry a century after that which Eyre recorded in 1871.
3.5 However, this report does not aim to set out a case against forestry per se as it is indeed part of the
heritage of the Forest. Rather it seeks to suggest a balance in which an environmentally sensitive form of
forestry can continue within a Forest landscape rather than allowing industrial forestry systems to blanket
out this landscape.
Home
1

Tubbs, C.R. (2001) The New Forest New Forest Ninth Centenary Trust. Pp..17-8.
Eyre, G.E.B. (1871) The New Forest: A Sketch Fortnightly Review, April 1870.
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4. Outline history of forestry in the New Forest
4.1 The case-study within this report takes one area which since the late 19th century has been dominated by
forestry, yet was regarded as one of the classic forest landscapes of the area, as noted in the preceding
chapter. It is therefore worth noting the outline development of forestry within a wider New Forest
landscape.
4.2 Until the 19th century, pasture woodland dominated the woodland resource of the Forest, wherein timber
was taken from the woodland while natural regeneration made up for the losses. In terms of enclosure, up
until the 17th century, coppicing was the standard system in use. In the system the under wood was sold on
felling or leased to certain individuals with the interest in the timber trees being retained by the Crown.
After felling, a temporary hedge was set up to protect the vulnerable young growth for a period of up to 9
years. This system, as operated in the New Forest, tended towards more extensive under-wood exploitation
than that of a modern intensive coppice system, which tends to be based upon permanently rotating coppice
coups.
4.3 The century also saw the first attempt at creating timber plantations in the New Forest. These were set
out between 1670 and 1673 at Holmhill, Holidays Hill and Aldridge Hill. While this attempt at raising
timber was in time unsuccessful, it marked a change in direction.
4.4 The passing of an Act of Parliament in 1698 provided for the inclosure of parcels of land for raising
Naval timber. At this time a divisive power struggle existed in the management arms responsible for the
Forest. In simplified terms, the Lord Warden’s department interest was in the deer while the Surveyor
General of Woods department was interested in the production of timber. Because of this power struggle
the 1698 Act was not immediately executed to its full extent. Inclosures were set out in c.1700 (King
William’s Plantations), c.1756 (Phillipson’s plantations) and c.1775 (Pitt’s plantations). These inclosures
met with varying degrees of success.
4.5 The next attempt at inclosure came under the professional direction of Sylvester Douglas, Lord
Glenbervie. A new Act passed in 1808 allowed for the inclosure of further ground for Naval timber. As
such, both this Act and its predecessor were concerned with land for oak nurseries. Therefore, the area
enclosed were centred on woodland sites and had a lesser impact on the overall landscape of the Forest as
well as being planted with species native to the area.
4.6 The next inclosures were set out under the 1851 Deer Removal Act, and were to have a much larger
impact on the Forest landscape. These inclosures were not restricted to the production of Naval timber.
This allowed for the inclosure of a much wider range of habitats as Scots Pine could now be planted as a
main crop on the poorer soils.
4.7 The driver behind this group of inclosures was also in large part political, for it was now considered that
the Forest would be disafforested or broken up. Therefore, the Crown looked to consolidate its holdings by
enclosing large swathes of ground to form uninterrupted blocks of property, with the obvious impact on the
landscape and nature conservation interests of the area.
4.8 The impact on the Forest was such that opposition to the new inclosures was organised and further
inclosure stopped in 1871. The row resulted in the New Forest Act of 1877 and this limited the area of land
actually enclosed behind fences at any one time to a maximum of 16,000 acres, of a total of 17,629 acres
(excluding the Verderers’ inclosures). Certain of the 18th century inclosures, which had been thrown open
by the early 19th century, have since begun to take on the characteristics of the Ancient & Ornamental
woodlands and are indeed treated as such, Ocknell Inclosure (set out in 1775) being a good example.
4.9 A secondary effect was the preservation of certain areas of pre-inclosure woodland (PIW), which still
survive, in part, despite periodic illegal clearance as illustrated by the case of Blackensford Hill (in North
New Forest Association
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Oakley Inclosure), in 1990. Furthermore, over time large areas of the deciduous plantations have been
converted to conifer, particularly post World War Two, though the conversion from deciduous to conifer
crops has now been halted.
4.10 The New Forest Act of 1949 made provision for the last set of inclosures in the Forest, the so-called
Verderers’ inclosures. These inclosures were largely situated on heathland sites and are held for a limited
period of 150 years only.
4.11 The major surviving impact on the landscape development of the Forest in historical times has come
about through the development of the system of inclosure. The turning point was a result of the Deer
Removal Act of 1851, whereby forestry came to dominate parts of the landscape rather than forming part of
an earlier Forest landscape.
Home
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5. Wildlife (Nature Conservation)
5.1 Over recent years the Forest landscape has been changed by the Forest Design Plan process. The main
changes made to the landscape were intended to benefit certain prescribed wildlife interests.
5.2 The driver behind these changes was the Rio Summit (1992) and the Biodiversity Action Plans that
came from it. These prioritise certain habitats as worthy of protection on a global scale.
5.3 The Habitats Directive is similar in its effect in that it prioritises certain habitats over others.
Importantly, it is site based in operation, working through the designation of a Special Area of
Conservation (SAC).
5.4 This approach obviously fails to address landscape scale restoration as it concentrates on those
‘important’ habitats only. A telling example is the failure of the earlier Forest Design Plan process to
specifically commit to the restoration of any lawns from within the inclosures. However, landscape scale
restoration has major benefits in that it provides a more sustainable end product. It also allows for the
potential to meet a number of national and international targets.
5.5 Given that the Crown lands of the New Forest are under the management of Forest Enterprise, a
government agency, and are covered by a wide range of statutory nature conservation designations, it is an
obvious place for the Government to meet its targets, with the least additional demand on resources.
Indeed, the Countryside and Rights of Way Act (CRoW) 2000 places a duty on all government departments
to have regard to the purpose of conserving biological diversity in exercising their functions. Furthermore,
the area already possesses a system of management that means it is the most sustainable and efficient place
to carry it out restoration. This system includes the Open Forest management team of Forest Enterprise and
the Forest commoners, the latter themselves form a core part of the cultural heritage of the area and, as
such, fall within the National Park’s first purpose.
5.6 The Forestry Commission’s own policy regarding Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS) will
require a major reconsideration of the current plans for the inclosures. This is particularly relevant as the
inclosures made up to and including 1852 were set out on predominantly woodland sites.
5.7 A further complication becomes apparent when the PAWS policy is considered alongside the status of
the New Forest as a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). The PAWS policy requires the conversion of
certain coniferous areas into broadleaved areas with the result that they would then become liable to Site
Condition Assessments (SCAs) under the operation of SSSI legislation. As such, the area of the SSSI liable
for SCAs is not fixed. Furthermore, Forest Enterprise has yet to draw up policies for the restoration of other
habitats damaged by forestry operations in the past. Such extensive areas of habitat, that could be
considered for restoration under Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs) targets, are as yet largely overlooked.
While the Forest Design Plans have indeed restored large tracts of heathland habitats in some areas, in
others the planting of conifers over these habitats continues unabated. Clearly this situation needs some
serious consideration.
Home
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6. Cultural Heritage
6.1 Commoning, the back-bone of local farming tradition, survives to this day and is essential to the
landscape and ecology of the Forest. The commoning community also forms a core amongst the local
populace which preserves many of the traditions of the area.
6.2 In the late 19th century, the local land owners fought the Crown as commoners to defend their rights and
those of their tenants. When supplemented by support from a wider section of the public, the Crown was
defeated and the result was the 1877 New Forest Act.
6.3 The habitat perceived to be of most practical relevance to the commoners today is the lawns as they
provide a focus for the commonable stock which keep the rest of the Forest habitats in trim. As such, any
restoration ought to consider the reinstatement of lawns lost within the inclosures. Four major lost lawns
have been identified within the case study area: Sherewood (South Oakley, 1853), Blackensford (North
Oakley, 1853), Stockeyford (Knightwood, 1867) and an unnamed lawn in Dames Slough Inclosure (1859).
The restoration of these natural lawns will in part make up for the gradual loss of the commoners’ improved
grazings, created in the 1940s and ‘50s, many of which are slowly reverting to heathland.
6.4 Large scale restoration of open habitats may also help reduce overall grazing pressure within the open
woodlands overall and thereby allow a greater level of regeneration. This has been raised as a major
concern in some areas, especially since the fencing of the Forest perambulation under the New Forest Act
of 1964.
6.5 The New Forest is fortunate in that it possesses an operational commoning system, which provides
much of the aftercare required for restoration by default. Certainly, some changes would need to be made,
such as the relocation of pounds. However, the increase in the pastureable resource will be of much greater
benefit over the long-term than any short-term disruption in the management of commonable stock.
6.6 The blanketing out of the Forest landscape with modern silvicultural plantations led to the loss of many
individual topographical features which, upon restoration, will once again become apparent. Many place
names were associated with these features and can been found on old maps and in old documents and,
where reasonable, these names should be reinstated on areas restored to the Open Forest by their inclusion
on modern Ordnance Survey maps.
6.7 Similarly, where possible, the realignment of Inclosure fences should respect historic lines, thereby
preserving the silvicultural heritage of the area. Furthermore, the abandoned Inclosure banks should not be
levelled but retained to become part of the archaeological interest of the area, where they will not cause
ongoing degradation of the restored habitats, e.g. within valley mires.
6.8 Large areas of the Forest have been poorly recorded in terms of archaeology features due to the
difficulty of undertaking field surveys of areas within commercial forestry plantations, the sheer scale of the
area and a lack of funding to undertake the work. As such, many sites have been damaged by modern
forestry work due to these sites being unrecorded; though even when recorded, sites are often damaged.
While often not recognised, the New Forest is undoubtedly a site of national importance in terms of its
archaeological resource. The restoration of areas to the Open Forest will alleviate much of the potential for
damage to sites both recorded and unrecorded and probably result in the discovery of new sites.
Home
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7. Background to the proposal
7.1 The proposals contained within this report derive from the observation of natural processes which have
been operating in the New Forest for the past three centuries. These observations demonstrate the power of
those natural processes to reclaim areas which have been altered by human interference and thereby been
damaged with regard to those special characteristics for which much of the New Forest is recognised in
both national and international legislation. Classic examples of the natural reclamation of broadleaved
plantations are to be seen at Ocknell, Longbeech and Sloden, all set out originally in the 1770s.
7.2 The driver to the production of this report has been the creation of the National Park which includes
amongst its main purposes reference to the landscape. The special landscape of much of the New Forest
has given way in large areas to commercial forestry. This report proposes to change the existing balance of
landscape types in favour of the special Forest landscape. It proposes to do this by allowing the natural
restoration of certain areas through the controlled retreat of commercial forestry where it has come to
dominate the landscape and blanket out the special features of the National Park. The end result should be a
sustainable pastoral landscape in which forestry continues as part of a New Forest landscape, rather than
dominating that landscape to the detriment of its special interests.
7.3 The general nature of the proposals would be to restore a number of the inclosures to the Open Forest.
The retained inclosures would be stocked, where the soil conditions allow, with broadleaved crops, possibly
on a different basis to the management of broadleaved plantations today, to provide a reservoir from which
species less tolerant of heavier grazing could exploit and colonise the surrounding area.
7.4 The remaining area would be thrown open and see the conifers felled at a commercially viable age, with
certain exceptions where site conditions, landscape or wildlife considerations might deem earlier removal as
necessary or otherwise beneficial. The removal of the conifer crop over a longer period would allow for a
continued income to be produced for at least another 60 years, thereby reducing any negative impact that a
sudden change might otherwise have on the socio-economics of forestry in the New Forest area. It is,
however, envisaged that further nature conservation targets originating from government departments, may
provide the opportunity for clearance of coniferous areas at an earlier date.
7.5 The broadleaved areas thrown open would then be left largely to their own devices, though some
thinning of the larger even-aged stands might be deemed necessary. These woodlands would, over time,
take on the characteristics of the open Pasture Woodlands and be colonised by those species associated with
them. As well as becoming important in their own right, these woodlands would resolve the issues of
fragmentation of the Pasture Woodland resource as a whole.
7.6 The result would be a matrix of wooded and un-wooded areas similar to that shown on a Map of the
New Forest of 1789. However, as this would not be a human led restoration scheme, nature would be given
free reign to settle the final pattern. Over time the distribution of habitat types derived from those
inclosures thrown open, would change to reflect the underlying geological strata, water regime and grazing
pressure from the deer and commoners’ stock. The resulting constantly shifting balance would allow the
fluctuation of the open habitats which is such an important and characteristic feature of the New Forest
landscape.
7.7 The proposals are underlined by certain key principles. These are:
7.7.1 That natural processes will find their level over time and as such these processes need only to be
allowed to operate with the minimum of outside interference.
7.7.2 That the restoration of features on a landscape scale is far more sustainable than piecemeal works
throughout a large area.
7.7.3 Such restoration will increase the sustainability of existing features of special interest by reducing the
fragmentation of these features.
New Forest Association
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7.7.4 The long time scale allows for fluctuation of habitats on a natural timescale and therefore avoids
catastrophic change within those habitats.
7.8 The scheme would benefit the wildlife of the Forest and those who come to see it and those wishing to
partake of a high quality recreational experience in wild surroundings. It would also benefit the commoning
community by opening up a vast swathe of currently unavailable land for grazing. It would provide a
unique opportunity for long-term scientific study to understand landscape scale ecological change.
Furthermore, there would be no hidden costs, the felling of the conifer stands would continue to bring in
revenue, for the longer term, while there would no longer be any charge for the upkeep of much of the
existing fencing and for new planting. Any costs associated with further river restoration and ditch filling
would fall within improvements to the Site of Special Scientific Interest and Special Area of Conservation
and therefore attract funding from outside Forest Enterprise. Importantly, as the study area forms part of
the Crown Lands of the New Forest the management set-up required for taking on responsibility of these
reinstated areas already exists. As such any further management of the area deemed requisite should be met
with minimal additional expense, particularly as the use of natural processes in principle should deem
certain management undesirable. Importantly, the requirement for grazing the newly opened areas would
be absorbed by the current commoning system, much to its benefit.
Home
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8. The Study Area.
8.1 The area chosen for the Study area closely relates to Phase 3 of the present Forest Design Plan review.
It was chosen as it clearly demonstrates the problems associated with large scale commercial forestry in the
New Forest. It is one of the two largest blocks of continuous forestry in the New Forest, the other being the
Parkhill/Perrywood complex. The Phase 3 area relates to woodlands in the vicinity of Burley Lodge,
Bolderwood and Rhinefield and perhaps better demonstrates the variety of situations better than the
Parkhill/Perrywood complex. It illustrates the serious fragmentation of existing unenclosed habitats as well
as the somewhat scattered remnants of Pre-Inclosure and Old Growth Woodlands (PIW & OGW). It is
dissected by a number of important riverine corridors, tributaries of the Lymington River, and their
associated grassland habitats. It also covers an area where the landscape is particularly varied and, as such,
demonstrates the impact of forestry in a broader cross section of situations.
Home
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Map 1a. The Study Area, 1814
This map is an extract from the second edition (1814) of “A plan of His Majesty’s Forest, called the New
Forest, in the County of Southampton. Laid down from surveys taken by Thos. Richardson, Wm. King,
Abm. Driver and Wm. Driver.” The original survey of the study area was made in 1787 by William King,
and the printed map was first published in 1789. The only changes made to the map for the second edition
was the addition of inclosures that had been set out in the period between the two editions. As such, this
map clearly shows the distribution of woodland and other non woodland habitats in 1787. The second
edition has been used so as to provide additional reference points, i.e. the additional inclosures as set out
between 1789 and 1814. The 1814 second edition of this map provided the raw data for the Ancient
Woodland Inventory (AWI) for the New Forest.
Dates of inclosure within the Study Area.
Crown Freehold Inclosures
Burley Outer Rails
Bolderwood Grounds
Woolsmoor Mead

c.9th century enclosure
c.16th century enclosure
c.16th century enclosure attached to Bolderwood Grounds

Statutory Inclosures
Burley Old
1700
Puckpits
1700
Rhinefield Old
1700
Rhinefield Sandys 1775 (re-inclosed 1809)
Aldridge Hill
1775 (re-inclosed 1809)
Burley New
Anderwood
Holidays Hill
Holmhill
Backley
Beech Beds
Bratley
Fletchers Thorns
Woosons Hill
Clumbers

1810
1811
1811
1817
1829
1829
1829
1829
1829
1843

North Oakley
South Oakley
Dames Slough
Poundhill
Vinney Ridge
Knightwood
Highland Water

1853
1853
1859

1869

Fletchers Hill
Poundhill North

1964

1859
1859
1867

1963

Home
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Map 1b. The Ancient Woodland Inventory
This map demonstrates the changes that have taken place in ancient woodland cover since the surveys of the
New Forest in 1787. It has two categories, these are.
Areas of Ancient Woodland carrying broadleaved woodland.
Areas of Ancient Woodland carrying a conifer crop.
The map clearly demonstrates the fragmentation which has occurred within the pasture woodland resource
as a result of the imposition of later inclosures. This is being partially addressed through the Forestry
Commission’s Plantation of Ancient Woodlands (PAWS) policy. However, the operation of the PAWS
policy within the New Forest raises important issues. The policy would appear to propose the
‘reinstatement’ of ancient woodland sites to enclosed broadleaved woodland as opposed to the pasture
woodlands from which they obtained their classification.
A problem arises in that pasture woodland (as well as all heathland habitats, including their associated
lawns) is a Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) habitat while enclosed broadleaved woodlands are not. In other
words the PAWS restoration only party addresses the damage to the pasture woodland resource. Pasture
woodland (as well as all heathland habitats, including their associated lawns) are priority BAP habitats. The
restoration of PAWS to enclosed broadleaved woodland does not reverse the damage to the ancient Pasture
Woodland resource. However, this does not imply restoring all PAWS to pasture woodland, but that
priority is given to reversing the past fragmentation of the pasture woodland resource and to restore
surviving relic patches of pasture woodland to a healthy condition. The enclosed woodland resource has its
own interests that need conserving; it is, for example, a habitat for the BAP butterfly, the Pearl-bordered
Fritillary.
Home
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Map 1c. Current Broadleaved Resource
This map shows 3 main categories of broadleaved woodland:
1a. Pasture Woodland (solid).
These grazed woodlands represent the survival of the old woodland landscape and have been greatly
fragmented by the imposition of later inclosures.
1b. Pre-Inclosure Woodland (horizontal stripes).
These woodlands are relicts of Pasture Woodland that have survived the imposition of later inclosures.
1c. Old Growth Woodland (diagonal cross hatching).
These woodlands are derived from early 18th century inclosures, their age and management history has led
to their taking on the characteristic features of Pasture Woodlands. It is possible that they originate in an
unbroken succession from the Pasture Woodlands, i.e. that they were never clear felled. The lichen flora of
the Old Growth Woodland in Burley Old Inclosure would certainly support such a hypothesis.
The above woodlands are the most valuable in terms of nature conservation value.
2. Broadleaved Woodland derived from Inclosure 1800-1870.
These woodlands have been considered apart from the more recent plantation derived broadleaves due to
their importance in re-establishing the links lost through Inclosure. Their age means that they will become a
functioning part of the Pasture Woodland resource in a shorter time, should they be considered for
restoration to the Open Forest.
3. Broadleaved Woodland planted from 1870 to date.
These younger woodlands may also be considered as potential Pasture Woodland but their age means that
they will take a longer time to acquire the features associated with a fully functional pasture woodland
habitat.
Home
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Map 2. Long-term Vision
This map demonstrates an approximate view of the study area based on the current state of the area and
underlying ecological factors, provided the project is taken up, in the year 2100. It shows:

Areas
1. The area to be retained within inclosures:

825 ha

2. Estimated cover of habitats within thrown out inclosures. Over time the initial expansion and
contraction of woodland habitats is likely to reach a point wherein they fluctuate within a balance,
controlled largely by grazing patterns. Estimated cover of habitats within thrown out inclosures:
Woodland habitats
647 ha
Heathland habitats
667 ha
Riverine lawns
61 ha
Total
1375 ha
Fence-lines
These lengths are estimated as the length of private fence-lines and minor changes of line made under the
first phase of the Forest Design Plan process is not known. These estimates do not consider planting
enclosures.
1. Fence-lines at present:

56.5 km

2. Fence-lines for retained inclosures:
of which
and

38.5 km*
27 km
11.5 km*

is already existing
is required as new

*if Aldridge Hill Inclosure is retained unfenced reduce this figure by 3.25 km

3. Current fence-lines retained for A35 fencing: 3.25 km
4. Fence-lines removed:

26.25 km

Home
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Map 3. Management Proposals
The map and text indicate the general principles involved and certain specific points.
Restoration of areas of Inclosure to the Open Forest
1) The retention of broadleaved woodland and restoration of Pre Inclosure Woodlands to the Open Forest
will restore lost links between the current pasture woodland groups.
2) The areas cleared from under conifers should be left to develop into whatever habitat wooded or
unwooded regenerates. However, restoration of lost lawns is an important consideration in restoring
grazing patterns across the area as a whole.
3) The interface between wooded and open habitats should be considered as non-intervention areas to allow
for the fluctuating nature of woodland margins.
4) All native broadleaved woodland should be retained, though allowing for group thinning of larger blocks
to allow for the development of a diverse age structure (as undertaken in Fletchers Thorns Inclosure).
Planting of new woodland to replace lost links should not be considered.
5) Where isolated stands of PIW exist with little contact to next generation woodland, some intervention to
prolong the lives of veteran trees may be considered, i.e. Dames Slough, Vinney Ridge area.
6) In areas already thrown open, but retained as commercial woodland the restoration is incomplete and less
sustainable, even though certain habitats are being conserved. A full range of open habitats should be
considered essential in restoring the Forest landscape (this is a particular issue in Knightwood, Dames
Slough, and Highland Water Inclosures).
7) Infilling of drains should be undertaken to restore natural water levels, to restrict large scale
encroachment of woodland and scrub habitats over historically open grounds.
8) Heathland management should be minimal and only undertaken on larger areas which can be recognised
as historic heathland areas to allow existing woodland to expand or contract towards an ecological
equilibrium before any more intensive heathland management is considered. It is envisaged that conifer
Plantations on Ancient Woodland Sites (PAWS) are likely to regenerate woodland more readily and should
be allowed to do so, without human intervention.
9) The project would naturally lead to a change in grazing patterns and loss of existing drift lines. As such
pounds will need to be re-erected on new sites to account for this. The massive gain in commonable land
will undoubtedly make up for any short-term problems associated with making drifts of the newly
accessible areas.
10) Consideration should be given to the removal of conifers before they reach a economically viable age
where their retention has a significant negative impact on the landscape or wildlife interest of the areas
adjacent.
Specific points (as shown on Map)
1) Allow mature oak plantation (1810) in this section to develop into old growth woodland to provide
linkage from the pasture woodland of Undersley Wood to that of Dames Slough.
2) Retain Beech stand to develop into old growth woodland to provide the next generation beech within the
woodland area Mark Ash, thereby helping to maintain viable populations of rare lichens for which that
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woodland is renowned.
3) Retention of broadleaved woodland and restoration of PIWs to the Open Forest in this area will restore
linkages between Mark Ash, Berry Wood and Undersley, with sufficient potential A&O to form viable links
within 100-200 years.
4) No removal of pioneer woodland within the restored areas (lawns and larger heather dominated areas
excepted) to allow for the re-emergence of woodland on those areas of ancient woodland from which
conifers have been removed. E.g. in South Oakley Inclosure, between Undersley and Sherewood (4.1), and
in Vinney Ridge Inclosure at Vinney Ridge (4.2).
5) Mature Pine should be removed from the edge of inclosures as a priority where the restoration of
heathland is being encouraged within the enclosure so as remove any break in the heathland landscape.
6) The major Lost Lawns of Blackensford (6.1), Dames Slough (6.2), Sherewood (7.4) and Stockeyford
(7.5) should be restored as open habitats. This may involve restoration of the pre-existing drainage pattern,
where it has been altered through the imposition of inclosure drains. At Blackensford a heavy thinning of
broadleaves on the flood plain will be required to allow for re-establishment of the lawn.
7) Place-names to be reinstated on modern maps.
No.
Name
Locator
7.1
Great Birchen Hat
A plan of … the New Forest, 1789
7.2

Little Birchen Hat

ditto

7.3

Oakley Wood

ditto

7.4

Sherewood Lawn

ditto

7.5

Stockeyford
Green

ditto

Grid Ref.
SU
267
060
SU
272
052
SU
215
050
SU
227
060
SU
260
067

Home
Principals of woodland management within the retained inclosures
While the proposals look to restore many of the inclosures to the Open Forest the retained inclosures should
in no way be considered as exchanged lands. They should certainly not be considered as freed from
reference to the principals of management imposed by the National Park, Minister’s Mandate and
legislation or guidance imposed by various conservation directives such as the Forestry Commission’s
obligations under the Countryside Rights of Way Act (2000). As such, forestry practice should continue to
be subservient to good practice as regards nature conservation, landscape and cultural heritage of the area as
well as providing quiet recreational opportunities for the general public.
Within the retained woodland inclosures, we expect management to restore and enhance woodland nature
conservation and landscape values as well as provide an income from the sale of timber and other woodland
products. Details of how to achieve the desired woodland management objectives will require the expertise
of professional foresters. However, there are a number of fundamental principles that the NFA believe
should form the basis of future woodland management in the retained inclosures:
1) Remaining semi-natural mixed broadleaved woodlands should be managed with the prime objective of
maintaining and enhancing their nature conservation value.
2) Planted ancient woodland sites (PAWS) and more recent (non-ancient) plantations of non-native species
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should be restored or converted to semi-natural mixed broadleaved woodland through progressive felling of
non-native species and regeneration of site native species. There should be no further planting of nonnative species within these inclosures.
3) Where possible, natural regeneration should be the primary method of restocking.
4) Where planting is necessary to achieve satisfactory stocking rates, this should be undertaken following
guidance in FC Bulletin 112 3 and using appropriate local provenance stock in accordance with FC Practice
Note 8 4 .
5) Retained woodland should be managed as high forest or coppice with standards.
6) Where woodland is managed as high forest, this should be using the principles of continuous cover
woodland management (http://www.ccfg.co.uk/principle.html). Alternative silvicultural systems 5 to clear
felling such as these are considered important for achievement of the objectives of the England Forestry
Strategy (http://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/fr/INFD-63CCQB).
7) Woodland micro-habitats such as dead wood, open ground, rides and stream sides should be managed to
enhance biodiversity and landscape value in accordance with FC guidance.
Home

3

Rodwell, J & Patterson, G. 1994. Creating New Native Woodlands. Forestry Commission Bulletin 112.
Herbert, R. Samuel, S. and Patterson, G. 1999. Using Local Stock for Planting Native Trees and Shrubs. Forestry Commission Practice Note 8
5
Quine, C.P. 1995. Alternative silvicultural systems to clearcutting in Britain: a review. Forestry Commission Bulletin 115.
4
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Map 1a - The Study Area, 1814

Home

“A plan of His Majesty’s Forest, called the New Forest, in the County of Southampton.
Laid down from surveys taken by Thos. Richardson, Wm. King, Abm. Driver and Wm.
Driver.” Second Edition, 1814.
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