	[image: ]


OFFICIAL

[image: ]
Call for evidence: what slows down or prevents nature recovery in England?

Response template
	Please read the call for evidence briefing document before responding.


Please tell us about up to five of the most significant blockers you have come across, starting with the most important. If you have more, you can add them after Blocker 5 or send them separately. Questions marked (optional) can be left blank.
Please return this template, with any supporting documents, by 23:59 on Monday 14 December 2026, by email to eip.monitoring@theoep.org.uk or by post to Nature Recovery Call for Evidence, Office for Environmental Protection, Wildwood, Wildwood Drive, Worcester, WR5 2QT.


Your priority blockers and enablers
Blocker 1
1. What nature recovery work were you trying to carry out?
Please briefly describe:
the work you intended to do, including its scale
its expected benefit for nature
roughly when and where it took place or was planned.
	






2. What affected its implementation?
Please describe what happened. 

Where relevant, tell us:
what prevented, delayed or discouraged the work
which organisations were involved, and whether you were directly involved
what effect it had, for example delays or extra costs (and roughly how long or how much), reduced benefits for nature, changes to the work, or the work not going ahead
any other factors that contributed, such as poor communication, unclear responsibilities, a lack of expertise, differing priorities, or waiting for other work to happen first
whether the same problem has affected other projects, organisations or places.
Please do not name individuals: you can give their role or organisation instead. Details that could identify a site can be excluded if you wish. Supporting documents and web links are welcome.
	






3. What requirement, process or practice was involved in the work?
For example, a law, regulation, consent process, policy, guidance, organisational practice or way of working. 

Where relevant, tell us:
its name, and, where known, the relevant provision or section
whether it was a formal legal or regulatory requirement, or advice, guidance or caution from a regulator, adviser or your own organisation
whether more than one regulator, permission, licence or other consent was involved, and how they fitted together
whether you think the blocker arose from the requirement itself, or from how it was interpreted, applied or administered, for example slow decisions.
If no specific requirement was involved, for example where guidance was lacking, please say so. If you do not know, please answer “Not sure”.
	






4. What has helped, or could help, to overcome this blocker? (optional)
For example, a better process, clarification or guidance, improved communication or collaboration, knowledge sharing, access to expertise, a different way of working, an exemption, a change in legislation or an idea of your own. 

Where relevant, tell us:
which parts of the problem it addressed, or could address
what difference it made, or could make
whether it could be applied more widely, and who would need to act
any difficulties, risks or trade-offs you are aware of.
	









Blocker 2 (optional)
1. What nature recovery work were you trying to carry out?
Please briefly describe:
the work you intended to do, including its scale
its expected benefit for nature
roughly when and where it took place or was planned.

	







2. What affected its implementation?
Please describe what happened. 
Where relevant, tell us:
what prevented, delayed or discouraged the work
which organisations were involved, and whether you were directly involved
what effect it had, for example delays or extra costs (and roughly how long or how much), reduced benefits for nature, changes to the work, or the work not going ahead
any other factors that contributed, such as poor communication, unclear responsibilities, a lack of expertise, differing priorities, or waiting for other work to happen first
whether the same problem has affected other projects, organisations or places.
Please do not name individuals: you can give their role or organisation instead. Details that could identify a site can be excluded if you wish. Supporting documents and web links are welcome.

	







3. What requirement, process or practice was involved in the work?
For example, a law, regulation, consent process, policy, guidance, organisational practice or way of working. 

Where relevant, tell us:
its name, and, where known, the relevant provision or section
whether it was a formal legal or regulatory requirement, or advice, guidance or caution from a regulator, adviser or your own organisation
whether more than one regulator, permission, licence or other consent was involved, and how they fitted together
whether you think the blocker arose from the requirement itself, or from how it was interpreted, applied or administered, for example slow decisions

If no specific requirement was involved, for example where guidance was lacking, please say so. If you do not know, please answer “Not sure”.
	








4. What has helped, or could help, to overcome this blocker? (optional)
For example, a better process, clarification or guidance, improved communication or collaboration, knowledge sharing, access to expertise, a different way of working, an exemption, a change in legislation or an idea of your own. Where relevant, tell us:
which parts of the problem it addressed, or could address
what difference it made, or could make
whether it could be applied more widely, and who would need to act
any difficulties, risks or trade-offs you are aware of.

	










Blocker 3 (optional)
1. What nature recovery work were you trying to carry out?
Please briefly describe:
the work you intended to do, including its scale
its expected benefit for nature
roughly when and where it took place or was planned.
	








2. What affected its implementation?
Please describe what happened.

Where relevant, tell us:
what prevented, delayed or discouraged the work
which organisations were involved, and whether you were directly involved
what effect it had, for example delays or extra costs (and roughly how long or how much), reduced benefits for nature, changes to the work, or the work not going ahead
any other factors that contributed, such as poor communication, unclear responsibilities, a lack of expertise, differing priorities, or waiting for other work to happen first
whether the same problem has affected other projects, organisations or places.
Please do not name individuals: you can give their role or organisation instead. Details that could identify a site can be excluded if you wish. Supporting documents and web links are welcome.
	








3. What requirement, process or practice was involved in the work?
For example, a law, regulation, consent process, policy, guidance, organisational practice or way of working. 

Where relevant, tell us:
its name, and, where known, the relevant provision or section
whether it was a formal legal or regulatory requirement, or advice, guidance or caution from a regulator, adviser or your own organisation
whether more than one regulator, permission, licence or other consent was involved, and how they fitted together
whether you think the blocker arose from the requirement itself, or from how it was interpreted, applied or administered, for example slow decisions.
If no specific requirement was involved, for example where guidance was lacking, please say so. If you do not know, please answer “Not sure”.
	








4. What has helped, or could help, to overcome this blocker? (optional)
For example, a better process, clarification or guidance, improved communication or collaboration, knowledge sharing, access to expertise, a different way of working, an exemption, a change in legislation or an idea of your own. 

Where relevant, tell us:
which parts of the problem it addressed, or could address
what difference it made, or could make
whether it could be applied more widely, and who would need to act
any difficulties, risks or trade-offs you are aware of.
	











Blocker 4 (optional)
1. What nature recovery work were you trying to carry out?
Please briefly describe:
the work you intended to do, including its scale
its expected benefit for nature
roughly when and where it took place or was planned.
	









2. What affected its implementation?
Please describe what happened. 

Where relevant, tell us:
what prevented, delayed or discouraged the work
which organisations were involved, and whether you were directly involved
what effect it had, for example delays or extra costs (and roughly how long or how much), reduced benefits for nature, changes to the work, or the work not going ahead
any other factors that contributed, such as poor communication, unclear responsibilities, a lack of expertise, differing priorities, or waiting for other work to happen first
whether the same problem has affected other projects, organisations or places.
Please do not name individuals: you can give their role or organisation instead. Details that could identify a site can be excluded if you wish. Supporting documents and web links are welcome.
	









3. What requirement, process or practice was involved in the work?
For example, a law, regulation, consent process, policy, guidance, organisational practice or way of working. 

Where relevant, tell us:
its name, and, where known, the relevant provision or section
whether it was a formal legal or regulatory requirement, or advice, guidance or caution from a regulator, adviser or your own organisation
whether more than one regulator, permission, licence or other consent was involved, and how they fitted together
whether you think the blocker arose from the requirement itself, or from how it was interpreted, applied or administered, for example slow decisions.
If no specific requirement was involved, for example where guidance was lacking, please say so. If you do not know, please answer “Not sure”.
	









4. What has helped, or could help, to overcome this blocker? (optional)
For example, a better process, clarification or guidance, improved communication or collaboration, knowledge sharing, access to expertise, a different way of working, an exemption, a change in legislation or an idea of your own. 

Where relevant, tell us:
which parts of the problem it addressed, or could address
what difference it made, or could make
whether it could be applied more widely, and who would need to act
any difficulties, risks or trade-offs you are aware of.
	











Blocker 5 (optional)
1. What nature recovery work were you trying to carry out?
Please briefly describe:
the work you intended to do, including its scale
its expected benefit for nature
roughly when and where it took place or was planned.
	








2. What affected its implementation?
Please describe what happened. 

Where relevant, tell us:
what prevented, delayed or discouraged the work
which organisations were involved, and whether you were directly involved
what effect it had, for example delays or extra costs (and roughly how long or how much), reduced benefits for nature, changes to the work, or the work not going ahead
any other factors that contributed, such as poor communication, unclear responsibilities, a lack of expertise, differing priorities, or waiting for other work to happen first
whether the same problem has affected other projects, organisations or places.

Please do not name individuals: you can give their role or organisation instead. Details that could identify a site can be excluded if you wish. Supporting documents and web links are welcome.
	








3. What requirement, process or practice was involved in the work?
For example, a law, regulation, consent process, policy, guidance, organisational practice or way of working. 

Where relevant, tell us:
its name, and, where known, the relevant provision or section
whether it was a formal legal or regulatory requirement, or advice, guidance or caution from a regulator, adviser or your own organisation
whether more than one regulator, permission, licence or other consent was involved, and how they fitted together
whether you think the blocker arose from the requirement itself, or from how it was interpreted, applied or administered, for example slow decisions.
If no specific requirement was involved, for example where guidance was lacking, please say so. If you do not know, please answer “Not sure”.
	








4. What has helped, or could help, to overcome this blocker? (optional)
For example, a better process, clarification or guidance, improved communication or collaboration, knowledge sharing, access to expertise, a different way of working, an exemption, a change in legislation or an idea of your own. 

Where relevant, tell us:
which parts of the problem it addressed, or could address
what difference it made, or could make
whether it could be applied more widely, and who would need to act
any difficulties, risks or trade-offs you are aware of.
	










Wider context

5. More broadly, what has helped, or could help, to deliver nature recovery on the ground? (optional)
This does not need to relate to the blockers described above. Please describe up to three approaches you consider most significant, such as a better process, guidance, a way of working, an exemption or a change in legislation. 

For each, where relevant, tell us:
which law, regulation or guidance it relates to, if known
what difference it has made, or could make, and where it has worked
whether you think it could be applied more widely.
	







6. Is there anything else you would like to tell us? (optional)
For example, wider issues such as funding or staff capacity, or any other relevant information not covered by the questions above.
	









About you

7. Are you responding on behalf of an organisation, or as an individual?
☐  On behalf of an organisation
☐  As an individual, in a professional capacity
☐  As an individual, in a personal capacity

If you are responding in a personal capacity, please go to question 11.

8. Name of your organisation, or your employer if you are responding in a professional capacity:
	




9. Your role (optional):
	






About your response

10. May we name your organisation when referring to your evidence? (organisations only)
☐  Yes
☐  No

11. Would you like any part of your response to be treated as confidential?
☐  Yes
☐  No

If yes, please state which parts and why:
	





12. Are you responding on behalf of a public authority and, if so, do you consent to the Office for Environmental Protection disclosing the information you provide in its reporting? (organisations only)
☐  Public authority, consent given
☐  Public authority, consent not given
☐  Not a public authority

13. Would you be willing to be contacted for a follow-up interview or workshop? (optional)
☐  Yes
☐  No

If yes, please give your name and email address:
	


	
Thank you for your response
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