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Executive summary

The decline of the natural environment — that is, all living and non-
living things occurring naturally on earth — both in this country and
overseas is an urgent crisis, similar and interlinked to climate change,
requiring urgent attention and action.

None of the 20 Aichi biodiversity targets — a series of targets
established by the UN Convention on Biological Diversity in 2011 to
be achieved by governments globally in 2020 in order to stem the tide
on biodiversity decline — have been wholly met worldwide. On current
trajectories, global biodiversity will continue to decline.

Inthe UK, only six of the Aichi Targets have been met and the remainder
have had insufficient progress made towards them. The UK’s State of
Nature 2019 report illustrates what this looks like in reality, highlighting
that 41% of UK species are in decline, with 15% being under threat.

As Chapter One explains, recently the UK Government has introduced
a suite of policies to safeguard our natural environment, but the slow
progress towards the Aichi Targets shows more ambitious policies are
needed. Furthermore, responsibility does not solely lie with the UK
Government to protect and enhance the natural environment. Other
actors — including businesses, charities and individuals — have a role to
play as well. For the UK public themselves, behavioural changes will be
required to reduce their impact on the natural environment.

While there has been a significant amount of polling undertaken
examining public attitudes towards accessing, protecting and enhancing
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the natural environment, much of it is several years old and does not reflect
contemporary factors such as failure to achieve the Aichi Targets and the
impact of COVID-19 on public attitudes towards the natural environment.
There is also a distinct lack of contemporary polling examining: the
perceived value of the natural environment; the perceived responsibility
for its protection and enhancement;a comprehensive overview of attitudes
towards policies to protect and enhance it; and, attitudes towards its
integration into urban areas. This report aims to fill in these gaps around
evidence on public attitudes towards the natural environment.

For this report, we conduct and analyse polling of the UK public to
explore attitudes towards the value of the natural environment, accessing
and engaging with it, and the responsibility and actions of different
actors — including government, businesses, charities and individuals — for
its protection and enhancement. Public attitudes are analysed according
to a range of socio-demographic characteristics, enabling us to examine
variation in perspectives by social and economic divides.

Focus of this research and methodology
This report addresses the following research questions:

1. To what extent is the UK public concerned about the natural
environment relative to other policy areas?

2. How does the UK public engage with, and value, the natural
environment?

3.  What are the attitudes of the UK population towards the role and
responsibilities of different actors in protecting and enhancing the
natural environment?

To answer these research questions, we designed and undertook
polling with Savanta ComRes of a representative sample of UK adults,
as detailed in Chapter Two. The large sample size we used allowed us to
consider specific socio-demographic characteristics such as gender, age,
social grade, region, area lived, and income level.
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This polling enabled us to identify what the UK public thinks about
the following issues: the public’s prioritisation of, and concerns held
about, the natural environment (Chapter Three); accessing different
types of the natural environment and the value of and benefit from
the natural environment (Chapter Four); views on where responsibility
lies for protecting and enhancing the natural environment (Chapter
Five); views on the actions individuals themselves should take to
protect and enhance the natural environment, and the sensitivity of
adults to product price changes in order to safeguard it (Chapter Six);
attitudes towards different existing and potential government policies
to protect and enhance the natural environment (Chapter Seven); and,
incorporating features of the natural environment into neighbourhoods
and urban areas, and how receptive the public is to land development
under a ‘biodiversity net gain principle’ (Chapter Eight).

Public concern for the natural environment

In regards to domestic policy priorities, the UK public is most
concerned about the COVID-19 pandemic (53%), the NHS/healthcare
(41%), and the economy (319%). Climate change (20%) and the natural
environment (14%) are of less concern, ranking fourth and eighth
respectively in a standard list of policy priorities.

However,when considering foreign policy priorities which should be most
important to the UK Government, one in three adults believed combating
climate change should be a priority. Ahead of combating climate change
were two policy issues: safeguarding national security (35%) and human
health (45%). Only 17% of adults felt that nature conservation should be
most important to the UK Government as a foreign policy priority.

We examined what the UK public perceives the greatest threats to
the natural environment to be both in the UK and globally. For the
UK, plastic pollution (419%), climate change (37%) and fly-tipping
and littering (25%) are perceived to be the top three most significant
threats to the natural environment. Globally, the public believes climate
change is the most significant (43%), followed by plastic pollution and
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deforestation (both 36%).

Socio-demographic differences occurred by age when it came to
foreign policy priorities. Older adults over the age of 55 are much more
likely than younger adults between the ages of 18 and 34 to prioritise
combating climate change (42% and 26% respectively) and nature
conservation (21% and 14% respectively).

Again, there were variations by age regarding what were perceived to be
the greatest threats to the natural environment in the UK and globally.Older
adults over 55 are more likely than younger adults aged 18 to 34 to consider
fly-tipping and littering (32% compared to 18%) and flooding/rising sea
levels (29% compared to 15%) to be significant threats to the UK’s natural
environment. In contrast, younger adults (29%) are more likely to view
air pollution as a significant threat to the UK’s natural environment than
older adults (269%). When considering the natural environment globally,
older adults are more likely than younger adults to believe deforestation
is a significant threat (48% and 29% respectively) and vice versa for air
pollution (319% for younger adults and 14% for older adults).

Accessing, valuing and benefiting from the natural
environment

When looking at which different types of the natural environment are
visited on at least a monthly basis, we see majorities of the UK public
visit urban green space and parks (70%) as well as woods and forests
(55%), whilst significant minorities frequent farmland or grassland
(499%), rivers or lakes (48%) and coastal/sea areas (409).

Despite being the type of natural environment in which most adults
spent time, a small percentage of the UK public (119%) felt that urban
green space and parks were the most valuable environment in the UK.
Woods and forests (33%) were perceived to be the most valuable type
of natural environment in the UK, followed by coastal/sea areas (18%)
and rivers or lakes (149%).

When asked for their views on the quality of different types of the
natural environment in the UK, the majority of the UK public think that
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all different types of the natural environment are of good or excellent
quality, except wetlands. Woods and forests were most perceived to be
of good or excellent quality by the UK public (619%).

The UK public felt the most valued benefits about spending time in
the natural environment were enjoying beauty (69%), improved mental
wellbeing (60%) and observing wildlife (58%).

There was also broad recognition amongst the UK public of the
importance of the natural environment for tackling wider societal
challenges, particularly improving air quality (71%), reducing flooding
(70%) and improving health and wellbeing (689%).

Given the benefits and importance of the natural environment, we
then asked whether the UK public would be willing to pay to access the
natural environment, provided that the amount paid would go towards
its protection and enhancement. The majority (51%) of adults were not
willing to pay for access, not even less than £5, for all different types of
the natural environment that we tested.

There were variations by age, social grade and gender to these
questions. Younger adults aged 18 to 34 more frequently spent time
in each different type of the natural environment we tested than older
adults over 55,as did those from more affluent backgrounds compared to
those less affluent. However, those over 55 are more likely to value most
benefits about spending time in the natural environment — especially
improved mental wellbeing or enjoying beauty — than those aged 18
to 34, as were females compared to males. When it came to paying to
access different types of the natural environment, overall, a majority
(58%) of those aged 18 to 34 were willing, compared to minorities for
those aged 35 to 54 (41%) and over 55 (30%).

Responsibility for protecting and enhancing the
natural environment

We asked the UK public to rank from one to ten how much
responsibility different actors should have, and how much responsibility
they are perceived to actually have, for protecting and enhancing the
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natural environment, with eight to ten indicating very high levels
of responsibility. Majorities of the UK public felt that government
agencies (599%), national government (589%), local government (52%)
and private landowners or farmers (509) should have very high levels
of responsibility for protecting and enhancing the natural environment.
When it came to which actors are perceived to actually have very
high levels of responsibility for protecting and enhancing the natural
environment, government agencies (44%) and national government
(40%) scored the highest, but no actor is attributed as actually having
very high levels of responsibility by a majority of the UK public.

We also asked whether or not the UK public agreed or disagreed that
the different main actors we identified were doing enough to protect
and enhance the natural environment in the UK. A majority (62%)
agree that charities and voluntary groups alone are doing enough to
protect and enhance the natural environment in the UK. For all other
actors, less than 339% of the UK public agreed that they are doing
enough to protect and enhance the natural environment in the UK, and
businesses ranked the lowest at 18%.

There was, again, variation by age in response to these questions. A clear
trend emerged showing that adults over the age of 35 are more likely to
believe all actors we tested should have very high responsibility than those
aged 18 to 34. When it came to assessing the performance of different
actors,those aged 18 to 34 are more likely to feel that the public themselves
and businesses were doing enough to protect and enhance the natural
environment in the UK (36% and 309% respectively) than older adults
over the age of 55 (16% and 8% respectively). In contrast, younger adults
were more critical of charities and voluntary groups, with 20% disagreeing
that they were doing enough, whilst only 8% of older adults said the same.

The role of individuals in protecting and enhancing
the natural environment

The majority of the UK public felt recycling (63%) and reducing food
waste (53%) were the most important behavioural changes for the
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public themselves to undertake to protect and enhance the natural
environment. Reducing consumption of dairy products (12%) was seen
as the least important behavioural change that the public themselves
should make.

When we asked about whether the UK public had adopted these
behavioural changes, recycling (80%), reducing food waste (71%) and
buying less and reusing more (61%) were the top three actions.

The UK public is relatively receptive to making dietary changes in
order to reduce their impact on the natural environment. Almost a
third have reduced their consumption of meat, and a further 27% are
considering it. When it comes to dairy products, a majority (53%) has
either reduced their consumption or is considering doing so.

The UK public are least likely to have volunteered for environmental
causes (159%), but if they have already done so or are considering it, they
are most likely to be involved in tree planting (499%).

Significant minorities are prepared to pay a premium for all the
different types of products we tested which may harm the natural
environment, especially cleaning products (49%), clothing (479%),
electronics (46%) and food (469%).

Differences in behaviour by age was seen.Older adults over 55 are more
likely than younger adults between the ages of 18 and 34 to have made
the most common behaviour changes such as recycling (93% compared
to 65%) and reducing food waste (88% to 52%). But in all behavioural
changes we tested, younger adults were more likely to consider making
a behavioural change than older adults. Younger adults were also more
likely than older adults to have reduced or considered reducing their
meat consumption — 68% of younger adults had already reduced,
or were considering doing so, compared to 49% of older adults — and
consumption of dairy products — 68% of younger adults had reduced, or
were considering doing so, compared to only 39% of older adults. When
it comes to paying more for products which have a negative impact on
the environment, there is a clear pattern showing that the older people
become, the less likely they are to be willing to pay more.

10
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Government role in protecting and enhancing the
natural environment

Our research suggests that the UK public marginally prefers
interventionist policy approaches when it comes to getting individuals
to better protect and enhance the natural environment, preferring laws
and regulations that discourage or ban products or behaviours which
harm the natural environment (59%) rather than financial incentives
to encourage behavioural choices and products which have a lesser
impact on the natural environment (419%). However, the UK public is
divided exactly on whether to raise taxes on businesses harming the
natural environment or to subsidise those which have sustainable
business practices.

The UK public are prepared to prioritise the natural environment at
the expense of other priorities when it comes to the granting of aid or
signing of trade deals. The majority of the UK public (59%) agreed that
the UK should not be giving overseas aid to projects which harm nature,
even if they create economic opportunities for people, and 55% agreed
that the UK should seek to include conservation clauses in future trade
agreements, even if it makes them harder to agree.

The UK public expresses strong support towards leading
domestic and international UK Government policies that seek to
protect and enhance the natural environment. Domestically, the
UK Government’s policy to protect 30% of the UK’s land from
environmental harm by 2030 was the most widely supported domestic
policy we tested (75%), followed by a requirement for developers
to enhance the natural environment when building new houses
(749%) and establishing a network of places that are important for
wildlife (73%). Setting aside funding to enhance the environment to
combat climate change received the lowest amount of public support
relative to the other policies tested (66%), but still received an
overwhelming majority.

Internationally, stopping the exporting of waste to developing
countries was the policy with the highest level of public support (679%).
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This was followed by two potential international policies: pushing for
future fishing subsidies to be used only for sustainability and livelihood
support (67%) and providing counter-poaching training and support to
combat the illegal wildlife trade (649).

When we polled the UK public on their support for future possible
policies pertaining to the natural environment, we found that a
significant majority of the UK public (76%) believe that fines for
littering should be higher, and that non-flushable wet wipes should
be banned (719%) as well as non-recyclable black plastic (67%). This
reinforces earlier findings suggesting the UK public marginally favours
the use of ‘sticks’ to ‘carrots’ in government policies to better protect
and enhance the natural environment.

Once again,variation by age occurred.Regarding the broad government
approach for businesses to better protect and enhance the natural
environment,a majority (62%) of those aged 18 to 34 favoured subsidies
for environmentally responsible businesses, whereas a majority (63%)
of those over 55 favoured increased taxes for environmentally damaging
businesses.

When we tested specific government policies to protect and enhance
the natural environment, we found that older people were more likely
to support all of the domestic policies we tested than younger people.
Similarly, we found that the more rural a person lived, the more likely
they are to support all of the domestic policies we tested. However, when
it came to international policies, increasing foreign aid towards global
conservation was more strongly supported by those aged 18 to 34 (54%)
than over 55 (33%).

For the potential future policies we tested, we found strong support
amongst over 55s compared to those aged 18 to 34 for introducing
minimum product standards (81% compared to 539%); introducing
mandatory product labelling (76% compared to 58%); higher fines for
littering (85% compared to 63%); a ban on non-flushable wet wipes
(83% compared to 57%); and, a ban on non-recyclable black plastic
(77% compared to 57%).

12
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Nature and neighbourhoods

The UK public’s conservationism is largely local. When we asked the
UK public where they would spend £1,000 if it was given to them to
enhance the natural environment, we found that they were most likely
to spend it in their own property or garden (30%), followed by their
neighbourhood (23%) and village, town or city (23%). They were least
likely to spend the money enhancing the natural environment overseas
(39%). If the UK public was to spend money enhancing the natural
environment in their own property, they would be most likely to plant
flowers and shrubs (63%).

When we asked what the UK public felt were the most important
features which make up an ideal neighbourhood, 74% felt low crime
levels are of very high importance, followed by access to green space
and no litter (both 669). For different natural features specifically, the
UK public felt that having immediate access to a private outdoor garden
was the most valuable natural feature when considering where they
would like to live (54%), followed by close proximity to public parks
(36%) and immediate access to a communal park or garden (33%). The
UK public somewhat recognised the benefits of having natural features
in urban areas, but only an improvement in air quality was recognised
by a very slim majority (50%) of the UK public.

When it comes to infrastructure developments, the overwhelming
majority (72%) of the UK public would be more likely to support them
if the organisations constructing them are obliged to materially improve
the natural environment. This bodes well for the UK Government,
who recently amended their flagship Environment Bill to require a
‘biodiversity net gain’ for nationally significant infrastructure projects.
However, when asked whether the UK public would support new
developments on the Green Belt if they materially improved the natural
environment,only a slim majority (53%) said they would. Overall, these
findings show solid support for the UK Government’s ‘biodiversity net
gain’ principle.

There were, unsurprisingly, some differences by age when the
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UK public were asked about features which make up an ideal
neighbourhood. Over 55s are more likely (74%) to consider access to
green space as having very high importance compared to those aged
18 to 34 (55%), as well as having no litter (75% and 56% respectively).
When thinking specifically about incorporating natural features into
urban areas, over 55s are much more likely (68%) than those aged 18
to 34 (35%) to consider having immediate access to a private outdoor
garden as being of very high value. When asking the UK public as to
whether they would support new developments on the Green Belt if
they materially improved the natural environment, we saw that 67% of
young people would support this, whilst 52% of over 55s would oppose.

Main trends
There were very occasional differences in attitudes towards the natural
environment across socio-demographic characteristics, such as gender
and where adults lived. However, there were frequent variations in
attitudes by age.

Though specific differences vary from question to question, we
broadly find that older adults are more likely to be concerned about the
natural environment and expect a higher level of responsibility from
all different actors for its protection and enhancement than younger
adults. Additionally, we observe that older adults are more likely to
favour ‘sticks’ over ‘carrots’ regarding government policies to better
protect and enhance the natural environment, whereas the opposite is
true for younger adults.

The final chapter (Chapter Nine) summarised the 12 mains findings
from the report:

® The environment is not as much of a domestic or foreign policy
priority for the UK public relative to other policy areas.

® A majority of the UK public frequents some elements of the natural
environment on at least a monthly basis.

® A majority of the UK public think that all different types of the

14
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natural environment we asked about are of good or excellent
quality, except wetlands.

® A majority of the UK public values different benefits associated
with the natural environment, but isn't prepared to pay to access it.

® The UK public believes that government agencies and national
government should have the highest levels of responsibility for
protecting and enhancing the natural environment.

® With the exception of charities and voluntary groups, a majority
of the UK public believes all other actors are not doing enough to
protect and enhance the natural environment in the UK.

® The UK public believes that individuals will have to adopt a
number of behavioural changes to reduce their environmental
impact, and some of those behaviours have already been adopted
by a substantial number of adults.

® The UK public marginally favours an interventionist as opposed
to an incentive-based policy approach from government to protect
and enhance the natural environment.

® A firm majority of the UK public is prepared to support certain
trade offs in our foreign policy to prioritise the protection and
enhancement of the natural environment.

® There is widespread support amongst the UK public for the UK
Government’s domestic and international policy agenda regarding
the natural environment.

® The UK public’s conservationism is largely local.

® The UK public is more likely to support both infrastructure and
housing development in their local area under a biodiversity net
gain principle.

Whilst the natural environment may not be relatively high on
the UK public’s list of policy priorities, this report has nonetheless
demonstrated that the majority of the UK public engages with the
natural environment, frequenting it regularly and widely recognising
its associated benefits.
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The UK public sees government agencies and national government
as those who should be most responsible for the protection and
enhancement of the natural environment. In the face of biodiversity
decline, occurring both in the UK and globally, national government
has a mandate to go further and faster to protect and enhance the
natural environment.

The Government can take solace in the fact that its policy agenda
towards the natural environment is well received by the UK public.
When devising further policies which to protect and enhance the
natural environment, policymakers should consider that the UK public
marginally favours ‘sticks’ over ‘carrots’.

But responsibility for the protection and enhancement of the
natural environment does not solely lie with government — all of us
have a role to play. This report shows that the UK public recognises
individuals themselves will have to adopt a number of behavioural
changes to reduce their impact on the natural environment, and many
already have.

The UK public’s conservationism is predominantly local: adults want
to see material improvements to the natural environment closer to
home. With the insights from this report, the UK Government ought to
be able to build upon its popular agenda for the necessary protection
and enhancement of the natural environment.

16
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In recent decades, climate change has captured public attention as
the major global crisis of our time. The decarbonisation agenda and
shift to a greener economy has largely been embraced by both the
UK public and Government, especially the legal commitment to net
zero greenhouse gas emissions by 2050. But, as Bright Blue argued
in our recent report Global green giant?,! the decline of the natural
environment — that is, all living and non-living things occurring
naturally on Earth - is a major related and interlinked crisis, which
also requires urgent attention and action.

The 2010s were meant to be the United Nations’ (UN’s) ‘Decade on
biodiversity’. Global biodiversity — the variety of all plant and animal
life on earth — underpins the health of the natural world, yet the UN’s
Global biodiversity outlook report paints a very grim picture. None of
the 20 Aichi biodiversity targets — a series of targets established by
the UN Convention on Biological Diversity in 2011 to be achieved by
governments globally in 2020 in order to stem the tide on biodiversity
decline, as listed in Box 1.1 below — have been wholly met, and on
current trajectories, global biodiversity will continue to decline.?
Further highlighting humanity’s unsustainable relationship with the

1. Patrick Hall and William Nicolle, “Global green giant? A policy story”, Bright Blue, http://brightblue.orguk/
wp-content/uploads/2020/02/Global-green-giant-a-policy-story.pdf (2020).

2. Secretariat of the Convention on Biological Diversity, “Global biodiversity outlook 5” https://www.cbd.int/
gbo/gbo5/publication/gbo-5-spm-en.pdf (2020).
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natural environment, the government-commissioned Dasgupta Review

— which assessed the economics of biodiversity loss — concludes that

our demands on the natural environment mean 1.6 Earths would be

required to maintain the world’s current living standards.
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Box 1.1. The 2011 UN Aichi Biodiversity Targets

Make the public aware of the values of biodiversity and ways
to conserve it

Integrate biodiversity values into National Plans

Eliminate harmful subsidies

Implement plans for sustainable production and consumption
Halve rate of habitat loss and degradation

Manage fish stocks sustainably

Manage agriculture, aquaculture and forestry sustainably
Tackle air pollution

Invasive alien species identified and controlled/eliminated

. Minimise anthropogenic pressures on coral reefs
. Effectively manage protected areas, 17% land and 10% sea

Prevent species extinctions and populations

. Maintain genetic diversity
. Restore and safeguard ecosystem services
. 15% restoration and resilience of biodiversity’s contribution

to carbon stocks

Nagovya protocol in force and operational

Develop and commence implementing a national biodiversity
strategy

Integrate views of indigenous people and local communities
into relevant national legislation

3. Sir Partha Dasgupta, “The economics of biodiversity loss: The Dasgupta review”, https://assets.publishing.
service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/962785/The_Economics_of
Biodiversity_The_Dasgupta_Review_Full_Report.pdf (2021), 123.

18
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19. Improve knowledge and technology relating to biodiversity
20. Mobilise financial resources

Source: Convention on Biological Diversity, "Aichi biodiversity targets", 2020.

That being said, the UN report notes that it is not too late for efforts to
slow,halt and reverse biodiversity decline,including the scalingup of nature-
based solutions to climate change, curbing pollution and unsustainable
exploitation of ecosystems, reducing agriculture’s environmental impact,
changing individuals’ behaviour, and deploying green infrastructure.*

In the UK, only five of the Aichi Targets have been met and the
remainder have had insufficient progress made towards them.® The
UK’s State of Nature 2019 report illustrates what this looks like in
reality, highlighting that 41% of UK species are in decline, with 15%
being under threat from extinction.® Public concern for wildlife decline
18 also high. Polling conducted at the beginning of 2021 has shown that
66% of the public is worried about the decline in wildlife.” This concern
is expressed by majorities across different socio-demographic groups
and voting history.

A recent survey of the public’s engagement with the natural
environment in the same repeat study over a ten year period found
that 97% of adults enjoy the natural environment, and nine out of
ten feel revitalised, refreshed, calm and relaxed having spent time in
it.® The same study conducted in 2020 showed that in addition to the

4. Tbid.

5. JNCC, “Sixth national report to the United Nations Convention on Biological Diversity: United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland”, http://data.jncc.govuk/data/527f89f-5£6b-4e06-bde6-b823e0ddcb9a/
UK-CBD-6NR-v2-web.pdf (2019).

6. National Biodiversity Network, “State of nature 2019”, https://nbn.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/
State-of-Nature-2019-UK-full-report.pdf (2019).

7. Savanta:ComRes, “Daily Express, environment poll — 4 February 2021” https://2sjjwunnql4lia7kiZ1qqubl-
wpengine.netdna-ssl.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/Final_Daily-Express-20210204-01_Private.pdf (2021),
8-10.

8. Natural England, “People’s engagement with nature: Reflecting on ten years of the Natural England MENE
survey”, https://defra.maps.arcgis.com/apps/Cascade/index.html?appid=d5fe6191e3fe400189a3756ab3a4057¢
(2020).



Nafure positive?

eudemonic benefits of the natural environment, those who visited the
natural environment more frequently were 1.9 times more likely to
report better physical health.’

With the public acutely aware of the personal benefits of being in the
natural environment, they understandably want to see an increase in it.
One poll showed that 78% of adults wanted to see more nature in their
cities,and in another, that 849% of respondents felt that the government
should increase nature-rich spaces in the UK.1°

Since the COVID-19 pandemic, public appreciation and concern for
the state of the natural environment has been high. Polling which
sought to unearth public opinion on the role and importance of the
natural environment during COVID-19 in England found that more
people noticed nature in their own neighbourhood since the pandemic
began, as well as nature becoming more important to them since the
pandemic took hold. In the same poll, over 85% of people thought living
close to wildlife and nature was advantageous during the COVID-19
pandemic, and almost 80% agreed that COVID-19 had highlighted the
need for more green space in their communities.

In another poll, over half of respondents said they would make a
habit of spending time in the natural environment “when things go
back to normal” and respondents' interest in the natural environment
had risen by a third since the pandemic began.*?

9. Natural England, “Monitor of Engagement with the Natural Environment: A summary report on

nature connectedness amongst adults and children in England”, http://publications.naturalengland.orguk/
publication/6005041314136064 (2020), 15.

10. The Wildlife Trusts, “New poll reveals city-dwellers love nature but don't get enough of it”, https://www.
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Introduction

Stopping the decline of the natural environment
Recently, the UK Government has taken steps to safeguard our natural
environment, including some flagship measures such as: pledging to
protect 30% of the UK’s land by 2030;"® introducing a ‘biodiversity net
gain principle’ for all new residential developments and infrastructure
projects;* and, introducing a tax on plastic packaging made from high
levels of non-recyclable plastic.’ Additionally, the UK Government
has recently adopted three Bright Blue policy recommendations
to improve the natural environment: making public subsidies for
farmers more dependent on protecting and enhancing the natural
environment;'® ensuring no UK Official Development Assistance
(ODA) harms nature;” and, banning bottom trawling in key Marine
Protected Areas (MPAs).8

But the slow progress towards the UN Aichi Targets in the UK
shows that alongside quicker action on biodiversity decline, more
ambitious policies are needed. Fresh thinking is required on how
to protect and enhance the natural environment across the UK
and embed sustainability across different parts of the public and

private sectors.
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18. Karen McVeigh, “Big day for UK seas’ as bottom trawling ban in four protected areas proposed”, The
Guardian, https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/feb/02/big-day-for-uk-seas-as-bottom-trawling-
ban-in-four-protected-areas-proposed (2021).

21



Nafure positive?

Further government measures to safeguard the natural environment
would be welcomed. But responsibility does not solely lie with the
government to stop the decline of the natural environment. Further
measures to protect and enhance the natural environment are also
required from a range of actors — including businesses and charities —
and the wider public as well.

Indeed, in its Sixth Carbon Budget, the Committee on Climate Change
(CCC),an independent statutory body which advises the UK Government
on greenhouse gas emissions targets, made a series of recommendations
regarding the behavioural changes of the public which will be required
to decarbonise the UK economy and reduce consumers’ environmental
impact.Those which would alsoimpact the natural environment included:
reducing the consumption of meat and dairy products; purchasing long-
lasting products; buying less and reusing more; recycling; and, increasing
walking and cycling as a mode of transport.*

There has been a significant amount of polling undertaken in
recent years examining public attitudes towards accessing, protecting
and enhancing the natural environment. However, some polling —
including extensive polling by the Department for Environment, Food
and Rural Affairs (Defra)® — is several years old. As well as no longer
being contemporary, other factors which have since occurred - such as
failure to achieve the UN Aichi biodiversity targets and the impact of
COVID-19 on public attitudes towards the natural environment — are
not reflected in this polling. There is also a distinct lack of contemporary
polling examining: the natural environment in the context of its value;
responsibility for its protection and enhancement; policies towards
it; and attitudes towards its integration into urban areas. This report
aims to fill in the gaps around evidence on public attitudes towards the
natural environment.

19. Committee on Climate Change, “The sixth carbon budget: The UK’s path to net zero”, (2020).

20. Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, “Survey of public attitudes and behaviours
towards the environment”, https://data.govuk/dataset/abl6e19f-asel-42e4-9f6e-5fFfe2dc7680/survey-of-
public-attitudes-and-behaviours-towards-the-environment (2014).
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Introduction

Focus of this report
For this report, we conduct and analyse polling of the UK public to explore

attitudes towards the value of the natural environment, accessing and

engaging with it, and the responsibility and actions of different actors

- including government, businesses, charities and individuals — for its

protection and enhancement. Public attitudes will be analysed according

to a range of socio-demographic characteristics, enabling us to examine

variation in perspectives by social and economic divides.

In this report, we seek to answer the following three research questions:

To what extent is the UK public concerned about the natural
environment relative to other policy areas?

How does the UK public engage with, and value, the natural
environment?

What are the attitudes of the UK population towards the role and
responsibilities of different actors in protecting and enhancing the
natural environment?

The report is structured as follows:

Chapter Two explains in detail the methodology employed for the
public polling we conducted.

Chapter Three explores the public’s prioritisation of,and concerns
held about, the natural environment.

Chapter Four examines how often adults access different types
of the natural environment and their views on the value of and
benefits from the natural environment.

Chapter Five assesses views on where responsibility lies for
protecting and enhancing the natural environment.

Chapter Six considers views on actions that individuals themselves
should take to protect the natural environment, and the sensitivity
of adults to product price changes in order to safeguard it.
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Chapter Seven analyses attitudes towards different government
policies to protect and enhance the natural environment.
Chapter Eight looks at the importance and role of nature in
choosing and changing where people live.

Chapter Nine concludes with a discussion of main trends in
attitudes towards the natural environment that have emerged
from the polling.



Methodology

This report aims to unearth the views of the UK public across a range
of socio-demographic characteristics towards the concern for, and value
of, the natural environment, as well as towards where responsibility
lies for its protection and enhancement, and the measures that should
be pursued by different actors.

Polling approach

The polling was undertaken by Savanta ComRes. It was conducted
between the 25th and 30th of March 2021 and consisted of 2,000
UK adults, who were surveyed online. The sample is nationally
representative in terms of gender, age, social grade, region and income
level. A full list of polling questions is provided in the Annex.

The population is divided into two groups by social grade: ABC1 and
C2DE. This is based on the NRS social grade typology. ABC1 is often
associated with more affluent people — including high or intermediate
managerial, administrative or professionals; supervisors; and, students
—and C2DE with less affluent people — including skilled, semi