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Fig. 1 Attitude of tree~owners toward protection of big trees.
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Fig. 2 Maintenance of trees in the last three years.
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Fig. 3 Complaints made by neighbouring regidents.
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Fig. 8 Irritations due to protected-trees.
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Fig. 9 Benefit and irritations according to the distance from protected-trees.
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Summary

Some privately -owned big trees in urban areas are protected by law. The attitude of
tree-owners and the effect on the neighbouring regidents was investigated.

Most big trees in residential zones are popular with the public, but the people living near a tree
experience irritations such as, lack of sunshine, fallen leaves, etc. Protected-trees should contribute
to the scenic beauty of a city, but some are unworthy of protection because they are immoderately
pruned in order to avoid creating a nuisance to the neighbourhood.

There should be an specific regulations for tree conservation depending on the particular
circumstances of each. In addition the financial support from the city government to the tree
owners, such as subsidies for the expenses of the maintenance, public liability insurance, etc. should
be provided.

The contribution of big trees to the urban landscape depends not only on the size of the tree but
also on characteristics of the surrounding environment. There should be a wide variety in full
growth size according to tree species. It is therefore necessary to allow a certain latitude in
regulations and restrictions according to circumstances.

Key words : protected-trees ; attitude of owners ; effect on residents ; conservation policy.





