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29th October 2010

Dear Sir or Madam,
Response to Discussion Paper: An invitation to shape the Nature of England
The South East England Biodiversity Forum welcomes the opportunity to contribute to the development of the Natural Environment White Paper. 

The South East England Biodiversity Forum (SEEBF) is a partnership of governmental and non-governmental organisations providing a focus for furthering biodiversity in South East England.  Our response to DEFRA’s ‘Discussion Document: An invitation to shape the Nature of England’, in line with our remit, concerns only issues relating to the conservation and management of biodiversity resources. Views presented in this response are founded on a general consensus on behalf of SEEBF; however individual organisations may also take their own corporate view. 
Below we have set out a number of over-arching considerations that we believe are relevant to the discussion, following which we have given responses to the specific questions posed in the Discussion Document.
Over-arching considerations
· The proposed ‘Natural Environment White Paper’ will be a vitally important opportunity to review and revise our actions to tackle the continuing erosion of our biodiversity assets. We have failed to meet the target agreed by all EU member states in 2001, and subsequently at a global level, to ‘halt the decline of biodiversity by 2010’. New challenges to safeguard and enhance biodiversity are being set for 2020 and beyond, but to stand any chance of meeting these objectives we need a more effective framework for action- to promote and to guide decisive actions- than is currently available to us.
· An array of useful policy and regulatory mechanisms required to restore the natural environment is already in place. We must ensure, in seeking innovatory approaches, that we do not discard these. Mechanisms and measures known to work should be retained and built upon; those which do not work should be adjusted or replaced by alternatives that will deliver required biodiversity benefits.
· The recommendations set out in the review of England’s ecological network (‘Making Space for Nature: A review of England’s Wildlife Sites and Ecological Network’), chaired by Sir John Lawton should be implemented through the White Paper.
· We need to see a substantial shift in the scale of, and underlying approach to, actions taken to safeguard and enhance wildlife and supporting habitats. The approach has to be based on the concept of functional ecosystems, and the scale needs to be far more extensive than the protection of relatively small sites, operating instead over large areas (a ‘landscape-scale’ approach is required). These principles must be clearly reflected in the White Paper, whilst acknowledging that local action and, where appropriate, action for particular species will continue to be crucial to success.
· There is extensive public support for the conservation of the natural environment, and non-statutory environmental bodies working with local communities have a major role to play (as part of the Big Society). However, Government action and support remains essential, and the natural environment should be a shared responsibility across Government (not just Defra).   Presently responsibility is shared in principle but in practice the natural environment appears to be given little priority by many departments.
Below we have set out the detailed response to the 15 questions. If you would like to discuss the details of the SEEBF response please do not hesitate to contact me. 

We hope you will find these comments helpful.  

Yours sincerely,
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Steve Gilbert

Chairman  
On behalf of the South East England Biodiversity Forum

South East England Biodiversity Forum - Response to Discussion Paper: An invitation to shape the Nature of England

Question 1. What do we need to do to embed the true value of our natural resources in decision making at all levels?
It is necessary to promote a landscape-scale and Ecosystem approach to the conservation and enhancement of the natural environment that allows for a full assessment of the public goods and services provided by the natural environment. Biodiversity must be recognised and positioned as a key element of this, acknowledging that biodiversity is not necessarily delivered automatically by the provision of ecosystem services. Environmental considerations should underpin decision making – “the economy is a wholly-owned subsidiary of the environment, not the other way round” [quote from US Senator G Nelson]. It is essential that the natural environment is not seen merely as the domain of one Government department, but is a shared responsibility across Government.

· Presently markets fail to reflect the true value of the natural environment. Correcting this is vital. 

· Assessment of the state of the natural environment needs to be embedded in national economic assessments (e.g. GDP) 

· Improved information for consumers about the impact (positive and negative) the production of goods has on the natural environment and the related ecosystem services is central to informing and changing consumer behaviour  

Question 2.  Have we identified the right overarching challenges for the White Paper to consider?

The Discussion Document broadly identifies the right challenges (climate change, demographic changes and incremental impacts), for example in the section Our Biodiversity (pages 8-9). However, whilst recognising successes where they have been achieved, it is important not to underplay the challenges that we face. Our failure to meet the 2010 biodiversity target clearly illustrates this, as does the conclusion in the Making Space for Nature report (Lawton et al.) that our wildlife sites do not, collectively, represent a coherent and robust ecological network resilient to climate change.
In addition, the lack of public understanding that the environment underpins our economy and our well being, and that further degradation of the natural environment will undermine our way of life is a fundamental challenge. 

Question 3. What are the existing policies and practices aimed at protecting England’s natural assets (including but not limited to those set out above on our biodiversity, seas, water bodies, air and soil) that currently work most effectively?

Statutory designations (such as SSSIs) have been a key mechanism for maintaining elements of semi-natural habitats within the wider landscape, notwithstanding the overall conclusion in the Making Space for Nature report quoted above. Without them, losses would have been far higher than have actually occurred, and the building blocks for reconstructing a coherent network would not be in place. Furthermore, even if their characteristics alter as the climate changes, they will remain among the most important sites in the country, because for reasons of location, geology, hydrology etc they are places that lend themselves to supporting high levels of ecological interest, albeit that the details of that interest may alter over time.

Agri-environment measures have performed patchily, but at their best they have been crucial in supporting environmentally friendly land management practices. Higher Level Stewardship in particular has delivered significant success stories, and its retention and wide availability is essential in the short-medium term.

The benefit gained from Section 106 agreements has varied greatly but there are many cases where these agreements have seen great improvements for the natural environment.  Development of important BAP habitats resulting from minerals extraction is a good example. 

Planning Policy Statement 9 is an important lever within Local Authorities. Central to its importance  is the requirement of Local Authorities to identify areas of opportunity for biodiversity enhancement and to enhance biodiversity where possible through  the planning system. 

Local Record Centres gather, hold and manage large amounts of local data and contribute the vast majority of data to the national data sets. They are also essential for Local Authorities to meet their planning requirements. Local Record Centres should continue to gain financial support from Local Authorities and Government. 

Local Biodiversity Partnerships can provide a vital service to the conservation work at a county level. Although this is not true of all partnerships the White Paper provides the opportunity to learn from best practice and spread that to the rest of the country. SEEBF would like to see Local Biodiversity Partnerships working to deliver gains for biodiversity in agreed areas of opportunity for biodiversity (e.g. Biodiversity Opportunity Areas). This would link well to the planning requirements in PPS9 as well as to the recent Making Space for Nature report (Lawton et al.)
a. What works less well – what could we stop doing or do differently?
There remains a lack of joined up thinking about environmental consequences in decision making: we have not got the message across adequately that the environment is a key consideration that helps support social and economic aspirations, and is not a constraint upon such aspirations.

We have not achieved widespread biodiversity success outside designated sites (and in some respects, not within them either), despite some good news stories. The “flip-side” to the comment above about agri-environment measures is that the popular Entry Level Stewardship scheme has not, by and large, achieved biodiversity objectives and shows little sign of being a major factor in achieving the re-calibrated 2020 outcomes. If resources have to be re-allocated, it is important that they are directed to the places where they will contribute most to those outcomes, such as Higher Level Stewardship.
The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Duty has been of great value in raising the awareness of public bodies of the importance of biodiversity. However, the duty needs to be more strongly worded if any significant impact on the natural environment is to be delivered due to this Duty.  
Question 4. What mechanisms should we focus on to ensure we manage our natural systems more effectively in future?    
We need to ensure that available finances are used in the most effective way and are targeted to achieve the greatest benefit. The role of Environmental Stewardship, and the relative efficacy of Entry Level and Higher Level Stewardship, referred to above, is an example of this. We must also seek solutions to environmental challenges that address the causes rather than the symptoms (for example, tackling diffuse pollution at source rather than having to invest in costly phosphate stripping infrastructure) and/or work with the grain of natural processes rather than treating nature as an opponent (for example, where possible finding soft engineering solutions to flood risk management issues, by creation of saltmarsh or functional floodplain habitats).

We need to investigate novel financial arrangements, such as the use of conservation credits to pay for habitat creation that offsets damage caused by development, and measures (possibly involving taxation linked to ecosystem service provision) to ensure that the full cost of natural resource use is reflected by market values.

a. How should we define success? AND b. How can we agree on common goals and assess our progress towards them?

Success would mean that our overall natural capital, including biodiversity, and the services it provides are not being diminished, and where possible is subject to a net gain over time. Appropriate, robust means of quantifying and monitoring this are required. There is scope for local community involvement in goal setting and monitoring, provided this is consistent with national or international obligations, for example where sites are SSSI or Natura 2000.

· BAP habitat and species targets have been a useful tool for engaging with a wide range of partners and for ensuring that there is communication and agreement between local and national objectives. 

· Assessment of SSSIs in favourable and recovering condition should be maintained with targets for the SSSIs that show favourable condition as well as favourable/recovering due to management agreements. 

· The National Indicator 197, identifying the proportion of local wildlife sites in positive conservation management, was a measureable and provided a link between the working of Local Authorities and appropriate land management. SEEBF propose that a similar measure is reinstated for Local Authorities. 

· Agreeing common goals needs a partnership approach nationally and locally underpinned by good data (provided in part by the Local Record Centres) 
Question 5. How best can we reduce our footprint on the natural environment abroad, through the goods, services and products we use?

Public awareness campaigns can be used to draw attention to the effects of our use of natural resources on the natural environment abroad. We should make best use of purchasing power at home to encourage sustainable resource use elsewhere, for example by responsible sourcing of forestry products by public bodies.
· The Government needs to develop, use and promote standard methodologies for measuring the ecological and climate footprint of products, goods and services
· Increase labelling of goods and services to ensure that the ecological footprint is understood by consumers
· The Government should work for agreement on international standards for product production based on maintaining and enhancing biodiversity and ecosystem services 
Question 6. What best practice and innovative approaches to protecting and enhancing our natural environment do you think should be considered as we develop the White Paper?

It is essential that we engage a wide range of partners. The historical tendency for the natural environment to be seen as the domain of a single Government department and an “environment lobby” (whether statutory or otherwise) must be overcome. There has been a perception that it is difficult to engage the business community in environmental (particularly biodiversity) projects, but there are excellent examples of collaborative approaches that should be used as case studies, for example the role of the aggregates industry in creating post-extraction wildlife habitats.
It is necessary both to inspire the interest and involvement of communities at a local level and deliver at a landscape scale. Increasingly it has become clear that relatively small scale action (e.g. through the management of nature reserves) is not, on its own, able to conserve our natural assets, let alone deliver the enhancements that we seek. SEEBF’s Biodiversity Opportunity Areas, the Wildlife Trusts’ Living Landscapes programme and the RSPB’s Futurescapes are all examples of landscape scale thinking, and this approach should be supported in the White Paper.  
In particular the Biodiversity Opportunity Areas provide an agreed framework for landscape scale delivery across the South East of England. These areas were locally identified using data and expertise from the Local Record Centres and following a standardised methodology provide a focus for local partnership projects. The Local Biodiversity Partnerships have a key role to play in this work and in the South East; these partnerships have shifted their work into the Biodiversity Opportunity Areas so that the areas form the focus for local groups and partnerships for delivery of biodiversity outcomes.  

 For example Oxfordshire Nature Conservation Forum has played a key role in creating a strong county network linking conservation charities, local authorities, government agencies, farming organisations, businesses and local community groups with the aim of maintaining, restoring and creating BAP habitat in the Biodiversity Opportunity Areas as well as supporting conservation work of local parishes, the public and local conservation groups. 

In seeking innovative approaches we need to ensure that we do not abandon things that have been proven to work. There has been a regrettable tendency in the past for statutory sector funding to be switched to new projects that may deliver innovation without adequate long term arrangements being in place to sustain existing activity, and where the latter is actually working well this can lead to an overall reduction in the desired outcomes. It would be valuable to conduct a review of environmental projects that have worked well but run out of funds, with a view to re-invigorating the best of them.
SEEBF supports: 
· a ‘tiered’ approach to designations;
· the specification of a landscape scale approach within the White Paper

· the Local Record Centres as vital to the development of any biodiversity focused work

· the Local Biodiversity Partnerships as  a strong mechanism for linking national strategy to delivery through local groups and Civil Society  

· protection of ecosystem services (on and off-shore), including through the planning system and through innovative schemes for business and consumers;
· enabling new mechanisms to reward and fund work to protect and conserve the natural environment for current users and future generations.

Examples: 

Biodiversity Opportunity Areas
Through the Local Biodiversity Partnerships working groups have been set up around important areas for the restoration and enhancement of biodiversity. These groups include representatives from civil society organisations, local authorities, local interest groups, landowners, businesses and governmental organisations. Together they develop a vision for the area identifying how and where best to maintain, restore or enhance the natural environment bringing together the needs of local businesses with the aims of the wildlife groups, local people and landowners. Ref: http://strategy.sebiodiversity.org.uk/pages/biodiversity-opportunity-areas-description.html
BRANCH Project
This project brought scientists and conservationists together with Local Authorities and local people to assess the impact of climate change on biodiversity and develop approaches to adaptation. It was a very successful partnership project with effective partnerships being built between countries, between scientists and planners and between local planners and the local voluntary community. 
The NCA climate change assessment method
Two rounds of pilots have been carried out on NCAs in each region by Natural England staff. The project will provide a method that can be used by local groups, focussed around a landscape scale area e.g. NCA, National Park, AONB, a nature reserve (the scale is flexible), which will allow them to assess the impact of climate change on the landscape features and functions using local knowledge and suggest appropriate win-win and low regret adaptation responses. 
EA Habitat Creation Project 
Adapting to change at the coast through managed realignment and provision of compensatory habitat.  Integration into local development plans.
South Downs and Harbours Clean Water Partnership 

Partnership between EA, NE, Portsmouth Water to tackle diffuse water pollution affecting drinking water quality and sensitive coastal habitats.
Question 7. How best can we harness and build on public enthusiasm for the natural environment so people can help improve it through local action, as informed consumers or by shaping policy?

People need to have opportunities to experience, engage with and be inspired by the natural environment. High quality green space, incorporating wildlife habitat and attractive landscape features, is needed in existing settlements and should be incorporated as a matter of course in new developments. Green corridors linking such sites should be developed. Where mechanisms are in place to provide this (as in the Thames Gateway) then we should ensure that these initiatives continue and are used as exemplars for action elsewhere.

Environmental education is a key factor in encouraging public involvement, now and in the future. The “disconnection” that has developed between many children and young people and the natural environment has been well documented, and this can be addressed by ensuring the environment is properly covered in school curriculums, not as an abstract concept but as a living reality and young people should have access to local green space. The environment should be a core element running throughout the curriculum with ample opportunity for children to learn and experience the UK’s natural environment. 
Local environmental assets may also have a wider significance, and we should encourage recognition of this, so that the old “act locally, think globally” maxim is understood and implemented. For example, Pagham Harbour in West Sussex is both a Local Nature Reserve and a wetland of international importance (Ramsar site and Special Protection Area).   
Local Biodiversity Partnerships can provide a vital resource for local conservation action groups. These partnerships link the local group with county and national strategies, provide expertise and support and guidance and help the groups gain funding. Many of the Local Biodiversity Action Plan partnerships play this role at a county level and Oxfordshire Nature Conservation Forum (www.oncf.org.uk) is a good example, running local conservation group conferences, providing talks to parishes and linking the work of local groups to larger strategies to ensure that the work of these groups contributes to the delivery of landscape scale projects (through the Biodiversity Opportunity Areas).
Question 8. What should be our vision for the role of Civil Society in managing and enhancing the natural environment and for engaging individuals, businesses and communities in setting the agenda for that work? 

The vision must include a better understanding by individuals, businesses and communities that the economy and society are totally dependent on a healthy environment. The business opportunities that can arise from a more sustainable pattern of land use should be emphasised; examples might include green tourism and the marketing of food products that help sustain “natural” systems (e.g. South Downs lamb). Consideration should be given to establishing local registers of “environment friendly enterprises”, which meet a minimum standard and make a direct contribution to protecting and enhancing the local (or wider) natural environment.
Question 9. How best can Government incentivise innovative and effective action on the natural environment, across England, at the local level?

a. How best can local Government and other local partners work together to improve local outcomes on the natural environment, and pursue a more integrated approach linking a healthy natural environment to economic prosperity, sustainable development and a better quality of life, health and wellbeing?

Clear guidance needs to be provided by Government to local authorities and local business partnerships on the importance of the natural environment in delivering multiple objectives, including economic ones.  As mentioned above, the dependence of economic and social activity on a healthy environment is still under-appreciated, leading to “silo” thinking. Case studies of integrated approaches are likely to help in this process. Local Enterprise Partnerships should also adopt an integrated approach, and the aspiration for them to be “business led” does not mean that other considerations can be side-lined.  
Central government should

· Set out national expectations of local government and communities (or civil society) at the local level; 
· Promote awareness of the ecosystem services benefits provided by the natural environment; and
· Ensure all Government Departments protect and enhance the natural environment 

 
Local government should

· Work in partnership with Civil Society to identify and meet the requirements of, and aims for, the natural environment in their area

· With input from partners identify the natural environment assets (such as the areas of BAP habitat) and the priorities for conservation activity

· Identify their special contribution to England's natural environment and how they will work to conserve and enhance this (building on existing Local and Regional plans and strategies)
· Financially support local biodiversity and environment partnerships
· Financially support the Local Environmental Record Centres 
· Report periodically the environmental consequences of the decisions taken in their area
b. What are the most effective mechanisms for managing the natural environment where cross-boundary issues are involved, and making the link to other mechanisms for economic growth, transport and planning?
See c. below.
c. How best can the value of the natural environment be considered within local planning?

The forthcoming review of planning legislation should provide a clear definition of sustainable development and its role in maintaining a healthy natural environment, putting this at the centre of the planning process. 
Local Development Frameworks must contain positive policies for the natural environment, to set the context for local decisions. This should include maps identifying the areas of opportunity for enhancement for biodiversity as well as the existing areas of importance. 
The planning review should also provide clear a requirement for local authorities to collaborate on protection of the natural environment where there are cross boundary issues. This is particularly important in the absence of regional spatial strategies, as natural environment considerations will very frequently extend beyond the boundaries of individual Local Development Frameworks.

The role of existing cross-boundary bodies (e.g. AONB Joint Committees and National Park Authorities) should be emphasised. Performance against biodiversity objectives has, hitherto, frequently been no better within protected landscapes than outside them, and the renewed focus on the natural environment should require these partnerships to address this problem.

The Thames Basin Heaths Joint Strategic Partnership Board is a good example of local authorities working across boundaries, and it is essential that the absence of a “regional” tier of planning does not discourage such methods of working where they are key to delivering best practice. 

BAP habitats need to be given a greater significance in informing planning decisions to support this aim and still enable growth, hand in hand with this there is a need for funding for the natural environment from development to be spent off the site of that specific development. In other words, offset payments from development could be used to mitigate damage and enhance the environment on a site outside the area of the development. However, this would need to be done with great care to ensure that: 

· Local communities do not lose out through loss of local wildlife sites

· Wildlife that cannot be recreated within a reasonable timeframe is not applicable for offsets (ancient woodland, chalk grassland)

· That the offset is on a like for like basis (reedbed cannot be the offset for loss of woodland)

· The offset payment is appropriate to the habitat being lost and the cost of recreating it elsewhere.
· Local Authorities need to have natural environment professionals (e.g. biodiversity officers/ecologists etc) in house and their staff and members, across the board, need to be aware of the importance and the role of the natural environment in their specific jobs and wider society. 

Question 10. How best could the economy reflect the true value of nature’s services in the way business is done, to drive smarter, greener growth?

The true cost of natural resources is not currently reflected in the price of goods and services. The ways of putting this right are not straightforward, but it may be that elements of the approach to establishing a market in carbon could be used with regard to other natural resources. Underpinning this we need to recognise that: 
· The environment underpins the economy and as such the ‘green’ economy is and has to be the ‘whole’ economy. 

· The economy must fully recognise the value of the natural environment. Markets, as the engines of growth, are only as good as the rules and institutions that allow them to operate and presently prices ‘fail’ to identify costs or efficiencies because they fail to take account of environmental assets, costs and benefits. 
Question 11. Responsible businesses are already looking for ways to reduce their impact on the environment. How can we encourage more action on this?

See answer to Question 8 above.  Further, the public sector should act as an exemplar of best practice, and encourage environmentally sustainable business activity through its procurement policies.   
Business and the public sector could offer additional annual leave if the leave involves conservation activity in the UK.  This would increase the number of ‘volunteers’, better link businesses with the conservation sector and benefit the natural environment directly. 
Question 12. What are the barriers to joining up and seeking multiple benefits from our natural assets?
Despite some moves towards more holistic delivery of major public sector projects, it remains the case that only limited account is taken of multiple benefits from a particular investment, and there is little scope for making additional investments from other “pots” of public funding to enhance aspects of a project that are not defined as its core objective. An example is in flood risk management where, despite some good intentions, there are still many instances of missed opportunities for delivery of multiple benefits (such as flood defence and biodiversity enhancement). A positive example of multiple benefits being factored in to a major scheme is the proposed Medmerry realignment in West Sussex, which if successful will deliver flood defence, biodiversity, landscape and public amenity benefits.    

An additional complexity is that the ecosystem services provided by any area have several different beneficiaries. For example, an area of moorland will provide an ecosystem service in terms of water purification for those in the catchment, a carbon storage facility for everyone and a nice place to walk for those living near to the site. This makes it difficult to gain the appropriate return for managing this land. 

See also answer to Question 13 below.

Question 13. What are the barriers to thinking big and taking a landscape scale approach to managing our natural assets?

Complex land ownership patterns and (potentially) conflicting land management aspirations are clearly barriers. Complicating this is the fact that schemes designed explicitly to support a landscape scale approach are not available.
Similarly, public misconception of the objectives and consequences of large-scale management of the natural environment can be an impediment to change (for example, the perception that the creation of large-scale wetland features will lead to an increase in flooding of residential areas). These factors make it all the more essential to pursue a policy of actively involving individuals, businesses and communities as mentioned in Question 8. The policy of extensive public consultation and involvement in the Medmerry project (mentioned in Question 12 above) appears to have allayed public concerns and won widespread support for the scheme.
In the absence of a planning layer between national and local, lack of cooperation between local authorities (or indeed other locally constituted bodies) could be an obstruction, cross-boundary collaboration should be a legal requirement (9c above). 
Further, the difficulty in gaining benefits to biodiversity and the natural environment off the site of development (for example through section 106 agreements) means that enhancements from development are often patchy and difficult to link into larger landscape scale approaches, such as the Biodiversity Opportunity Areas. 

Lack of long term funding for conservation work is a key barrier. The delivery of high quality habitats and viable populations of species can take decades and as such it is essential that the funding available (through grants as well as stewardship and resulting from planning decisions) builds on existing work and projects rather than simply funding the start up of new projects.  

See also answer to Question 12 above.

Question 14. What should be the priorities for the UK’s role in EU and international action, to protect and enhance the natural environment at home and abroad?

The UK contains a wide range of areas of European and international importance for biodiversity (SPAs, SACs, Ramsar sites), with many important sites in South East England. It is essential that we conserve and, where necessary, enhance these sites for their own inherent value and as exemplars in an international context. Designation of further sites will be necessary to complete the network. The importance of the marine environment should be recognised in this process, with Marine Conservation Zones playing an appropriate role in biodiversity protection.  
To ensure the long term viability of these sites better integration of the management of these sites within Biodiversity Opportunity Areas and other, large protected areas (notably AONBs and National Parks) is required. These provide an opportunity, not yet fully realised, for the delivery of biodiversity as part of the suite of wider public benefits, and similar considerations are likely to be relevant at the European and global levels. 

As mentioned in answer to Question 7 above, the objective of increasing public involvement in the natural environment should include greater awareness of the significance of internationally important natural assets, and the role that they also play locally.

The UK Government has a key role in influencing European and global policies that will have an impact on the Natural Environment. For example, influencing CAP reform to ensure that the funding pays for high quality environmental outcomes is vital. Equally it is important that the UK Government works in Europe and globally to apply common environmental standards to the use of land, water and seas with the aim of reducing the negative environmental footprint and ideally enhancing the natural environment. 

Question 15. If you could choose just one priority action for the Natural Environment White Paper to drive forward locally, nationally or internationally – what would it be?  
Implementation of the recommendations held within the Making Space for Nature report (Lawton et al.)   

Members of the South East England Biodiversity Forum


Association of Local Government Ecologists (ALGE), Berkshire Buckinghamshire and Oxfordshire Wildlife Trust, Brighton and Hove Unitary Authority, BTCV, Defra, East Sussex County Council, Natural England, Environment Agency, Forestry Commission, GOSE, Hampshire County Council, Hampshire & Isle of Wight Wildlife Trust, Isle of Wight Unitary Authority, Kent County Council, Kent Wildlife Trust, National Trust, National Trust Wildlife Trusts, Oxfordshire County Council, RSPB, South East Biodiversity Action Plan Officers’ Group, South East Biological Records Centres, Wildlife Trusts in the South East, Southampton Unitary Authority, Sussex Wildlife Trust, Surrey County Council, Surrey Wildlife Trust, West Berkshire Unitary Authority, West Sussex County Council, Woodland Trust, Wildlife Trusts in the South East, Farming and Wildlife Advisory Group
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