             East of England Biodiversity Forum
Response to consultation on the draft East of England Implementation Plan and The East of England Climate Change Partnership, Climate Change Action Plan
________________________________________________________________
This Consultation Response

We welcome the opportunity to comment on the draft plan. The East of East England Biodiversity Forum (EEBF) is a liaison body of governmental and non-governmental organisations and groups involved in nature conservation, which provides a focus for furthering biodiversity in East of East England. Our comments on the draft East of England Implementation plan are limited to the issues that relate directly to the conservation and management of biodiversity resources, in line with our remit. The views presented in this response are based on general consensus among the EEBF policy sub-group, on behalf of the Forum. However, it is important to note that individual organisations may have their own opinions on the draft East of England Implementation Plan, and that these may not necessarily align with all the views and recommendations presented here.
We have chosen not to address all the consultation questions; answering only those of most direct relevance to our activities.

The Consultation Questions
1) Is the analysis in the ‘where are we now’ section accurate and complete?  If not, what evidence supports your view?

EEBF believes that the analysis contained in this section is flawed, in that it contains no discussion of the fundamental importance of conserving the region’s environmental assets. Both the RSS and the RES emphasise quality and the vulnerability of the regional environment and its importance for its intrinsic qualities and as a major contributor to quality of life, inward investment and the region’s economic performance.
We believe that conservation of the fabric of the physical environment should figure as one of the regional headline ambitions. We welcome the inclusion of targets for greenhouse gas emissions and water consumption; these are vitally important but insufficient to represent the efforts that are needed to conserve the regional environment as we move toward more sustainable development. 
There is some attention to , biodiversity and green infrastructure, but greater reference specifically should be made to the importance of managing change in the region’s physical environment: it’s wider landscape, tree and woodland cover and in pursuit of key species conservation and delivery of biodiversity action plans.  Given the references throughout the plan to partners and partnership working, the plan could also usefully refer to the work of Natural England and Landscape East (the latter developing the strategic regional landscape work referred to in the RSS).  These form part of the real “delivery landscape” for the plan’s implementation.
Evidence of the importance and vulnerability of the natural and man-made environment of the region is plentiful and convincing, from the RSS and RES themselves, the sustainability appraisals undertaken as part of their preparation and from recent reports such as Investing in the East of England’s natural assets: state, value and vision (Natural England: 2009) and Environmental Snapshot: State of the Environment – East of England (Environment Agency: 2009). Review of the extent and condition of Biodiversity Action Plan Habitats in the East of England. (Prepared for Natural England by Land Use Consultants 2009.)
2) Do you think the categorisation of the current themes and sub regional priorities adequately captures the ambitions of the regional economic and spatial strategies?

We recognise that that a thematic approach is probably the best way to organise a document of this complexity, but are concerned that the result is somewhat ‘compartmentalised’ with the cross-cutting nature of many sustainable development issues not fully reflected. The linkages and read-across between programmes in the various themes is not always acknowledged as it should be. For example between programmes under the Housing and Transport themes and those under the Green Infrastructure, Heritage, Flood Risk and Coastal Environment themes. 
As we have indicated above, we are concerned that the Implementation Plan does not adequately address the conservation of the region’s environmental fabric; its landscape and biodiversity, particularly outside designated areas and sites. Much of this is managed by the agricultural sector and we find no specific mention of the sector and its developmental needs in the Plan. This is the more surprising, given the importance of the region to national agricultural output and food security. A healthy agricultural sector, with appropriate support in terms of training and agri-environment funding, appropriate opportunities for business diversification and with access to water resources for sustainable use is vital to the proper conservation of the region’s biodiversity.
Culture, Creativity and the Visitor Economy

8a) Does the theme and its programmes capture the ambition for the region and scale of the challenge? If not, what changes would you suggest and what evidence supports these changes? 

Biodiversity contributes positively to the region’s economy. It attracts thousands of visitors from overseas and within the UK for a range of activities based around the region’s biodiversity, such as walking, boating and sailing and bird watching. It also secures investment and retains skills by supporting high-quality places to work and do business. 
Table 64 is focused on growing and sustaining the visitor economy. Links should be made here to the importance of maintaining and enhancing the regions biodiversity which is acknowledged in both the RES and the RSS as a key factor in attracting tourists to the region. Consideration should also be given to the management of increased numbers of visitors so that there is no adverse impact upon the biodiversity that attracted them to the region.
EEBF would like to highlight the importance of addressing invasive and non-native species and the need for a co-ordinated regional response. 

Green Infrastructure, Landscape, Heritage, Flood Risk and Coastal Environments 

9a) Does the theme and its programmes capture the ambition for the region and scale of the challenge? If not, what changes would you suggest and what evidence supports these changes? 

We find much to support in the programmes outlined in Tables 69, 70 and 71, which should bring important benefits to parts of the regional biodiversity. 

RSS Policy ENV3 requires that planning authorities and other agencies should ensure that internationally and nationally designated sites are given the strongest level of protection and that development does not have adverse effects on the integrity of sites of European of international importance for nature conservation. Proper consideration should be given to the potential effects of development on the conservation of habitats and species outside designated sites, and on species protected by law.

Planning authorities and other agencies should ensure that the region’s wider biodiversity, earth heritage and natural resources are protected and enriched through the conservation, restoration and re-establishment of key resources. 
The Plan should address woodland management and the woodland creation targets set out in RSS Policy ENV5.

We are concerned that there is no mention of the agricultural sector in managing the land for biodiversity. There should be acknowledgement of this here and links to support for agriculture to be provided under other themes.
9b) Is there other existing or planned work we should include that will significantly deliver the headline targets and ambitions of the RES and RSS? 
The East of England Biodiversity Forum has produced a Delivery Plan for 2008-2015 through a consultative process, which highlights 65 actions which are designed to encourage us all too creatively manage our land resource and conserve wildlife. It should also serve to inspire and engage people with the places they visit and which they live. 
This is important work which should be included in Table 70.
We really welcome Table 71. 
 The traditional approach to nature conservation has been to protect significant sites in law and then manage them for particular species or habitats. This policy has achieved much to date, but is unlikely to sustain our wildlife over the long term as many of the sites are neither ecologically or economically viable and face ever-increasing external pressures. Frequently, they are compromised by their small size, isolation and/or are subject to decreasing ecological quality.
If our wildlife is going to be sustained over the long-term we need to think about the way in which we manage and use land in a much broader way and on a larger scale. 

Alongside conservation at the local level, it is now appreciated that we need to function at the regional level.  This involved conservation at a landscape-scale, focusing on protecting and enhancing the existing important areas, increasing their size and making them more resilient, creating and maintaining habitat and ecosystem linkages across the landscape, plus improving environmental quality of the intervening countryside and urban areas. By taking this more ambitious approach we will create living landscapes which will allow species to move more freely between suitable habitats, improve the future quality of life for everyone and create a lasting legacy for future generations.
At a regional level the EEBF has collated all the landscape – scale projects that are aspirational and underway to achieve this legacy.   This list comprises of almost 70 projects which is too many to be included in the EEIP.  So over the last few months the EEBF has undergone a consultative process to identify the priority landscape – scale projects for the region that EEBF believes that the EEIP should include as a programme of work.  Potential projects were scored in a matrix against the following criteria; deliver major Green Infrastructure, Access, Iconic Species and all the 6 challenges described in the Regional Biodiversity Delivery Plan.  There are 12 projects listed and it has been a difficult subjective process and individual partners do slightly disagree with the priority list but the consensus list is as follows.  Additionally we should appreciate that local economic, cultural and social needs will create a platform to bring about delivery of these Landscape –scale projects.
Blackwater Estuary

Brecks Biodiversity Project

Bythe to Alde 

Great Fen Project
Green Arc

Greensand Ridge

Norfolk and Suffolk Broads

Marston Vale Community Forest

Thames Estuary

Thames Chase Community Forest

Wallasea

Wicken Fen Vision
(A map is available with these projects if required)
9c) Are there programmes that you would prioritise or remove?  What are your reasons for this?

All the programmes listed under this theme are important. We would remove none and add others as outlined above. 

We are very concerned at the very low level of funding proposed under this theme and doubt whether it will be anywhere near adequate to deliver the necessary environmental resilience to absorb the high levels of growth proposed in the two strategies.
.
The East of England Climate Change Partnership, Climate Change Action Plan
We are pleased that at last this important document will be produced and the timing is very apt so it the policies can be fully integrated into the EEIP.  Thus ensuring we become the leading region on climate change action.  
Climate Change will bring indirect impacts to biodiversity through changes in socio-economic drivers, working practices, cultural values, policies and use of land and other resources. Due to their scale, scope and speed, many could be more damaging than the direct impacts, especially those that affect our highly modified landscapes, coasts and seas. 
 There will be opportunities as well as threats for biodiversity and adaptation needs to address both.  Landscape- scale projects are a key feature in delivering resilience to a sustainable natural environment.  Projects which are examples of ongoing actions under this objective are Natural England work in the Norfolk Broads and particularly Hickling adaptation project.
East of England Biodiversity Partnership welcomes the opportunity to engage with the East of England Climate Change Partnership.
