Minutes of the Urban Ecosystem Group meeting

9/4/2011 10.00–13.00 Y Wyddfa
 via video conference at CCW Offices Bangor, Cardiff? and Abergavenny
Present: Bangor: Pete Frost (Chair), Emilly Meiller, David Thorpe, Jan Sherry, Emily Meilleur, Julia Korn  Steve Chambers, Cardiff.  Sorrel Jones V/C

Abergavenny: Clare Somerville (Minuting)

	Item
	Title
	 Activity
	Action number

	1
	Introductions and Welcome


	Apologies received from Becky Sharp? Margaret Wood?.  Nigel Ajex-Lewis & Lauren Frazer, UWC
	

	2
	Minutes of last meeting
	
	

	3
	Update by the Chair
	
	

	4
	WDF


	JK update from the Wales Biodiversity WDF reviewed to reflect the devolution of the BAP process and there is a new structure in place for the Wales Framework.  Ecosystem 21 group and the Ecosystem groups set out in the Wales Biodiversity framework doc. There are new CBD/EU targets, mapping out a broader approach to biodiversity and a new ecosystem approach for Wales.  Asked to look at the whole WPB structure to make the governance tighter to demonstrate what the WDP is delivering in terms of our national commitments. The whole structure needs revewing; there are nine ecosystem groups consisting of regional and local tiers, the steering group is overall responsible for the Partnership and all the other groups and is chaired by WG. Problems with commitment, staff – now divided up into workstreams,  How do we link the various groups into a SEB/Neff.  How can WDP contribute in future?

Check with Julia

AOB. JS - need to address the priority mapping. See item 6
EM? – Brown Field site in Gwynedd 
	4.1 JK & SJ to work together to produce a short briefing to clarify the differences between WEL and WDP.

4.2 PF to re-circulate the terms of reference round the group for comment to be re-confirmed by e-mail.



	5
	Sustaining a Living Wales

	The LW program dictates how the SEB operates.  The two processes? are now linked to the NEF.  There are two consultations out at the moment with some emphasis on urban issues in the document. PF asked the group what they think of these consultations?  There is a lack of biodiversity, only two paragraphs mention biodiversity and much focus on the economics placing the environment at the service of the economy with no mention of a high quality environment being attractive to business.  There are sections on the benefits to business, the community and the environment.  However, the benefits for a better environment come after the benefits to business – seems more geared to business. Not a logical layout and very economy focussed.

JS The Natur group commented that biodiversity was also hardly mentioned in the Green paper which appears to be mostly about how de-regulation is better for the economy but does not say how, but the case has not been made i.e. why the regulations do not work – no analysis of the enforcement of the regulations has been done.  No urban, marine or the historic environment has been mentioned.  Poor linkage.  According to the various NGOs, the ecosystem approach is not being represented.  The key issues are missing – only regulation and the economy are represented.  Urban environment issues do not figure very highly. Considers SEB to focus on people and urban as separate issues rather than being part of the whole environment. It is crucial that the urban is included.  JK is running training on ecosystems and wellbeing and should be directed at the new SEB staff rather than CCW/EA/FC staff.  
EAH commented on the NEF consultation document. Included the diagram on?  Emphasis on de-regulation and designation was considered negative despite adding a table showing the different types of designation.  The text was full of grammatical problems and syntax errors and the questions asked were unclear. This may cause problems when trying to interpret the questions to give a coherent answer. The ecosystem groups need to come up with a consistent view to what the questions mean. 
From an urban point of view it was considered that the document misses the link between high quality natural environment and the link to human wellbeing and the economy.

But the immediate impact of ecosystem services. Environmental approach to species and habitats and urban habitats. 

Monitoring of urban sites as part of the NEF. Be wary of get monitoring in to the statuary bill for planning as a statuary item. Timetable – 2014

	5.1 JS to circulate the Natur response to Sustaining a Living Wales round the group.

5.2 JK to send recommendations from the Inquiry into biodiversity loss and the Ministers response

5.3 JK to send the Ffynnon link to the benefits of SSSIs report round the group.

5.4 EAH to send PF a form of words as requirement for monitoring.

5.5 Group to send PF their detailed comments on what they would like to see included in the Urban Ecosystems response. Comments to be sent in by end of March 2012.



	6
	Mapping Urban Habitats project
	PF DEFRA project to map open mosaic habitats in urban spaces and its impact in Wales how it is relevant to Wales.

Not undertaken in Wales as there was no match funding available from NE. Contractors exeGesIS are undertaking the mapping work to identify key features. Even though the project is only running in England and will not go ahead in Wales, the methodology can still be used. Surveying 100 sites of which 50 are significant for inverts and will be surveyed this summer. Reports to be finalised and the results to be added as a National dataset through MBM next year.  
Sites are chosen for their urban mosaic habitat diversity where the methodology can be truly tested. And the methodology can be used as a management tool in the future. E commented that slate quarries have similar types of habitat as brown field sites. Similar open mosaics i.e. Gwynedd RDB Protoparmelia atriceda? lichen found on slate quarries in Gwynedd.   
JS pointed out that her coal spoil reports contain bryophyte and invert data and there is a Wales wide list of sites sent in by members of the public who have gathered data and know what to do with it; also Sam Bosanquet has a large amount of bryophyte. JS suggests the data could all be put together into one list to be plotted on GIS as  point data. Can the group come up with any priority mapping? DT Thorpe suggested the possibility of a student project to digitise the bryophyte cover on Jan’s list using polygons as there is a data standard for open mosaic habitats and has been used in the Gwent Baseline survey.
Gwent wildlife trust has the experience of mapping brown site mosaic habitats and would welcome any consultation.  
Need to know where all the good sites are JS developed a grading system for sites in the coal spoils project.
UWB MSc project for GIS Potential mosaic open habitats sites in Wales. from Wales wide inventory need both polygon and point data to display the sites.
Suggested workplan for open habitats sites are in five stages- 1. Initial mapping (done) 2. Publicity phase from LBAP & meetings. 3. Detailed mapping phase polys in line with DEFRA protocol. 5. Draw together.
There is a possibility of a new project for surveying inverts in Wales with Bug Life, funded by WREN. Good news, match funding is not required.

	Action 6.1  DT to find out how soon a student could collate Jan's data.

Action 6.2 Dave and Jan to arrange?

Action 6.3 PF to talk to Gwynedd/Conwy/ LBAP groups

Action 6.4 PF to speak at local LBAP meetings and at the next N Wales LBAP group.

	7
	Research needs and evidence gaps
	PF asks CCW members of the group to check the intranet for the most up-to-date research for green space in urban areas is published. C3 Evidence group. 

The wider benefits/ Service provision

Management of the sites 

Need research on succession dynamics and research on management of the sites. 
Wider the benefit on managing the sites 
backup data on how to manage these sites
an initial literature review.
The WP a website needs to be redeveloped but there are funding issues

	Action 7. 1 PF to circulate the C3 Evidence paper on urban ecosystems to the group.
Action 7.2? Send details on how to manage updates from Linkedin.

Action 7.3 CCW members look on the intranet pages and advise PF on any articles to be circulated round the group


	8
	Policies
	Sustainable development and environment Bill and planning. Key issue is a loophole in this legislation allowing site owners to destroy a urban and brown field sites prior to planning meeting – loophole.
It is government policy to develop Brownfield sites.

However biodiversity aspect of of thuisof this is mentioned in a NEF

SuDS flood and water management Act – all new developments will include SuDs including TAN 5.

	Action  8.1 JS to send PF a form of words on the planning loophole which allows a site to be cleared prior to planning permission.
                               

	9
	Workplan
	Develop guidance for Brownfield sites. 

Monitoring, support? Any guidance you would like to see in the work plan? JS - need to provide management guidance for sites. Links with Pont workshops needed in South Wales but who to invite? Dumping exception is a problem on sites seen as derelict land these need to be managed. How can we bring all these sites back into management? PF has available money can be used to put on events in Wales. PF would like to organise seminars on the management of urban habitats. Would like to organise a seminar at Bute Park towards the end of 2012 on the management of urban habitats - key item for the work program. 
A full work plan including a 5- pronged approach to mapping, standing items to review research and policies plus the contribution to the NEF consultation. Also our contribution to DEFRA and the work on Urban OMH.

Have a themed meeting on the extractive industries to learn more about particular industry.

	Action 9.1? JS to send PF the template of the lowland Grassland and Heathland group work plan    

Action 9.2? PF to populate JS’ grassland and heathland group work plan and distribute to the group.  Item to be confirmed at the next meeting. 

	10
	Actions from last meeting

Move up
	From 2010 – 

Action 1 To come up with a holding response for when our organisation comes up against planning permission for brown field sites.
Action 2 Review membership. A thorough review of membership will probably take place after the SEB re-organisation. However, could suggest who should be on the Urban group. Have good representation from the voluntary sector, the statuary sector and the LBAP, need new reps from the private sector i.e. quarrying industry, LA planning officers, FC. What do we want from our new members? JS how about focus meetings? Asking specific members to join the themes i.e. grazing, quarrying. 

PF to add this to the work plan – to look at themed meetings with a presentation from each guest of the quarry/mining restoration/extractive industries. Need an open discussion as to how an OMH could be maintained. 
Two messages to come out of this meeting 

1. To publicise the fact that PF is talking to the each LBAP group and for members of this group to let their LBAPS to know
2. To send in sites which are good for OMH and threatened sites that may be good for OMH

3? To go out via WPB to all the LBAPS? 

Next meeting?  Please could you plan 2 meetings ahead?

Field visit to Rhyd y Mwyn via Chris Worker (WG- )Mon/Wed good for everyone

	Action 10.1 All members of group to read through the minutes of last meeting (29 Jan 2010) and to email PF who will collate and return emails to the group with any actions.
Action 10.2
PF to ask Chris Tucker (FC) to nominate Dafydd Fryer to join the group. 

Action 10.3 PF to arrange the venue and date of the next meeting. 

Action 10.4  DT to arrange meeting and summer field trip to Rhyd y Mwyn via Chris Worker (WG)

	8
	Confirm actions from this meeting
	To briefly review actions from this meeting and prepare a list of three key points for WBP
	

	9
	& Date of next meeting
	
	


