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Please use this form to comment on the Technical Discussion Paper ‘Biodiversity 2020: Developing indicators for measuring success.’ 

Responses can be sent by email (preferred) or post by November 11th 2011.

Email address: biodiversity@defra.gsi.gov.uk (please mark subject line: ‘Response: indicators’)
Postal address: Biodiversity Programme (Response:indicators), Zone 1/17, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol. BS1 6EB
Before you start

Your response will be used to develop an indicator set that makes best use of available data and is: relevant to the strategy, scientifically robust, compact, easily communicated and affordable. Please ensure that if you are commenting on particular indicator topics that you specify the indicator topic by number.
Defra and Natural England will publish a summary of the issues raised by respondents to this discussion document. This summary will include a list of names of organisations that responded but not people’s personal names, addresses or other contact details.  We will also store individual responses on a secure hard drive as members of the public may ask for a copy of responses under freedom of information legislation.
If you do not want your response - including your name, contact details and any other personal information – to be publicly available, please say so clearly in writing when you send your response to the consultation.  Please note, if your computer automatically includes a confidentiality disclaimer, that won’t count as a confidentiality request.

Please explain why you need to keep details confidential.  We will take your reasons into account if someone asks for this information under freedom of information legislation. But, because of the law, we cannot promise that we will always be able to keep those details confidential.  
Please provide your name, organisation (if applicable) and contact details below. Please include an email address if you have one.
	Name
	Jill Smith

	Organisation/company (if applicable)
	National Association for Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty

	Job title (if applicable)
	Communications Manager

	Address
	c/o NAAONB
Fosse Way

Northleach

Gloucestershire GL54  3JH

 


	email
	jill.smith@naaonb.org.uk

	Telephone no. (including area code)
	01451 862007

	Does your organisation provide data for the existing England Biodiversity Indicators?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


Questions for respondents

Table 1 in the technical discussion document sets out 17 indicator topics intended to cover the range of Strategy priorities and outcomes. Within each topic, the intention is to develop an indicator using best available data. Each indicator may have more than one measure where it is not sensible to combine them (for example, the existing indicator on wild birds has four measures for wetland, woodland, farmland and sea birds and each is assessed separately).
Table 2 sets out, for each of the indicator topic areas, the existing indicators available, the data sets that might underpin any indicator refinements or development and a set of options for that refinement or development.
Questions are set out below. Please leave the response box blank for any question that you do not wish to answer. Boxes may be expanded as required.
	Q1.   Ensuring development options have been adequately identified. For those indicator topics assessed as amber or red in Table 2, are there any:

a. Existing indicators (under development or used elsewhere); or 

b. Existing data sources,
that are not listed in the discussion document but which could be used to develop indicators for the Strategy ?

	Enter your comments here. Please state which indicator topic(s) you are addressing. 

Under the "Extent of Protected Sites indicator we support the proposed development and incorporation of data relating to the habitat extent and condition within protected landscapes; National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural beauty (AONBs). 
Data on the extent and condition of habitat within protected landscspes  could also contribute to better representation of  indicator 3 on Habitat Connectivity.

 



	Q2.     Identifying preferred options. Indicators should be:
a. Relevant to the Strategy

b. Easily communicated to a non-specialist audience

c. Based on suitable, high quality data sets (e.g. with a time series > 5 years, of known precision, with representative geographic coverage, regularly updated, and with a published methodology)

In addition, the indicator set should be compact and comprehensive and not place substantial financial burdens on the public sector. 

Which of the options set out in the discussion document, or that you have identified in Q1 above, best meet these requirements?

	Enter your comments here. Please state which indicator topic(s) you are addressing.

A general point is that we would like to see greater use of qualitative data in the development of national indicator sets - Imaginative use of descriptive, qualitative  judgements may not be as securelt scientific as empirical, numerical data, but they ten to mean more yo non scientists. For example merely recording the number of volunteer hours spent on a project cannot begin to capture the many layers of benefits voluntary time delivers for biodiveristy, the individual and the community. 



	Q3. Do you have any other comments on the proposed set of indicator topics or development options?

	Enter your comments here.

Mapping and monitoring of natural assets tends to be completed at a local or regional scale but there are some examples of larger scale studies which consider natural assets at the national or international scales. Developing a High Nature Value Farming Area Indicator for Europe is a collaborative project between the Institute of European Environmental Policy and partners.  Its aim was to test and develop an indicator for high nature value farmland. The project found that there was limited consistent data availability at the pan–European level which could account for the relationship between species, habitat and farming practice. 

 As a consequence three different types of indicator have been developed:

•
Land cover approach – understanding the distribution of High Nature Value Farmland in relationship to habitat and land cover.

•
Farming system approach – understanding the distribution of High Nature Value Farmland in relationship to farming systems associated with the presence of High Nature Value Farmland.

•
Species approach – understanding the distribution of High Nature Value Farmland in relationship to relevant bird species.

The study identified a number of potential uses for the dataset including as part of an impact assessment for new policy proposals or large infrastructure development proposals; to understand the extent, distribution and key agricultural characteristics of farming systems associated with HNV farmland; and to assess the progress in integrating agricultural and nature conservation measures. 

Approaches to mapping and monitoring of natural heritage vary, with the focus of studies varying: some focus on individual elements, such as habitats or species, whilst others take a more holistic landscape approach. The availability of consistent data at larger scales can limit national or international studies. However there are national monitoring programmes emerging.  
Work is underway in England to develop a common monitoring framework for the protected landscapes of England (National Parks and AONBs) to demonstrate their effectiveness in the conservation and enhancement of outstanding natural beauty.  This framework is being developed by a partnership involving Natural England, the English National Park Authorities Association (ENPAA), the National Association for Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (NAAONB), English Heritage and Defra. The Forestry Commission and Environment Agency have also been engaged  in its development.

The emerging framework builds on work carried out by the English National Park Authorities to develop a core set of ‘State of the Park’ indicators for National Parks, as well as the ‘Evaluation Framework for Natural Beauty and Recreation’ that forms part of the ‘Guidance for assessing landscapes for designation as a National Park or AONB’ . It also aims to capture delivery that supports the principles of ecosystem services, sustainable communities and the ‘big society’.






2

