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Introduction

1  What is your name?

Name:
Marj Powner

2  What is your email address?

Email:
friendsofcarringtonmoss@gmail.com

3  What is your organisation?

Organisation:
Friends of Carrington Moss

4  Would you like your response to be confidential?

No

If you answered Yes to this question, please give your reason.:

The procedure to be followed in the preparation and publication, and review and republication, of Local Nature Recovery
Strategies

Achieving collaboration

5  Which of the groups listed below do you consider essential for the preparation of a Local Nature Recovery Strategies?

Local authority(s) other than the “responsible authority”, where the Strategy covers more than one Local Authority area, Local Nature Partnership(s),
where active and geographically aligned, Natural England, The Environment Agency, The Forestry Commission, Environmental non-governmental
organisations active in the Strategy area, National Park Authority(s), where present in the Strategy area and if not the “responsible authority”, Area of
Outstanding National Beauty organisation(s), where present in the Strategy area, Local Records Centre(s), where separate from any of the other groups
listed, Local farming, forestry and landowning groups, Individual landowners and land managers (including farmers, both landowners and tenants),
Members of the public

6  Are there any organisations not listed above whose involvement you consider essential?

Yes

If yes, which ones and why?:

Parish Councils, Neighbourhood Forums, formally constituted community groups in the area, particularly those with an interest in nature recovery

These groups can represent large numbers of residents and may have a greater incentive or interest in establishing the Nature Recovery Strategy than
the Local Authority itself - in fact, the Government should consider allowing the creation of Neighbourhood Nature Recovery Strategies led by such
groups. These Neighbourhood LNRS could be brought together to create wider area initiatives but they may be more manageable and deliverable.

Achieving collaboration

7  Do you think that additional support should be provided to farmers, landowners and managers the land management sector to facilitate
their involvement with the preparation of Local Nature Recovery Strategies?

Yes

Achieving collaboration

8  If information on other types of local wildlife sites within a Local Nature Recovery Strategy area is not held by the responsible authority, do
you think that if another Local Authority owns the information they should be obliged to provide it to them?

Yes



Achieving collaboration

9  Are you aware of specific locally-held information that would make an important contribution to the preparation of Local Nature Recovery
Strategies that you do not believe would be made available without a requirement to do so?

Yes

If yes, what information should be included? :

Private sector landowners may not wish to make information about the ecology and biodiversity on their site known because it could hamper their plans
for development.
It should be a requirement that any review of such data should be undertaken by a totally independent ecologist, not someone employed by the
landowner/developer.

Given the publicly available information from such sources may be very limited, local resident knowledge is very important and the value of citizen
resources should not be undervalued in relation to access to important local information.

Achieving collaboration

10  How do you think neighbouring Local Nature Recovery Strategy responsible authorities should be required to work together?

Required to give information to neighbouring responsible authorities that would help them prepare their Strategy

If other, please specify.:

If LNRS are to be truly national, it is critical that there is significant collaboration between neighbouring LNRS of whatever size or shape.

Achieving collaboration

11  Should draft Local Nature Recovery Strategies be subject to a local public consultation prior to publication?

Yes

Achieving collaboration

12  Should individual landowners or managers be able to decide that land they own or manage should not be identified by a Local Nature
Recovery Strategy as an area that could become of particular importance for biodiversity?

No

Achieving collaboration

13  Should anyone interested in the Strategy be able to propose additional areas that could become of particular importance if these can be
shown to be making a sufficient contribution to the overall objective of the Strategy?

Yes

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

14  How prescriptive do you think regulations made under clause 101 should be in setting out how the responsible authority should work with
local partners?

A standardised process of who to engage and how

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

15  Do you think that regulations made under clause 101 should establish a mechanism for resolving disputes in the preparation of Local
Nature Recovery Strategies?

Yes

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

16  If you believe that regulations made under clause 101 should establish a mechanism for resolving disputes in the preparation of Local
Nature Recovery Strategies, which of the following bodies do you think should be able to raise a dispute (including on behalf of others)?

Local Authorities within the Strategy area who are not the responsible authority, Natural England, Responsible Authorities for neighbouring Strategy
areas, Other [please specify]



If other, please specify.:

Local residents should be able to raise a dispute, particularly if there are questions about how a local irreplaceable habitat is to be treated within the
LNRS, but also, it should be recognised that there is a vast talent pool in local residents, with a huge volume of local knowledge, that should not be
ignored.

The LNRS should give local residents groups, such as Parish Councils and formally constituted community groups (local, regional and national), equal
status as stakeholders to other bodies within the process.

17  Which of the following do you think might be reasonable grounds for raising a dispute about the Local Nature Recovery Strategy
preparation process?

Not adequately involving relevant specific groups, Slow/no progress, Lack of transparency, Legal requirements not being followed, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Inadequate consultation with local residents. Resident views are often treated as less important than those of other stakeholders.

Inappropriate plans for specific sites (eg irreplaceable habitats or sites of biological importants/special scientific interest). This could be a particular issue
if the sites are owned by private landowners.

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

18  At which points in the preparation of a Local Nature Recovery Strategy do you think it should be possible to escalate procedural disputes
for external consideration?

At any time, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

This should depend on the seriousness of the issue in dispute. Whilst it is recognised that dispute resolution can be expensive and time-consuming, it is
important that there is sufficient emphasis on getting these plans right - not just producing something that is not valued or respected locally.

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

19  Do you think that Local Nature Recovery Strategies should also be “signed off” by a body other than the responsible authority before they
can be published?

Yes – as well as a mechanism for resolving disputes in the preparation process

20  If yes, which bodies should be given sign-off responsibility?

Other Local Authorities in the Strategy area, Natural England, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Other groups that can provide a regional or national input, for example:
- in Greater Manchester, for example, City of Trees, the Greater Manchester Ecology Unit could be sign off bodies
- local or national Wildlife Trusts
- nationally a coalition of environmental groups such as CPRE, FoE, CPA, etc could support the sign off process

21  On what grounds could a body refuse to sign-off a Local Nature Recovery Strategy?

Disagreement about overall priorities, Disagreement about specific priorities, Disagreement about potential measures, Disagreement about the inclusion
or exclusion of specific “areas of potential importance”, On any reasonable grounds

If other, please specify.:

Inappropriate plans for irreplaceable habitats
Inadequate consultation

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

22  Should the Defra Secretary of State be able to appoint a separate body to consider disputes in the preparation of Local Nature Recovery
Strategies, and if so, which body or bodies?

Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:



An expert panel which includes representatives of a number of bodies, including Natural England, and residents (via a national group such as the
Community Planning Alliance), for example.

Achieving consistency and resolving disagreements

23  In resolving disputes in the preparation of Local Nature Recovery Strategies should the Secretary of State be able to:

Require the responsible authority to repeat particular parts of the preparation process, Require the responsible authority to make specific changes to
their Local Nature Recovery Strategy, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

If there are disputes, it would bring the entire process into disrepute if the SoS just approved the LNRS without changes. Lessons can be learned from
early LNRS and, where necessary, processes should be updated.

It should not be possible for an LNRS to be foisted onto local residents without appropriate input - they should be developed with residents, not inspite of
them.

There is a lot of emphasis in this questionnaire about disputes. The process should ensure that appropriate programme management techniques are
used to minimise the likelihood of disputes arising. This would involve ensuring there is appropriate stakeholder representation on the local steering
group for the initiative (including resident representation).

Publication of Local Nature Recovery Strategies

24  Do you think that each local habitat map should adopt the same data standards and be published in the same format to facilitate national
collation?

Yes

25  If yes, how should this level of consistency be established?

Advice from Natural England, Creation of standard templates, Specified in regulations made under clause 101, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Develop an 'expert panel', including community representatives, to agree what is specified in the regulations.

Whilst there will be a degree of learning as we go along, widespread access to the information held will support consistency, particularly as groups see
how others have used the templates.

Publication of Local Nature Recovery Strategies

26  Do you think that each statement of biodiversity priorities should also be published in a similar format?

The format should be the same

Publication of Local Nature Recovery Strategies

27  Do you think that all Local Nature Recovery Strategies should be published together on a single national website as well as being published
locally by the responsible authority?

Yes

Publication of Local Nature Recovery Strategies

28  Do you think that a published Local Nature Recovery Strategy should:

Not be changed unless it’s part of a scheduled review process (see next page)

Review and republication of Local Nature Recovery Strategies

29  Do you think that all Local Nature Recovery Strategies across England should be reviewed and republished at similar times or should there
be local discretion to decide when is the best time?

Set nationally

30  If you do think all Local Nature Recovery Strategies should be reviewed and republished at the same time, do you think that this should
happen to a fixed cycle?



There should be a regular fixed period between reviews

Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

31  Do you think that all responsible authorities should take a consistent approach to describing the biodiversity in their Strategy area?

Yes

32  If yes, do you have a preference as to how sub-areas based on similarities in biodiversity should be identified?

Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Whilst responsible authorities should have a lot of input here, we should be able to link to other processes such as how Biodiversity Net Gain is
measured.

There should be a requirement for Irreplaceable habitats of all types to be clearly identified.

33  To ensure that the statement of biodiversity priorities provides an accurate and useful description of the Strategy area that can inform the
setting of realistic and appropriate priorities, what else should the description consider in addition to describing existing biodiversity?

Climate change scenarios, How land use/ habitat distribution has changed over time, Anticipated future pressures on land use (e.g. broad indications of
housing and infrastructure need), Environmental issues in the Strategy area that might be addressed through nature-based solutions, Existing significant
nature or environment projects (e.g. landscape scale work), Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Clear implications of changes of land use - ie more or less carbon emissions for example, what opportunities are created or lost (restoration of peat
mosses, loss of BMV agricultural land, etc).

Potential increases (or decreases) to the populations of red listed birds or endangered wildlife as a consequence of different options or specific actions.

Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

34  How should the statement of biodiversity priorities describe opportunities for recovering or enhancing biodiversity without mapping
them?

Identify particular rarer habitats/species that the strategy area is suitable for supporting, Assess the potential to contribute to national priorities for
nature recovery, Describe the relative opportunity for creating more areas of key habitats as well as making them bigger, better and joined up, Indicate
broad areas where creating improving habitat may be more achievable, Assess the potential for use of nature-based solutions

If other, please specify.:

Identify datasets which may inform opportunity considerations (highlighting specific areas of interest) - such as those held by the Wildlife Trusts, etc
Make recommendations for future consideration at a local, regional or national level

Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

35  Do you think that all Local Nature Recovery Strategies should follow the same priority setting process or that each responsible authority
should decide for themselves how priorities should be set?

All Strategies should follow the same priority setting process

36  How should national environmental priorities be reflected when setting Local Nature Recovery Strategy priorities?

Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

National priorities can only be delivered if they are implemented at a local level - some national priorities will be more relevant in one area than another
(restoration of peat mosses, for example), whereas others will be appropriate to all LNRS (eg addressing the climate emergency).

Whilst there needs to be strong guidance, this will need to be adapted as more LNRS are developed, so best practice is identified and followed.

37  Should Local Nature Recovery Strategies identify only those outcomes for nature recovery and environmental improvement that are of
priority or also include those that are positive but of lower priority?

List priorities and other relevant lower priority outcomes



Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

38  How should priorities identified in other environmental spatial plans in the Strategy area be incorporated into the Local Nature Recovery
Strategy?

Considered and prioritised alongside other outcomes

Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

39  Do you think that the Local Nature Recovery Strategy should include potential measures for conserving and enhancing biodiversity and
making wider environmental improvements that cannot be mapped as well as those that can?

Yes both

Statement of Biodiversity Priorities

40  Should there be a standard list of potential measures for responsible authorities to choose from?

There should be a core list which the responsible authority can add to

Local Habitat Map

41  What sort of areas, outside of national conservation and local wildlife sites, might a responsible authority reasonably consider to be of
particular importance for biodiversity?

Ancient woodlands, Flower rich meadows, Priority habitats in good condition, Areas used for feeding or resting by animals or birds from a nearby national
conservation site, Any areas the responsible authority chooses, Other [please specify]

If other, please specify.:

Brownfield sites which have become biodiversity rich
Hedgerows
Peatmosses in any condition

Local Habitat Map

42  Should all responsible authorities follow a standardised process for mapping potential measures to identify areas that could become of
particular importance for biodiversity or other environmental benefits?

Yes

Local Habitat Map

43  Do you think that all responsible authorities should seek to identify a similar proportion of their Strategy area as areas that could become
of particular importance for biodiversity or wider environmental outcomes?

No, this should not be set and decided locally

Local Habitat Map

44  Do you think that when Strategies are reviewed and republished, they should map where appropriate action has been taken to make
areas of increasing importance for biodiversity?

Yes

Consultee Feeback on the Online Survey

45  Overall, how satisfied are you with our online consultation tool? Please give us any comments you have on the tool, including suggestions
on how we could improve it.

Very satisfied

Please give us any comments you have on the tool, including suggestions on how we could improve it. :

Whilst the tool is very easy to use and it is helpful that you can save and come back to it, it is frustrating that you have not included a question to allow 
participants to provide any other input/commentary. 
 
In addition, for Question 43 - my response is No, this should not be set and decided locally. I have assumed there is a typo here and the word "not"



should be excluded from the sentence.
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