Sussex LNRS Species Meeting
Meeting Notes
Monday 04 March 2024, 13:00-14:30
Present
ESCC, WSCC, SxNP, BugLife, EA, SDNPA, CHC, Sussex WT, HW AONB, NE, EA, Sussex WT, NE, FC, NE
Apologies
NE

1. Welcome, Introductions and Apologies
ESCC Chaired with support from WSCC.
2. Roundtable
Background
The aim of this group is to establish baseline evidence of species for LNRSs. This is a scoping meeting to understand what has already been done, how it has been done (whether it follows the LNRS species guidance) and work out how to move forward from there.
All invited to this meeting have done some thinking on drawing a species list:
SxBRC (BF):-
NE provided a spreadsheet of every red listed species. SxBRC collated ~1500 species records. 
Issues:
1) The red list provided by NE was not consistent with the information held by SxBRC.
2) Not all species groups are covered (such as invertebrates).
3) Birds have different status (breeding/non-breeding), and not all breeding statuses are known.
Lessons learned:
1) Use the adopted red list (i.e. the one available in the SxBRC species inventory).
Other notes:
1) Non-statutory statuses, which includes red listing, do not have protections.
2) Advice on macro-moths, hymenoptera and fungi provided separately to LNRS species advice.
3) Could create a better habitat map using species rather than habitat data.
SDNPA (CJ):-
Initial research about the species present in SDNP based on NBN data. Involved assessing habitats of importance and looking at project work in the area. A list of species was drawn up.
Issues:
1) The public has preferences for certain species.
2) Making a species population assumption within SDNP geography is not statistically viable.
Lessons learned:
1) A lot of farmers groups have species lists, make sure these are considered.
High Weald AONB (SB):-
Desk research and analysing plans. Long list of species created. Discussion on priorities to pull out.
Issues:
1) Creating a list of species creates the potential for people to disregard species not on the list. 
2) Reintroduced species can be controversial.
Chichester Harbour Conservancy (PH):-
Draft nature recovery plan. A species list of no longer than 20 has been suggested. There are three strands on how a species might end up on the list:
· Rare and important
· Relatively common and widespread but emblematic
· Those for which it gives an excuse to work on improving a habitat type or habitat connectivity
Lessons learned:
1) Rather than looking at species status, include species for which practical work can be done.
2) Flagship species are important as they can drive conservation actions.
BugLife (AP):-
Important invertebrate areas mapped and within those, lists of priority species. Species have been chosen by their red listing status. All data from national recording schemes and local record centres.
Next steps:
1) Filter the list to identify common, flagship species.
Sussex Wildlife Trust (MP):-
Emphasis on keystone species and restoration of natural processes, such as beavers. Also acknowledgement of species in decline/lost recently. Priority areas within East and West Sussex.
Forestry Commission (WM):-
A national long list of all woodland species established. Filtered down to those present in each county, as well as those who require specialist work in terms of habitat creation/management. The list has followed LNRS guidance.
There are also assemblage layers for woodland and wading bird species.
Environment Agency (DBl):-
There is a list of about 10 species but it is not monitored in great depth. 
Natural England (LBM):-
Have not gone through a prioritisation process – hoping LNRS will answer that.
3. Next steps
The next steps are to:
1) Think about who will sit on the Task and Finish group. 
2) Reach out to other species-specific organisations (e.g. RSPB).
3) Understand and identify species that drive public interest.
4) Collate all of the species lists and create a priority list.
5) Include the species that should not be included and clearly state why.
