Sussex LNRS Working Group
Meeting Minutes
Monday 17 March 2025, 11:00 to 13:00
	Present
	Apologies

	ESCC, SxNP, WSCC, SDNPA, BHCC, WDC, HDC, SWT, HWNL, FC, MSDC, EA, RDC, CJH Farm Advice/SE FWAG, CBC, Knepp Wildland Foundation, NE, WayForward, NFU
	SIFCA



1. Welcome, Introductions and Apologies
ESCC to Chair. New NFU representative welcomed. 
2. Minutes and matters arising
All actions from 20/01/25 either done or in progress. 
No issues or matters arising.
3. General Update: 
a. Defra and Guidance
i. The Natural Environment section of the NPPG has been updated and expanded to include guidance on the role of LNRS in planning. To be picked up within Agenda item 6.
b. Project Update
i. Project plan and timelines. Key Governance dates at the RAs.
a) Pre-consultation with SAs. The NE Panel date pencilled for 23/05/25 so that determines rough expectation for submission to the SAs and our drafting target. 
b) East Sussex Member engagement 17/11/25.
c) West Sussex Scrutiny 24/11/25.
d) Pre-publication SA consultation therefore pushing final publication back into new year (2026).
ii. Measures – nearing completion, with thanks for feedback. Agenda item 4.
iii. Mapping – mapping of measures has The Natural Environment section of the NPPG has been updated and expanded to include guidance on the role of LNRS in planning. To be picked up within Agenda item 6.
iv. Species  - nearing completion of prioritising long list using input/feedback from experts. Should have a draft shortlist with measures in next 2 weeks, to be sense checked with County Recorders etc.
v. NB: Measures, species and mapping are the meat of the strategy and will form at least a third of the document. Also produced in an iterative fashion. Consequently, whilst they are taking some time to produce, please understand there is an enormous amount of work going on in the background.
c. Next steps and timings (slide 6)
i. Refinement and consolidation of measures to inform mapping during March.
ii. Delivery Partners workshop to review them 02/05/25.
iii. Species work: March followed by species experts check.
iv. Subject to all matters proceeding as planned and given NE Panel date, pre-consultation draft to SAG seems likely 19/05/25. We will send sections to WG as and when they are drafted to get your feedback and give you a heads up.
v. Final publication Q4 2025/26.
Discussion
Asked whether all members of Working Group invited to May workshop. Invites have been sent to key delivery partners which covers most of the WG but not the LPAs which was an oversight.
ACTION: All members of Working Group to be invited to May Workshop. 
4. Measures  
Measures
Latest iteration of the measures document presented and ran through changes following feedback. 
· Confident that this is the foundation of the measures now. Will continue to develop techniques and best practice. 
· Core measures + enabling measures: latter now moved to part 2 to make things easier for the mapping phase. 
· For Working Group’s benefit, list of who has provided comments and how they have been taken into account provided. 
· Outcomes have had a few tweaks so all asked to double check. For all (or at least majority) of habitats, to help with mapping, amended to “restore and enhance”, then companion measure “to create new”. 
· Farmed landscapes and soils – measures within other habitats that relate to farmed land, therefore this section is more specific to farmed landscapes.
· Techniques sections allow us to capture some of the nuance whilst keeping measures relatively simple and clear.
Discussion
Q: Could each section be cross referenced to national character area? Agreed we would do this here possible. 
Q: Freshwater and coastal section. Has it been possible to take out some of the particular measures? A: In some cases, as moved into techniques. We won’t be able to map everything.
Q: Assuming grazing is important re grassland but does it matter what animal is doing the grazing (e.g. sheep, cattle, horse, pig on the Downs etc)?  If it does matter is this specified? A: Covered under techniques to a certain extent and will be picked up in species measures, but we will check. 
Q: Does the aquifer section pick up on resource protection zones as the priority areas for suitable management to prevent/limit inputs? A: Yes, where possible. 
Q: Scrub measure. Talked about rolling a few into one. Was that more helpful than making them mappable? A: We don’t have data to map them. Would be no benefit from separating them out. Scrub is part of a mosaic of habitats. 
Q: W2W Scrubland Superheroes project is wrapping up in March so wouldn't be worth mapping. A lot of learning to share, so useful for signposting to techniques.
Q for NE - Is there a way that the LNRS can acknowledge measures which would be important to map but we can't as we don't have the data? Relates to BNG in particular. A: No way to highlight unmapped measures to get BNG SS uplift.
ACTION: Measures to be circulated for final review. Any additional information on techniques/best practice would be welcomed.
ACTION: NE to take BNG query back to NE/Defra for clarification. 
Approach to mapping
Current approach to mapping measures presented.
· Been through revised measures with SxBRC and worked out which datasets we could use. Started with low hanging fruit and minimum methods. Some will require more thought, including ask to WG members for datasets.
· Buffer zones. e.g. ASNW measure. What would appropriate buffer be? Landscape scale very important in Sussex. If you put 15-20m buffer to woodland in HW, would lose fields, therefore would not be appropriate in that landscape. Therefore not minded to put blanket sized buffers on all habitats if we are not confident about adjacent habitats. Early stages. Will bring back methodology at next meeting in April and use that as working meeting. 
· Predominant standpoint is to look after what we have. Therefore may be conservative about creating new unless we are confident about impacts on adjacent land use.
Discussion
W2W: Nature Recovery alongside food production is important to consider when thinking about buffers. There may be concern from our farming community about the potential land take for nature.
HWNL: HWNL have tried creating buffering maps which exclude fields of a certain size, which can be shared. 
General agreement to take conservative approach at this stage. All the measures allow for habitat creation but needs to be well thought through. 
ACTION: HWNL to share buffering maps with RAs.  
Request to farmers and landowners
Explained that we would like to capture work in the pipeline. Brief document setting out priorities, not measures. Asked that if partners are talking to farmers/landowners, please share and ask whether they would be happy for any projects underway or in preparation that align with the priorities to be mapped. RAs would welcome partners sharing the document with their land advisors.
ACTION: All to share Landowner Request document with land advisors.  
Discussion
Q: LNRS ID's opportunities. Should locations appear on maps at this stage? A: Other LNRSs have mapped what could be done. We would like to go further if we can but will depend on the data. We would like to reflect reality if we can. By calling for sites, could be unfairly advantaging some people. Map is meant to be about delivering benefits. Will be iterative approach. Reputationally, we want to make sure this will land as well as it can.
Q: Could the Weald to Waves shapefile be included? our members have committed to Nature Recovery, but not all land holdings in the corridor are members so need to be careful about the response? A: We will take boundary and see where it overlaps with other measures. 
Q: There is a current DEFRA consultation on the Land Use Framework which appears to say that at least 9% of farmland will have to change to meet environmental and net zero targets and commitments.  Does anyone know how this links to LNRSs or does this just link to national forest, peat restoration etc?
A: Interpreted the LUF as more guidance for decision makers to ensure that all the various national targets are delivered. Currently we do not have enough land to deliver all of them individually so it’s about multiple outcomes/benefits on areas of land.
Link not clear at this time.
Lots of things that need to happen, incl reclassification of land. 
SDNPA picking up there are a lot of multiple delivery targets, but not enough land, therefore needs to be about multiple benefits.
Defra mentioned LUF and expect LNRSs to be completed before LUF, therefore will feed into future LNRS iterations. 
If LNRS to feed into LUF, important to get it right.
Land Use Framework – currently out to consultation. Regional roadshows are being planned. Defra currently undertaking stakeholder mapping. There are likely to be approx. 6 events around the country. Invitations for expressions of interest to be involved to be sent out soon. Need to keep an eye out for this opportunity. Defra have also indicated that there will be other ways to engage as well (update from Defra National LNRS Stakeholder Group).
The Adur Landscape Recovery project could be a good addition. They are developing their Blended Finance Model to deliver the restoration work, this blends ELMS with Private Investment and as a consequence does that stacking and multiple benefit delivery - less land = more outcomes.
There is a lot to consider in the mapping process - get how difficult it is! Like the idea of looking at W2W shapefile with habitat priorities. Could also use the W2W work to consider deliverability.
ACTION: W2W to share W2W shape file with RAs. 
5. Proposed structure of LNRS
Outline of the proposed structure of the LNRS documents presented. Has already been presented to the Board and agreed in principle. 
Discussion
Good to have used others to inform what we do. Last section on actions. Is there any thought on how we can feed into monitoring and sharing information. DB: Is a conversation we have had. Outside the remit, but tried to bear in mind future-proofing. We have the mapping actions tool which will remain live. 
If a lot of the main changes are going to come from BNG, developers etc, they will be a key audience. 
6. National Planning Policy Guidance
WSCC provided a summary of the recently landed NPPG and asked whether there were any concerns, especially around the safeguarding element. 
· Expanded to include guidance on role of LPAs in reflecting LNRS. 
· Legal duty to "have regard to" LNRS. Will be updated to "take account of" as LURA comes into force. 
· For LP development, LPAs should be aware of measures and how these should be delivered. Should consider safeguarding.
· For local decision maker to determine what a relevant material consideration is.
· LNRSs which have been consulted on but not published should still be considered.
· NB: NPPG supports NPPF. Recent decision that clarifies that PPG has same weight as NPPF. 
Discussion
Timeframes and impacts on sites in next LPs. We will give as much notice as we can to members.
Noting this is in addition to the general strengthened Biodiversity Duty (Env Act 2021) plus the strengthened of the duty on all Public Bodies to "seek to further" proposes of National Parks (LUR Act 2023).
Been waiting for this guidance for some time. As vague as it is helpful. IoW went through public consultation before this guidance came out. Included a useful statement on how LPA intends to use this. But they only have one LPA.
LNRS cannot dictate what development can occur. 
Some of the methodologies that are coming out around site selection process for LPs. Could we get some steer on important sites? LNRS is not about protection of preventing development.
Concur that LNRS not about preventing development, but about identifying opportunities for nature recovery. 
In theory, as long as mapped areas won't preclude farming businesses, should be OK, but vagueness is not helpful. Will be about finding a balance for rural land in particular. 
Comes back to LUF. About establishing set of principles for decision makers to make decisions to get win-wins. 
Going back to mapping, will it depend on how large the areas area. BOAs are very large, if similarly broad, then will be development sites within them. LPAs would need to consider what requirements need to be included in allocated site if they fall within mapped areas. 
Does this come back to the LNRS being an "implementation strategy" rather than an opportunity strategy... It's almost the "call for nature sites" which the LPs do not have?? (or sites allocated for nature benefits).
LPAs struggling with this. If site's allocated, need to be deliverable. Not so easy for nature sites. 
Comes down to interpretation of term "safeguarding", especially for LWSs.
7. Next steps/actions
Summary of actions:
· All members of Working Group to be invited to May Workshop.
· Measures to be circulated for final review. Any additional information on techniques/best practice would be welcomed.
· NE to take BNG query back to NE/Defra for clarification.
· WHNL to share HWNL buffering maps with RAs.
· All to share Landowner Request document with land advisors.
· W2W to share W2W shape file with RAs.
· Chair to update next meeting date to 28/04/25.
8. AOB
Noted that the next meeting will fall on Easter Monday, so proposed moving date to 28/04/25. Will run through mapping methodology and species shortlists.
SDNPA: on behalf of NPE, attended Defra national stakeholders group. Discussion around national collation of LNRS. Defra will be reaching out to various stakeholders.
9. DONM 
28/04/25, 11:00-13:00.
