	Report To  
	



	MINUTES OF MEETING

	Title:
	BASINGSTOKE AND DEANE LOCAL STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP (LSP) – NATURAL ENVIRONMENT FORUM

	Held On:
	Tuesday 13 May 2007 at Popley Fields Community Centre

	Present:
	David Willis (DW) – Chair

Mike Bird (MB)
Nigel Bell (NB)

David Glover (DG)

John Jervoise (JJ)

Alison Cross (AC)

Paul Beevers (PB)
Sue Rayden (SR)
Liane Green (LG)

Amanda Bassett (AB)

Ros Whittlesea
	Environment Agency

BDBC – Biodiversity
Basingstoke & Deane Association of Parish & Town Councils
Popley Conservation Group
Country Land and Business Association

Hampshire Wildlife Trust

Old Down & Beggarwood Wildlife Group BDBC – Strategy and Innovation
BDBC – Environmental Care
Hampshire Wildlife Trust

BDBC – Minutes

	Apologies received from:
	Alison Mosson

Harold Makant
Patrick Stephens

Judy Halpin
Ken Mackenzie

Vicky Fletcher


	Cliddesden Conservation Group

Natural England
Forestry Commission

HCC - Ecology

Overton Biodiversity Society

HCC – Landscape Planning & Heritage Group 



	
	Action

	1. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTION
1.1 DW welcomed everyone to the meeting.

1.2 Apologies noted as above.
	

	2. STRATEGIC AND LOCAL INITIATIVES – NATURAL ENVIRONMENT STATEMENT
(Mike Bird)

2.1   MB handed round draft copies of the draft Natural Environment Forum communications document, ‘Networking for Nature’ (working title).
2.2   Comments required by the end of May with a view to finalising the document, complete with graphics, by the end of June.
2.3   Initial comments were very positive and it was agreed that the document was concise, as a promotional document should be.  

	ALL

	2.4 NB suggested that it may be helpful if labels for key locations e.g. rivers and village centres, were shown on the map to allow people to get their bearings and understand the map more clearly.   MB agreed to check what could be fitted onto the map.  
2.5 DW believed any pictures should include people as well as the natural habitat.   MB said he would welcome any suitable images that members can contribute.
2.6 NB asked the size of the initial print run.  Agreed 100 copies to begin with.

2.7 A further sub-group meeting would be held in early June to finalise text.

2.8 Target to produce final document by end of June.

	MB
PB/DG

DW/MB

MB

	3. COUNCIL PLAN (UPDATE)
        (Sue Rayden)

3.1 SR began by saying that the Portfolio Holders would not be announced until next week.  This will be confirmed, as soon as possible, so that the relevant councillor can be invited to the next meeting.  Agreed that representatives from the NEF should meet with new Portfolio Holder at a future date.  
3.2 Appendix 3 of the Council Plan will reflect the increasing profile and importance attached to climate change issues.  Priorities from the plan will cascade to relevant Heads of Service to help influence their service planning.  This was considered to be positive, but it was generally agreed that more emphasis is needed on environmental sustainability.
3.3 The NEF needed to continue to influence the Council Plan to seek greater recognition and clarity for environmental goals and activities. We should do this via input to the development of the next annual update.


	SR 

&
DW



	4. BASINGSTOKE & DEANE CORE STRATEGY – NEF RESPONSE
(Dave Willis)
4.1 The council’s Core Strategy Issues and Options document was out for consultation between 28 January and 10 March.  DW said that it was disappointing that there had been little interest in the proposed working group to formulate a NEF response as there were a number of issues very pertinent to the natural environment and he felt it important that balanced and constructive input come from the forum. He had submitted an NEF input based on the comments he had received.
4.2 There were views that overall the consultation document was well presented.  However, DW made the criticism that, whilst views were invited, the document lacked clear and robust options and an evidence base to inform consultees’ views and responses.
4.3 In response to a comment questioning the capacity of the borough to support more housing, MB said that housing targets were directed by government policy so the issue for the borough council is more a case of where and what form they take rather than whether or not to build more houses.
4.4 It was agreed that the NEF should endeavour to take advantage of future opportunities to influence the Local Development Framework.  BDBC forward planning team to be contacted for and up-to-date schedule of key dates to help plan for these as the future consultation periods are very short.
	MB


	5. BASINGSTOKE & DEANE BIODIVERSITY ACTION PLAN
(Alison Cross/Mike Bird)
5.1 AC said that Biodiversity Action Plans (BAPs) can be unwieldy documents and to produce something usable would be a ‘full time’ job for someone.  MB made the point that practical action is more important than elaborate action plans, that can rapidly become out of date.  An overall strategy is important to guide the practical action, but there needs to be flexible approach to delivering its objectives.  The council would be reviewing its own landscape and biodiversity strategy, starting in the autumn, and the input of the forum would be very welcome.
5.2 JJ felt it was important that a BAP should drive policies by measuring and achieving targets.  DW agreed that some form of document, whether BAP or strategy, would be a valuable and important vehicle for giving clear priorities in the borough.
5.3 DW proposed that the NEF autumn meeting should be devoted to discussing the borough’s review/update of its Landscape & Biodiversity Strategy.  AC agreed to ask Dave Rumble from the wildlife trust to give a presentation about his experience with district BAPs to support this session.
	AC

	6.     LOCAL STRATEGIC PARTNERSHIP
6.1 AC gave a short presentation on the LSP and how the NEF fits into

         the structure.  
The following diagram shows the structure of the LSP:
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	6.2 AC said that the aim of the LSP is to promote and improve the social, economic and environmental wellbeing of the area.  It comprises a network of partner organisations, representing different sectors.  Their views feed into the LSP Board activities, via their representatives (DW and AC in the case of NEF), and help to influence local policies, including delivery of the sustainable community strategy, Pride in Our Place.
6.3 A review of Pride in Our Place will be published in July 2009 and workshops to help inform this will begin this autumn.
AC/DW will represent the NEF on the LSP Board and ensure adequate liaison.   
	AC/DW

	7.    EXPANSION OF NEF MEMBERSHIP
7.1 DW said he would like to review NEF membership with a view to expanding representation of relevant organisations.  MB to draft questionnaire. We need to use the new NEF document to promote the Forum to wider groups and invite to the next meeting.
7.2 NB reiterated the view that there should be representation from a borough councillor and that may be someone other than a cabinet member could attend forum if the Portfolio Holder is unable to.  MB explained that, given the recent elections, portfolios were yet to be agreed and that it would be necessary to approach the new member before considering alternatives.  DW to write to the relevant Portfolio Holder once this has been agreed in order to make them aware of the forum and to extend an invitation to the next meeting.

7.3 There was some discussion on the relationship with the Conservation Forum. DW to meet with the Chair of this Forum to clarify remits and relationships.

	MB

DW

DW

	8.     UPDATE FROM MEMBERS ON NOTABLE ISSUES
8.1 NB asked for an update on the Water Cycle Study.   DW said that he Phase 2 was underway and would report by the end of the Year.
8.2 AC announced the expansion of the HWT Youth Volunteers group from south to north of the borough.
	

	9.     ACTIONS FROM LAST MEETING
9.1   Item 2.3 – LSP Board work on a Sustainable borough – for consideration at a further    

        meeting.
9.2   Item 5.7 – Annual Conference – still an option to consider for the future but currently there are no resources from the council for this. 
	

	10.   ANY OTHER BUSINESS
10.1 NB – suggested that some sort of prize for schools could be developed.
	

	11.   DATE AND VENUE OF NEXT MEETING

        The next meeting will be held in the first half of October at Popley         

        Fields Community Centre.  Date and further details to follow.
	MB
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