CPRE/02/D – emails between Graeme Willis (CPRE), Andrew Baker (Natural England) and Alison Chapman (Natural England)




From: Baker, Andrew (NE) [mailto:Andrew.Baker@naturalengland.org.uk] 
Sent: 05 May 2011 11:45
To: Graeme Willis
Cc: Bolton, Chris (NE)
Subject: RE: Tranquillity catch up / fairly urgent request for info

Graeme

 

Apologies for missing you on Tuesday.  I’m about next Monday afternoon. Please try again then and update you on where we are with CQuEL. Either the 01386 landline number or my mobile will find me.

 

My only comments on the rebuttal are:

 

         2.10. CQuEL is beyond on the scooping stage, the NE Executive have committed to continuing the project through 11/12 by which time we will have a working analytical method. To achieve this will be testing approaches through an analysis of a limited number of ecosystem services (all regulatory) in a small number of geographic areas.

         2.11. There are no plans at this stage to undertake stakeholder consultation. 

         2.11 Tranquillity, as an ecosystem service has not been ruled out of CQuEL at this time and NE (and Defra) still recognise it as an important ecosystem service which people value (see the NE Research Box work, NCA update and the NEA as evidence). However at this time NE cannot say when the tranquillity data will be incorporated into the CQuEL Project and when an update of the tranquillity mapping will be commissioned. 

 

I hope that provides a clarification of where we are at present?

 

Regards

 

Andrew

 



From: Graeme Willis [mailto:GraemeW@cpre.org.uk] 
Sent: 03 May 2011 14:29
To: Baker, Andrew (NE)
Subject: Tranquillity catch up / fairly urgent request for info
Importance: High
 

Dear Andrew

Seems indeed along time since we were in contact - I had to check through my diary to remember our last meeting re CQuEL now just over a year ago.
I hope this finds you well. It would be good to know how things are with you at Natural England. I called your home number (01386...) a few moments ago to see if I could have a chat and a catch up.

 - It's been almost unnecessary to say madly busy here. Finally managed to get some of my local food reports - entitled From Field to Fork (I'll send a link to the website in case you're interested - http://www.cpre.org.uk/what-we-do/farming-and-food/local-foods/update/item/1660-our-new-research-shows-the-value-of-local-food-webs)  -  launched a couple of weeks ago which got on to Countryfile on 10th April if you happened to watch. That work is ongoing and could take up all my time if allowed to. Tranquillity is never really far away though and you'll guess that my call was also in part instrumental.

I'm giving evidence at a public inquiry and have referenced the CQuEL work not surprisingly. A witness has challenged your project suggested it is only at the scoping stage, may not go ahead or include tranquillity etc.
I'll attach his 'evidence' below and wondered if you felt able to comment on this? I'm hoping that for all our sakes that the project does indeed have funding and will be going ahead.  Obviously I'd like to be able to cite you in the Public Inquiry but if this would cause problems reference to any web docs which would do the job would be fine. I've already printed off 'Preparing a detailed project plan fro CQuEL Work Package 4: Sources of Data Final Report May 2010 which does refer to tranquillity data and also the ongoing research by Research Box, which I can mention.  

Secondly, I've had a look at some examples of the NCA update materials for Sherwood which came to me from Alison Chapman at Natural England ( based in Nottingham) via a colleague at CPRE. It was excellent to see how tranquillity has been incorporated across the documents. I'd also like to mention this work but not sure where it stands and how far it has got. I did a websearch but without much luck. It would be great to know if the drafts are in the public domain, even greater if one had been done for Romney Marsh NCA as the PI is about Lydd Airport's proposed expansion.

I'm trying to pull some evidence together this week as I'm taking the stand next. Any help you can give would be really welcome.
Either way it would be good to catch up.

Best wishes
Graeme

Extract from Rebuttal Proof of Clive Self LAA/10/D (my underlining) 

2.9 Paragraph 3.6 of Mr Willis’ proof of evidence refers to Natural England’s CQuEL
Project (Character and Quality of England’s Landscapes). This is essentially a
project that will assess and monitor the quality and character of England’s
landscape. Mr Willis states that tranquillity is considered as one of the key
ecosystem services the project will address.

(I mentioned it was included as a cultural ecosystem service and one of 21 key ecosystem services the project will address.)

 

2.10 The CQuEL project is still at the scoping stage and no firm decisions have been
made on the content and methodology for the project. The detailed project
timetable shows an anticipated delivery date for the report at the end of 2013,
with public consultation on the methodology due to start in 2011 and
consultation with professional stakeholders in 2012.
2.11 Natural England has confirmed that the timetable has already slipped and that,
due to funding issues, they do not know when consultation will take place, if at
all. Given these factors, one simply cannot say that tranquillity will be one of the
ecosystem services or if the project will proceed at all.





From: Chapman, Alison (NE) [mailto:Alison.Chapman@naturalengland.org.uk] 
Sent: 06 May 2011 17:16
To: Graeme Willis
Subject: NCAP Project 

Graeme,

Following our discussion yesterday, I can confirm that the National Character Area (NCA) update documents you have seen in draft are part of a formal, external facing Natural England project.  The approach involves updating the descriptions and providing Statements of Environmental Opportunity for each NCA; also a set of supporting documents including an analysis of the Ecosystem Services in each NCA.  Tranquillity is represented in the Cultural Services, underpinned by the the CPRE tranquillity mapping work, including the 2007 Intrusion Map. At the broad NCA scale, this data provides an indication of comparable levels of tranquillity within and between NCAs. As with other data used in this work it is suited to the NCA scale as context for more detailed work at a more local scale.

The actual update of individual NCAs is still in draft and there are no formally completed and published NCAs as yet.  Any text you have seen is in draft format only and is being circulated for comment.  Comments on the project structure and methodology are still being received, although the majority of comments from Partners have now been collated, so although there may still be some small changes to the project methodology – these are likely to only be small.

I would stress again that these NCA profiles are intended to be used as context to inform more detailed projects.  Descriptions do not go into local detail and it is expected that partners will also use the more detailed sources of information such as local character assessments in specific cases, for example in Public Inquiries.  Although the NCA work  uses most recent datasets available on a national basis, it is possible that more detailed, recent, data is available at the local scale within particular NCAs. 

I hope this helps.  It was good to talk to you yesterday and it is positive to know that you support the approach the NCA update project is taking. We would also welcome any feedback you can provide on the NCA approach, following the PI.  

Kind Regards

Alison

Alison Chapman

Landscape Lead Adviser

National Character Area Framework Co-ordination and Development

Landscape Scale Delivery Team

Natural England
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