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What does a Knowledge exchange fellow do?

* Gl Dating agency SWEEP meets PERFECT

e Critical Friend Natural England

* Piggy back rider Glasgow Clyde Valley Green network
* Consultant Planning Advisory Service

* Researcher ICASP makin§ better business case 300k/
Innovate UK NATURE too

« Communicator/Translator Supporting Welsh Govt Gl seminar
series

* Esteem Chair of Building with Nature Standards group

* Influencer National Infrastructure Commission and Dasgupta
Review (after REF deadline).

e Author: Routledge book chapter: env planning /Planning
ghleory and practice/ BES handbook on Nature based
olutions
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1. What are the key strengths of Welsh
planning system for GI?

2. What are the key opportunities for delivering
Gl in the Welsh planning system?

3. What are the key challenges for delivering Gl
in the Welsh Planning system?

4. What are the best tools for delivering Gl in
the Welsh planning system

5. What is currently missing from the Gl
armoury in Wales



Strengths

e St rong Ieg|s | ative an d regu |ato ry Question 1 : what are the key strengths in the Welsh context helping you

address the green infrastructure agenda?”

background for delivering Gl

-
national policy Sud's is addressing NRW's Accessible Some great GI poli
context eg as set out mandatory in biodiversity loss are Natural Greenspace seems to be greater Son Kot livel Bt
in FutureWales 2040 Wales. All national Standard and funding coming some poor action
(Welsh Gov, March . Imperatives. developing GIS data through which (translation) on the

2021). Eg national Sud's schemes Planning with GI base - in time we'll gains attention. ground from some

.
forest, ‘placemaking’ . allows local action i iti
([ J G Ove r n a n C e f r a m ewo r kS W h I ( : t I including GI, some could deliver to take place. f;,‘;’:n?nggﬁf?:,":,', local authorities
interesting pro-active Gl. of Wales.
planning policies for
new development.
1Well being and FG
goals and objectives

[] ° []
and sustainable ways
Good steer from of working helped set
Welsh Government the scene for the

which can be built on development of Gl su rtive
le Wellbeing of FG mainstream enabling 1. Welsh = 2?
° Act. Technical Advice LA Well Gaing Government g :y =

Note on Sport assessments an islati agendas in

St a t u to r u t I e S B e i s N?N and local
space is 12 yrs old and recwys;er? ml‘"ence provides a key thoriti
in de; i d of forward plans to M
o broaden their scope foundation suthories

for Gl inclusion 2)The
inclusion in PPW10
originally and
subsequently the

* Emerging new tools like GlAs,

policy-making way of incorporate it as part well being .

working mandated by of their LDP assessments; GIA BUt. yarying

the Weg-belng |of development. 2) :";‘:55""::5' area actions on
uture Generations Future Wales ( though emen 3

Act results in GI Gl still needs to be ground why is

featuring in many considered for its that

different policy multi- functional

contexts. benefits often one

areas dominates) 3)
Area Statements (

statements st
* BUT varying practice
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Green Infrastructure Regulation

PPW11

6.2.6 Planning authorities should adopt a
strategic and proactive approach to green
infrastructure and biodiversity by
producing up to date inventories and
maps of existing green infrastructure and
ecological assets and networks

Supporting Legislation

* Environment Wales Act (2016) with a

duty on public bodies and local
authorities to 'maintain and enhance
biodiversity’.

* Area Statements

Sustainable Drainage Systems Standards
for Wales 2018 The Flood and Water
Management Act 2010 (Schedule 3)

Well Being of Future Generations Act
(2015) imposes a statutory well being
duty on all public bodies with a legal
definition of sustainable development



Opportunities

Placemaking: Pandemic; Climate
and biodiversity emergency
hook into plans

Linking evidence- guidance-site-
delivery virtuous circle.

Stronger local authority role in
delivering land for Gl benefits
not just economic ones.

Better use of betterment in
planning system with guidance.

Question 2 what are the key opportunities in your work that can help the
delivery of the green infrastructure agenda

Linking Gl evidence to
what happens on site

(via )
interpretation/guidan The pandemic has
cefadvice) made people
appreciate their
access/proximity to Gi
iniarine 2 ranma nf

pandemic
evidence-guidance-sit 3
e climate
emergency

=============

Section 106
ff’:rl‘jgl"‘ state role in Deve agreements
deliveri delivering
publict |and for public
cector: benefit.
itical

ovisic
resilience




Mainstreaming

Lack of forward strategic
planning

Evidence-Policy- Site Delivery

gdp

Skills gaps
Viability

Creation vs maintenance

Cross departmental
working - policy,
planning through to

Challenges

Question 3 : what are the key challenges in your work
hindering delivery of green infrastructure

t. icy delivery gap ;
procuremen med o 3‘5:

quality Gl :

mainstreaming

Policy

implementation gap

‘When people
over-state certain
benefits of Gl, or
‘assume those
benefits will arise
from all Gl rather than
just well-designed GI,
it can undermine the
policy goal.

the requirement for
active travel routes to
be tarmac, this is
counter productive
and WG should be
looking at alternatives
that do not destroy
soils or use a fossil
fuellaggregates

lack of forward
planning: policies in
. plans: retrofit :
infl reverse engineer

hig

Lack of forward
planning through LDP
approach - this needs
to be reviewed and
LPA's should be
zoning areas for
development not
waiting re actively for
land to come forward
as part of the call for
candidate sites during
LDP reviews. We
should be looking at
the creation of
strategic green
infrastructure in

Fundifméntal:change
need@Lfilhaw we
'devellerrietiinvolying

mq-of
leadsto
e Wwe

tawmﬂimess is slow.
Warrington. leaving
for a developer to
masterplan results in
low priority and short
term expediency. We
ought to be putting in

capacity and

capability
Cliff  skills in GI
skills affects

impl. delivery and |-

so g quality

policr .
materialise in local
practice - notably
recognised specialist
skills shortage in
many Welsh local
authorities eg in
Ecology, Landscape

Architecture etc. and
Lack of skills - low pay .
lov no long term 't
L investment in
Landscape
Pl professionals in F
particular who have
multi-functional skills
o be able to deliver
both policy responses
and project
management in the GI
arsBmagement or
land in
multi-stakeholder
ownership to
optimise nature and
well-bei

developers saying
costs make
developments
unviable without
proof. standard,
industry based, cost
comparisons should

viability
primacy

opment-

2eds to be
tackled at source - GI
needs to be factored
into land value
discussion right at the
beginning to prevent
it being designed out
on "Viability” grounds.
When LPA's are target
driven this often leads
to decisions to
prioritise a design
driven by numbers
and house builders
profits rather than
sustainable
communities which
can adapt and thrive
for the future. Token
pocket green space
cannot acheive
meaningful long term
change.

There are multi
specialist interests
and approaches to
delivery, but are we
all pulling in the

sa

creations vs
maintenance ;
getting the
metrics right

Ev _

seen creating new
Gl. Maint ing it is
less exciting, and
where the purse
strings tend to
tighten.




Useful Tools

Question 4: what are the most useful tools you have used to improve green
infrastructure in Wales?

carrying out a

GIA to inform Wales Wildlife
policy and Trusts Guide
forming a to Green Using systems
- Infrastructure thinking as a way of
mapping identifying key
dataset challenges,
nnnartunities,
GIA; | tree ind critical
Iders
: ANGST,
Accessible Natural systems

NRW's Tre¢ WWT GlI Green Space y.s -

Wales' To Assessment and thinki ng _

e Strategy. Without joined up

ITIes ASSessImentcts the strategy no one governance
plus i-Tree and other kr;;:lws hawhwhat or
- why something . -

amss.'n;lent :.mlst K needs be done and Bring policy

ESP;“E Y ":V en taken how they can help. and

up by Loca

Authorities in their placemakers

local tree together.

plans/strategies eg
Flintshire.



Gaps

Question 5: what is currently missing from the Welsh toolkit to deliver better

. . L green infrastructure?
* Effective and clear planning

in planning Gap anal
policy . it e

policy and prioritization

S LDP site allocations
and infrastructure

corporate . coun G| extends = sinitime
: ! duty/opportunity. :::: into the ; nowie und
approaches, but we countryside. plan speciali
° ° are doing this to some andscape/ ecological
e Effective guidance i
g retrofit
) statutory TR addressing
guidance duties e the policy
1 for GlAs uwnersparfallowed per_mlssmn
* Effective governance e
pave over gardens.
LAs.
L]
* Role of statutory duties
governance
getting it right funding
resources

* Countryside- peri urban and =
urban Gl

e Retrofit
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* Exposing the disconnect

1. Improving The Policy- Delivery

between policy- permission and

o

N

What sort 6f -

Countryside do
we want?, |

Wales Planning
Research Programme

Research Report

Research
c(\evidence

.| Northumbria
= University
NEWCASTLE

Cycle

Delivery




The role of mainstreaming nature for Wales?

« “...the informed inclusion of relevant
environmental and climate change
concerns into the decisions of
institutions that drive national, local
and sectoral development policy,
plans, rules, investment and action”.
Clayton and Bass (2009:11)

* to equip policymakers and planners with
better evidence and tools which will
improve both the way in which decisions
are reached, and the efficacy and equity
of their decisions

(Benson et al., 2014)

4=
|
|
1
1
1

4. IMPLEMENTATION

ADOPTED - conminuep

ADOPTION OR DISCONTINUANCE

3. DECISIONS REJECTED — ror Later
ADOPTION OR CONTINUE!

N D REJECTION

e e S 2. PERSUASION

1 1. KNOWLEDGE

PRIOR CONDITIONS
PREVIOUS PRACTICE, PERCEIVED NEEDS AND PROBLEMS , INNOVATIVENESS OR NORMS OF THE SOCIAL SYSTEM

Figure 36.2 A model of five stages in the innovation decision process
Source: adapted from Rogers (2003, p. 170)



Evidence, Assessment, Policies, Interventions
and decisions made in silos

Leadership

Inclusivity across built/natural env
Interdisciplinary working
Transdisciplinary working
Statutory duties with guidance
United themes to support new agendas




Core Policy SD2: Ecosystem Services

1. Development proposals will be permitted where they have an overall positive »&—4
impact on the ability of the natural environment to contribute goods and _ ] oo Pack autoriy

services. This will be achieved through the use of high quality design, and by
delivering all opportunities to:

a) Sustainably manage land and water environments;

b) Protect and provide more, better and joined up natural habitats;
c) Conserve water resources and improve water quality; SOUTH DOWNS LOCAL PLAN

ADOPTED 2 JULY 2019 (2014-33) SOUTH DOWNS
NATIONAL PARK

d) Manage and mitigate the risk of flooding;

e] Improve the National Park’s resilience to, and mitigation of, climate
change;

f) Increase the ability to store carbon through new planting or other means;

g) Conserve and enhance soils, use soils sustainably and protect the best and

i il icultural land;
mos? versaiile agnictiiural fan 2. Development proposals must be supported by a statement that sets out

h) Support the sustainable production and use of food, forestry and raw how the development proposal impacts, both positively and negatively, on
materials; ecosystem services.

i) Reduce levels of pollution;
i| Improve opportunities for peoples’ health and wellbeing; and

k) Provide opportunities for access to the natural and cultural resources which
contribute to the special qualities.



Jill's house Jill's proposed
extension

https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-
contet/uploads/2018/04/Core-06-
Ecosystem-Services-Technical-Advice-
Note-householder.pdf

Jill's actions

Replacing the close Replacing the concrete

boarded fence with a parking area with
native hedgerow helps to permeable surfacing
soak up excess water, helps reduce flood risk
Improves air quality and and surface water

is great for wildlife

Installing bat boxes is an Planting wild flower mix is great Solar panels are one
casy way for Jill to for insects, which provides a which which can reduce
support the local bat food source for bats Jill's carbon footprint

population



https://www.southdowns.gov.uk/wp-contet/uploads/2018/04/Core-06-Ecosystem-Services-Technical-Advice-Note-householder.pdf

West of England
Joint Green Infrastructure
Strategy 2020-2030

BWESTOF  sogromos 4
.ENMD Somerset Council ¢ @

Combined Atharity — Eh =

i W%
South (;.Jouae;‘mhiw

THE APPROACH

Outcomes Principles
Resilient ecological Educate
networks Embed
Greater resilience

to climate change " Collabora?te
Sustainable water Camihecass
management Evidence
Health and Invest
wellbeing

Sustainable places

Valued healthy

landscapes

Sustainable/local

food

Resilient economy

Action Plan (2020 - 2023)

R1
Al

E .

I S

A7

A9
A10

All
Al12

S1

S2

S3

S5

West of England Gl Working Group

Final Joint Gl Strategy (JGIS) sign off

Confirmation of how each authority
is taking the JGIS forward

Stakeholder engagement
Annual review

Strategic Gl Projects - process and
delivery

Explore delivery/funding mechanisms
Guidance for planners

Training and support for WECA/
authority officers

Gl Policy Assessment Matrix

West of England Nature Recovery
Network

Joint Local Nature Recovery Strategy

The Bristol Avon Catchment
Partnership Environmental Services
Evidence Review

West of England Environmental
Geographical Information System

West of England Biodiversity Net Gain
Guidance

West of England Natural Capital
Account

West of England National Gl
Standards Framework Pilot

West of England Tree and Woodland
Strategy



Swansea

Swansea PSB Swansea Council Swansea Local Swansea Council Swansea Designations
Local Wellbeing Plan Corporate Plan Development (LDP) Strategies and Evidence
Plan and SPG
# The Public Service The Council has s LDP supported by Biodiversity Action |+ Quiet Area
Board (PSB) has embedded the SPG promotes Plan / Nature (designated under
embedded the Section 6 duty into sustainable Recovery Plan. Noise Action Plan
Section & duty of the the Corporate Plan development and Swansea Flood Risk for Wales).
Environmental 2018 — 2022. placemaking. Management Plan * Open Space
(Wales) Act 2016 Improving Glisone |+ Policy ER3— 2015. Assessments (Fields
into the Local of the steps of the Strategic Green Air Quality in Trust and
Wellbeing Plan resilience objective. Infrastructure Management Area Accessible Natural
2018. Network — requires Action Plan (2004) Greenspace
= “Working with development to provision) and
Nature’ is one of the explore all emerging Open
plan’s Wellbeing opportunities to Space Strategy.
objectives. maintain and * Air Quality
enhance Gl network Management Areas
at all scales. « Natural Resources
Wales South West
Wales Area
Statement.
Table 2: Local Legislation, Policy and Guidance
Urban Green Comments Image Ecosystem Services Biodiversity GSF
Infrastructure Value Score
Semi-natural Although unusual to have
vegetation (e.g. semi-natural vegetation
woodland flower-rich with native species in urban
grassland) areas, this can occur and is High 1
desirable in terms of
biodiversity and the range
and ecosystem services
provided. An example is
the sand dune habitat close
to the river mouth as well
as woodland associated
with the Tawe River
corridor.
Wetland and open Usually limited
water created on site opportunities in open areas,
however extremely valuable High 1
where it does occur

wansea Central Area —
Swansea Centra a

>

Regenérating Our City for Wellbeing

ildllife

T —
T2 ] 1] m—




Evidence -

‘or Policies/Decisions are dominated

by quar

" METRICS

fed
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tity and easily measurable metrics

| Wales has missed its target on planting trees

We value what we

| measure
| ‘ BUT we need to

' measure what we value
B

Northumbria
University
NEWCASTLE




Covid-19: Keep Wales Safe

Ourr onse to t navirus pandemic

Home > Guidance and advice > Business sectors > Forestry > Woodland management > New woodland
creation

Why we need more trees — the

benefits of new woodland
creation

The Welsh Government would like to see 100,000 hectares of new woodland by 2030. That would be good
for us, our economy and our environment

In this section

1. Woodland in the future 6 Woodlands and business opportunities

2. The benefits of woodland 7. Woodlands and farming

3. Woodlands and environmental quality 8. Even small projects can make a difference
4 Woodlands and wellbeing 9. Further information

5. Guidance on woodland creation

Wales is one of the least wooded countries in Europe, with trees covering just

Explore more

Also in this section

Support available for new woodland creation
Glastir Woodland scheme

UK Woodland Carbon Code

More

Elsewhere on the site
UK Woodland Carbon Code

Forest and woodland certification

Feedback



Improving Quality of Built Developments in
practice.

* Developing standards for good
Gl

* Building with Nature vs Bespoke
standards

* Swansea Gl Strategy — Green
space factor



WHY SHOULD I USE
THIS?
This document provides

operational guidance to support
you delivering better outcomes

Essex Green
Infrastructure Strategy

A strategy that champions for high quality green space and green
infrastructure in Essex
2020

for nature. This can be by (1)
delivering the core principles of
the Essex Green Infrastructure
Strategy. (2) Reviewing and

designing local plans and future
development needs across

' srd SaPee Essex. (3) Designing and
informing local industrial
E S S EX G R E E N strategies (4) Designing and
delivering on nature recovery

INFRASTRUCTURE | oot

emergencies. It should be read

IR

\ o a8 3 P % S T A N D A R D S in conjunction with the Essex
Building _ : k ; 3 A 3 | : \

with Nature Design Guide.

EXCELLENT

GUIDANCE




Welsh Discussion

1. Where is the guidance to support your strong policy and regulatory
bases

2. Where is the demonstrator projects and shared social learning.
3. Where are the quality metrics to support Gl for long term



Fitting the pieces together for better Gl policy

e Panoply of environmental terms
and concepts

* Developed at different times for
different purposes

* Need to understand/agree each
term

* Need to understand how they fit
together for improved policy and
decision making

* Need to “translate” them for
different audiences

Natural Northumbria
Environment University
Research Council NEWCASTLE
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Natural capital

Health and Well Being

Ecosystem services )

PN

Trees
Shrubs Timber and crop _—
production Building
Herbaceous Reproduction materials Crop value (£)
i Infil Cammn Avoided flood
nfiltration VOi!
ulation Food
Animals ; ipd damage (£)
Soil organisms 5 o Flond snd Stabla cf
Avoided
Soil formati erosion water
Soil e protection Frash healthcare (£)
Retention of soil Clean ai
Water Air and water sk Cultural value of
particles |
= quality regulation Human health andscapes
:i;::::;of Rarrantion and wellbeing Existence value
. A Healthy and of wildlife
diverse wildlife

(Green infrastructure

Scale: Quality: Quantity:

.

Strategically planned
network of green and blue
spaces or features

Designed to deliver
multiple benefits

Legacy

J

-~

DELIVERY

Northumbria
University
NEWCASTLE

Net Benefits

Net Biodiversity

ADDITIONALITY
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Understanding our growing environmental vocabulary in
England: Connecting Green Infrastructure, Natural Capital,
Ecosystem Services and Net Gain(s) within the English
Planning System.

Alister Scott?, Danielle Sinnett?, Alison Smith3, Julia Baker®, Pam Berry?, Jonathan
Wentworth3, Martina Girvan®, Spencer Clubb?, Tom Butterworth®, Chris Rogers?, James

Natural capital

People’s health and wellbeing )

Ecosystem services

Northumbria
University
NEWCASTLE

Harris'?, Alastair Chisholm®?, Jim Harris'?, Jessica Feith®® Paul Shaffer* Tieber and cop rmeneliis——
1 . . N ) redaen (" Green infrastructure y
Department of Geography and Environmental Sciences University of Northumbria, : I
Newcastle Wlrton mmgutaricn Focd m;u Strategically planned o /
oo on devage i -
2 Centre for Sustainable Planning and Environments, University of the West of England, S0 saganvara . Neod sed Wable divane Avcided network of green and blue t
Bristol ol o8 fommason m"‘“‘ Fresh waner heakheare €} spaces or features — - —,
Fetenrion of wsl Cheaa adr Cotural vaue of . X
3 . . . . Watsr Al 3nd waner Desgned to deliver
Environmental Change Institute, University of Oxford, Oxford particies - bty repdetion Harsen Seath lerch e multiple benefits
4Balfour Beatty Civil Engineering polbstants Secouation et Bdsence vaue 2 it
Heattyy and ol wikdfe Scale: Quality: Guantity:
5 Parliamentary Office of Science and Technology Shverse wichis Legacy

&Technical Director Natural Capital Arcadis UK London

7Head of Palicy and Practice Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment

.

T

S

B WSP Technical Director Biodiversity Local and national policy

Area statements Development

application

? Department of Civil Engineering, University of Birmingham

19policy and Networks Manager, Royal Town Planning Institute

1 policy Manager Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management.

{ DEVELOPMENT PLAN (e.g. Local Plan) and other
statutory plans

et . . ) R
Soil and Agrifood Institute Cranfield University Evidence base

13 projects and Policy Manager, Town and Country Planning Association

Public consuitation

Non-statutory plans ) I

HCRrIA

N —_

Acknowledgements
DRIVERS OF LAND USE CHANGE (e.g. climate change, funding, development, regulation, governance and ownership, management and

We acknowledge the contributions of other professional institutes, academics, government - - L
technological innovation)

departments and delivery agencies to a workshop in February 2019 as part of this project.

The views contained here do not necessarily represent those of the constituent agencies
listed.

Figure 3 Concapdun fromewovk Jeraivng the selationsdie Hetwesn nateal capltal, SCoRyseem Senwoes and graen infrastructure in lamd wse phavmaing



Delivering better Gl policy for green
mfrastructure? Introducing the GIPAT tool

Researched from .....

* Building with Nature standards (Jerome)

* Integrated Green Infrastructure practice
(Glasgow and Clyde Valley) (Hislop)

* Mainstreaming Gl project. (Scott)
Designed with....
* West of England Combined Authority

* Green Infrastructure partnership C....

Building
with
Nature

infrastrocture in housing and
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Gl FUNCTIONS

S

Gl erhances opportunitios for active and healthy travel

G ks 1o wider path and public ccess Aetworks where they exist

Gl I3 designed to provide local recreationsl walking and cyching opportunities

(nrrencare )|
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https://mainstreaminggreeninfrastructure.com/reports/Scoring%20Matrix%20Template%20V3.4.xlsm

Green infrastructure design elements
Planning Policy Wales 10 2 - » '-g
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A B C|D|E|F|G|H|I |] MINIO|P|QIR|S | T|UIV|W|X|Y|Z
Foreword By the Cabinet Secretary for | | Coverage
Energy, Planning & Rural Affairs Strength
Chapter 1: | | Coverage
Introduction Strength
Chapter 2: People and places: achievingwell. | | | Coverage
being through placemaking Strength
Chapter 3: | [ Coverage
Strategic and spatial choices Strength
Chapter 4: Coverage
Active and social places Strength
Chapter 5: Coverage
Productive and enterprising places Strength
Chapter 6: E| Coverage
Distinctive and natural places Strength
Annex B | | Coverage
Strength
Coverage
Overall scores Strength
Total [max=78) % Key:
Coverage 57|73 Coverage Mone | Some | Most Full
Strength 4456 Score 0 1 2
Strength None | Weak |Medium| Strong
I: Introductory and strategic chapters
E: Environment chapter

Fiz. 5 Assessment of Gl policy coverage and streneth of wording within PPW10 - summaryv


https://www.interregeurope.eu/fileadmin/user_upload/tx_tevprojects/library/file_1592825117.pdf
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1 Green Infrastructure Design Elements
EKEIITIP'EE of Gl Pﬂli[!\[ Scoring FPolicy Plan Development integration Biodiversity? Physical Environment Access Networks | Greenspace Stewardship
s Tofele . £l | authori Mainstre aming Habitats
mostly taken from a review of local authority - - S S S S S S - = = = = = 5 5 S S S
paolicies in Central Scotland: -
https:/f'www. gcvpreennetwork gov.uk/publicati = =
— - ] E Bg8= & =
ons/790-gi-policies-in-the-csgn o e [T] -
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Howver your cursor over the scored cell to see: Z E8ZRE E an = i £ G B = £ & = ] i a = =
3 || -the Policy: = g83% o g = = = in % £ = 5 8 = & g | = g 3 = & B & =
x (] o - 1] —_ — = . = = [=] m = =
- a Comment on the Coverage against the £ = E T = = .g % ] » % E f Z; E E ; E = 5 = 3 g F=a° Z E
n z = = z 2 = o =
paolicy assessment criteria; or on the Strength of 2 = = E,F ﬁ E 3 & o [=] = = 2 E a o o bl E = g a o = [} =
e wording of the policy; and, = 8 T|® 2 z S5 § 3 s 2|2 g 5 & =& S| 2|5 =2|% ® 3
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ﬂ B C D E F G H I J K 1 A Bl - I : iy 0 [ nd 11 A 187 ){ '\ll' 2
- Clackmannanshire Council, Green Infrastructure Supplementary
E Full criterion coverage Guidance
7 Coverage Most criterion coverage 6.13
All development proposals wil be expected to fulfil all of the following
g S0ome criterion coverage Criteria:
- « maximise the potential of their development to contribute positively to
biodiversity conservation and enhancement
10 Strong policy wording Comment:
11 Strength Medium policy wording Although the exact terms used in the policy staternent do not match the
criterion the focus on conservation and enhancement of biodiversity fully
12 Weak policy wording covers the criterion
13 Coverage score;
14 Ful coverage = 3
- Coverage None Some Mast Full
Score 0 1 2 &
16
— Strength MNone Weak Medium Strong
13
19
20
21
22
23
24
2 START HERE 1. Methodology COverview 2. Assessment Criteria 3. Matrix Qverview 4. Instructions 5. Examples of Policy Scoring 6. Example 1

Cell P& note by Max Hislop
[t an e T e e T B o R O - o B R T b s T i B M TS T IR oo v 3 |



Questions

 Contact alister.scott@northumbria.ac.uk
* https://mainstreaminggreeninfrastructure.com/
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https://mainstreaminggreeninfrastructure.com/

