
2010 Targets:

What has prevented us from achieving
them?

What do we need to do differently to
succeed?
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Status of BAP Habitats in Wales
2005 v 2008

2008

Declining
(continuing/

accelerating)
24%

Fluctuating -
probably

stable
13%

Stable
5%

Fluctuating -
probably

increasing
16%

Increasing
5%

Unknown
0%No clear

trend
8%

Declining
(slowing)

26%

Fluctuating -
probably
declining

3%

2005

Increasing
21%

Fluctuating -
probably

increasing
0%

Stable
13%

Fluctuating -
probably

stable
3%

Declining
(slowing)

40%

No clear
trend
0%

Unknown
5%

Fluctuating -
probably
declining

5%

Declining
(continuing/

accelerating)
13%



Status of Species 2008
Wales

Declining
(slowing)

6%

Fluctuating -
probably
declining

3%

Declining
(continuing/

accelerating)
8%

Lost since
BAP

publication
2%

Lost Pre BAP
publication

2%

No clear trend
8%

Unknown
41% Fluctuating -

probably
stable

9%

Increasing
6%

Stable
13%

Fluctuating -
probably

increasing
2%

UK

Fluctuating -
probably

stable
14%

Declining
(slowing)

9%

Fluctuating -
probably
declining

7%

Unknown
19% Fluctuating -

probably
increasing

5%

Increasing
10%

Lost Pre BAP
publication

0%

No clear trend
5%

Lost since
BAP

publication
2%

Declining
(continuing/

accelerating)
10%

Stable
19%



Status of BAP Species in Wales
2005 v 2008
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Trend of terrestrial habitats in Wales

Best guessNo clear trendLowland heathland

Partial surveyNo clear trendCoastal sand dunes

Best guessNo clear trendCoastal and floodplain grazing marsh

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Maritime cliff and slopes

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Fens

Partial surveyDeclining (slowing)Upland calcareous grassland

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Purple moor-grass and rush pastures

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Lowland raised bog

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Lowland meadows

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Lowland dry acid grassland

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Lowland calcareous grassland

Best guessDeclining (slowing)Coastal vegetated shingle

Partial surveyDeclining (slowing)Coastal saltmarsh

Partial surveyDeclining (slowing)Blanket bog

Best guessFluctuating - probably stableLowland wood-pasture and parkland

Sample or full surveyFluctuating - probably stableAncient and/or species-rich hedgerows

Best guessFluctuating - probably increasingWet woodland

Best guessFluctuating - probably increasingUpland oakwood

Best guessFluctuating - probably increasingUpland mixed ashwoods

Partial surveyFluctuating - probably increasingUpland heathland

Best guessFluctuating - probably increasingLowland mixed deciduous woodland

Best guessFluctuating - probably increasingLowland beech and yew woodland

Best guessStableReedbeds

Partial surveyStableLimestone pavement

Sample or full surveyIncreasingArable field margins



Marine habitat trends

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Tidal rapids

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Sublittoral sands and gravels

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Sheltered muddy gravels

Best guessDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Mudflats

Partial surveyDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Modiolus modiolus beds

Sample or full surveyDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Maerl beds

Partial surveyFluctuating - probably decliningSeagrass beds

Best guessFluctuating - probably stableMud habitats in deep water

Best guessFluctuating - probably stableSaline lagoons

Best guessFluctuating - probably stableSabellaria alveolata reefs

Best guessFluctuating - probably stableMud habitats in deep water



Freshwater habitat trends

Sample or full surveyDeclining (continuing/accelerating)Mesotrophic lakes

Partial surveyDeclining (slowing)Eutrophic standing waters

Sample or full surveyIncreasing
Aquifer-fed fluctuating water

bodies
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Top 10 threats to Welsh habitats
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Top 10 threats to marine habitats in
Wales
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Top 10 threats to terrestrial habitats
in Wales
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Main threats to freshwater habitats
in Wales
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Top 10 threats to Welsh species
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Habitat constraints

link to constraints data
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Species constraints
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The Workshop!
Given the current state of knowledge, threats
and constraints, what does Wales need to do
differently to halt biodiversity decline?

Can we adapt what we currently do?

What are the 3 key areas we need to focus on to
halt biodiversity loss; aim to produce three clear
messages for the Minister.



WBPSG10 
PAPER TO NOTE: A 
10 February 2010, Caerphilly 
 
Title: Wales Species Lead Partners - Gaps 
 
Produced by: Stephen Bladwell, Wales Species Expert Group/Species Lead 
Partners 
 
Background: 
The Species Expert Group was asked by WBP to coordinate the identification 
and review of gaps in the provision of lead partner role for Wales’s priority 
species.  
 
Species Lead Partners are responsible for progressing the delivery of actions for 
priority species in order to meet agreed targets. This role needs to be undertaken 
at a number of levels and through a range of mechanism/opportunities. Some of 
the key roles of species lead partners include: 

• development, dissemination and review of targets and actions for priority 
species; 

• advising the Ecosystem Groups on those habitat actions required to meet 
the needs of specific species; 

• providing advice to WBP on research and monitoring/surveillance needs; 

• providing advice to land managers and LBAP partnerships on species 
conservation delivery; 

• identifying policy constraints and, through representation to the Biodiversity 
Policy Group, helping to drive policy development and monitor outcomes; 

• coordinating reporting for species through appropriate mechanisms (e.g. 
BARS) and liaising with Species Expert and Ecosystem Groups for UK 
species reporting. 

 
Progress: 
Lead partners have been identified for a significant number of priority species 
across the taxa groups. This process has considered only terrestrial species with 
the exception of seaweed spp. 
 
The Marine Ecosystem Group is considering all benthic and mobile marine 
species. 
 
Of the circa 500 priority species there are currently (January 2010) 68 species 
with no lead partner identified and 23 species with unconfirmed lead partners. 
 
Currently the gaps are: 
Vascular plants 19 spp. (23%) have no lead partner 
Bryophytes  9 spp. (29%) 
Lichens  25 spp. (37%) 



Fungi   12 spp. (46%) 
 
Freshwater fish 10 spp. TBC 
Invertebrates  13 spp. TBC 
 
Action Requested: 

a) Acknowledge that the gaps in the provision of lead partner role for a 
considerable number of priority species (predominantly within the vascular 
and non-vascular plant groups) may present issues in terms of 
progressing conservation actions.  

b) Agree resources need to be identified to increase the capacity to fill these 
gaps and urge WBP members to support this process where relevant 

c) Agree that a resource will need to be identified to develop and coordinate 
a lead partner forum to ensure consistency and effective delivery.  



WBPSG10 
PAPER TO NOTE:  
10 February 2010, Caerphilly 
 
Title: Building Taxonomic Capacity in Wales – Hymenoptera Project 
 
Produced by: Stephen Bladwell, Wales Species Expert Group 
 
Background/Progress: 
Between November 2008 and June 2009 WBP piloted a project with 
lichenologists to link, support and mentor interested field naturalists building the 
capacity within Wales in this taxonomic field. Action was focused on getting 
experts teamed up with volunteers of different skill levels, out in the field 
together, carrying out practical actions and/or surveillance work. Actions were 
reported on Biodiversity Action Reporting System (BARS) and data collected was 
shared with the relevant Local Record Centres. 
 
In September 2009, the Species Expert Group (SEG) was asked to identify and 
outline the next three taxonomic areas to which this initiative could be extended 
to provide the best strategic benefit for wildlife conservation. In addition to the 
initiation of these projects (the first of which is outlined below) SEG recommends: 

1. Strategic benefit needs to be framed in terms of current resource (or lack 
thereof) urgency of action and practical conservation outcome. 

2. These projects must be a long-term investment in building the capacity of 
Welsh knowledge and expertise in these respective areas 

3. The need for the programme to operate at a number of levels – i.e. there 
is a need for a pool of good amateur naturalists and an equal need for a 
higher level of expertise in each of the taxonomic fields to support good 
decision-making. 

4. Appropriate resources need to be allocated to keep the programme 
operating effectively i.e. there needs to be an ongoing investment in 
development of this knowledge resource. 

 
Plan/Proposals: 
The Hymenoptera includes sawflies, wasps, ants and bees. They are minute to 
moderate-sized insects, usually with two pairs of membranous wings, the front 
pair much larger than the hind pair. Hymenoptera are an important component of 
the biodiversity of Wales, vital to functioning ecosystems and food production 
systems. 
 
The proposed project would start with bumblebees, building the capacity to 
correctly identify both from a taxonomic and a habitat requirement/land 
management perspective. From this, the project would expand to encompass 
other priority Hymenoptera species in a staged process. 
 
 



Bumblebees provide an excellent means of introducing people to the fascinating 
world of the Hymenoptera. There are 24 species of bumblebee currently in the 
UK, 20 of these occur in Wales of which six are relatively common and 
widespread. Learning how to identify the common species is an accessible and 
simple way of developing the skills needed to identify other Hymenoptera. The 
common species can be easily identified, after which there are the other species 
to learn (although not all species appear in one location), including several 
relatively common cuckoo bumblebee species. Identification of the rarer species 
requires more detailed examination and understanding of bumblebee anatomy. 
Once these skills have been acquired it is envisaged that identification of the 
ca225 solitary bee species could follow, with progression onto other 
Hymenoptera as skills and knowledge are acquired.  
  
The widespread loss of flower-rich habitats has had a dramatic impact on 
bumblebee populations, with many species now thought to be in decline, ten 
species in significant decline and two species already extinct in the UK. Though 
they are commonly seen there is a paucity of up-to-date accurate records of 
species abundances and distributions, which are vital in order to prioritise 
conservation efforts.  
 
Bumblebees have received relatively little focus from within conservation 
organisations and are often overlooked during site visits and surveys. 
Bumblebees support wild and agricultural plants through provision of pollination 
services and so contribute significantly to conservation of biodiversity as well as 
being of value in their own right. It is important that the skills of the few very good 
Hymenoptera specialists are passed onto others in conservation organisations, 
to ensure skills are not lost and that this group of species receives the attention it 
requires. 
 
Key contacts: 
Mike Howe, CCW 
Adrian Fowles, CCW 
Pippa Raynor, Bumblebee Conservation Trust 
 
Action Requested: 

• Support the development of the Hymenoptera Project in line with the way 
the Lichenology Project was developed and is being implemented. 

• Agree for the need to undertake this programme in line with the 
recommendations made by the SEG in the above paper 

• Agree SEG will continue to identify the areas/taxonomic groups this 
programme will continue to develop 



WBPSG10
PAPER to Note: C
10th February 2010, Caerphilly

Wales Environmental Information Steering Group: Update on WEIF Data
Flow and Data Charter Actions

Background
In November WBP agreed that WEISG should concentrate on the 2 actions agreed as
priorities at the Forum in March.  The actions are:

 To develop a data sharing charter for partners in Wales
 To agree data flow roles and responsibilities

WBP also asked that the steering group report back on progress at the February meeting and
to be in a position to present the draft charter for WBPs consideration.

Two task and finish ‘focus’ groups have been formed to take these actions forward and to
present plans and outcomes to WEISG/WBP for approval. This paper presents the draft
charter and provides an update on progress with the 2 actions.

Progress since November Paper
WEIF 2009 Action 1: Data Sharing Charter
The data charter has been developed as a high level charter that lists overarching principles.
As reported in November, this action emerged from the WEIF forum. Although the remit of
the forum and steering group is environmental data, the focus of the data charter is initially
biodiversity data. It is proposed that the charter is broadened over time to cover other
environmental data that supports the biodiversity remit.

The data charter focus group met in December to prepare the draft charter.  The focus group
includes WEISG volunteers and representatives from key groups (e.g. NBN Trust and
MEDIN).  The full Steering Group met on 29/01 to consider and approve the charter.

 Presumption to share
 Timely submission of new data & update of published datasets
 Submit data once to single appropriate custodian
 Adopt agreed model for data flow
 Acknowledge the source
 Users able to access all data through agreed routes

These initial principles were based on the NBN’s recently published data flow principles.
See appendix 1 for the full charter and points that have been recorded for inclusion in the
supporting agreement or WEISG guidance.

At the moment we have 2 suggestions for the format of the charter:

a) a high level charter (that can e.g. be posted on a wall) with a supporting contractual
agreement/commitment (possibly MoU) that details additional points highlighted at the focus
meeting as being important for the agreement but are not strategic enough for the principles.
The points in the agreement/commitment could then be supplemented with specific detailed
guidance.

b) a single charter document where the contractual elements are wrapped around the charter
and that the extended charter be supplemented with specific WEISG guidance



The Focus group had decided upon (a) as the best format but discussions at the steering
group veered towards (b).  We would like WBPs views on this before we embark on
formatting and releasing documentation for appropriate audiences.

Points that have been highlighted for inclusion in the supporting agreement or guidance are
listed as an appendix to the charter.

2. WEIF 2009 Action 2: Data Flow Roles and Responsibilities
The aim of this action is to define and agree the roles and responsibilities for all partners
involved in the flow of data for specific taxonomic groups. As reported in November, this
action also emerged from the WEIF forum and the focus is again on biodiversity data as a first
step. The data flow focus group met in January to identify which taxa to focus on; to identify
relevant individuals' for each taxa; to identify an individual person to take the lead for each
taxa and to develop an outline plan.  The focus group includes relevant representatives from
WEISG and a representative of the academic community.

It was decided that this group should build on the work already being done in Wales on data
exchange with particular taxa and organisations, rather than embark on new work.
Opportunities were identified where the group could align the data flow projects in Wales with
NBN projects that are agreeing data flow models for the same taxa with national schemes
and societies at a UK level.

The groups settled on 6 taxa and 2 sectors to focus on.
 Mammals
 Reptiles and Amphibians
 Higher Plants
 Dragonflies
 Lichens
 Butterfly Conservation
 Academic sector
 Private sector

Most of these tend to focus on terrestrial and freshwater habitats.  The group considered
marine data but there is no marine representation on the focus group.  It was noted, however,
that the NBN are facilitating a project under their Defra contracted to document data flow for
marine data at a UK level.  WEISG may be able to benefit from the results of this project in
the future.

2 representatives of the focus group were agreed as lead and support for developing an
action plan for each target group.

It is important to note that partners involved in the collection and dissemination of data for
each of the chosen groups are at different stages of development and implementation of data
flow models.  For some groups data flow models and been agreed at a local level but not at a
national level or vice versa.  For others the issue is yet to be addressed.  It has been agreed
that actions will focus on work that is already taking place, therefore, progress will reflect this
context and will vary.

Progress with additional WEISG Workstreams
These are detailed in the WEISG meeting notes from 29/01 and are/will be published on WBP
web site.

Plan/Proposals
WEIF 2009 Action 1: Data Charter
Once approved by WBP, three processes need to begin:

Format the charter as a consultation document
The draft principles will be updated following feedback from WBP and then formatted into a
polished consultation document ready for wider consultation and the first steps of



implementation.  Please note that if it is agreed that the document is to be amended to
include elements of the contractual agreement the re-formatting will take longer.

Consultation and gaining agreement in principle to the high level charter
It is recognised that organisation may find it difficult to sign up to the high level principles
without the detail of some or all of the supporting agreement or WEISG guidance. To
facilitate progress and consultation, it is therefore suggested that organisations agree to the
charter in principle and that the agreement is subject to the detail of any supporting
agreement or WEISG guidance.

It has been recommended that the Government and Government sponsored bodies in Wales
are seen to lead by example and adopt the charter first with a view to extending this to Local
Authorities and then the private and voluntary sector through consultation.  It is therefore
suggested that WAG, CCW, EAW and FCW consult internally on implementing the charter
and report back to WEISG/WBP when agreement in principle is approved for implementation
or to highlight any constraints they will need to overcome.

Some private and voluntary sector representatives have expressed an interest in trying to
implement the charter from the outset and it is suggested that these opportunities are taken
up and implemented in parallel.

Drafting the supporting agreement and/or publishing WEISG guidance
The Charter has been drafted as a set of high level principles that the signatories will adhere
to however, for the process to effectively free up data in the way that WEIF intended, there
will need to be a more detailed document setting out a clear framework of behaviors and
practices that underpins the higher level documents. As outlined above, two options have
been proposed, one is to supplement the charter with a contractual/committal agreement and
detailed guidance; the second is to expand the charter and embed the contractual obligations
within the charter and supply supporting detailed guidance.  The data charter focus group
need to agree the format for the charter and then work on the detail of any supporting
agreement or relevant WEISG guidance.

WEIF 2009 Action 2: Data Flow Roles and Responsibilities
Once the list of target groups is approved, the focus group lead and support for each target
taxon or sector will develop an action plan based on existing action and progress to data flow
for the target group and known individuals involved in the flow of data for that group.

Issues
It is acknowledged that a significant effort will be required to progress this work but we think
that the benefits of co-ordinating effort through WEISG outweigh the constraints.

WBP members may be interested to hear that partners in Scotland are investigating options
for a similar forum and steering group.

Decision Points
1. To provide suggestions for the introductory paragraph to the data charter
2. To endorse or amend the Data Charter as a consultation document and the ideas

behind the principles.
3. To agree a consultation period for the data charter and provide approval for WEISG

to sign off the final version
4. To endorse the proposal for implementing the data charter
5. To endorse the groups identified for initial action for agreeing data flow in Wales



   

WBPSG10 
PAPER TO NOTE: D 
10th Feb 2010, Caerphilly 
 

Title: WBP Planning   

Background/Progress 

 

WBP Biodiversity Conference 2010 
This year’s WBP conference takes place on the 15th and 16th September at 
Bangor University. In terms of the conference theme, suggestions are 
requested, one idea offered as a primer is: “Future-proofing biodiversity - 2010 
and beyond: Practical and Policy actions to secure and enhance Biodiversity 
in Wales”. The conference could also focus on drawing in other 
audiences/sectors that are loosely or not currently engaged with biodiversity 
initiatives and develop mechanisms for engagement. 

 
Action Requested 

1. To agree this year’s WBP conference theme 
2. To circulate the WBP conference date & location  to your contacts  
3. To suggest/volunteer a presentation or workshop theme 

UK BAP Conference 2010 

The conference takes place in Stirling, Scotland on Nov 23rd & 24th. The 
conference will focus on the outcomes of the CBD Conference in Nagoya, 
Japan as its broad theme, particularly the post 2010 target. 
 
Action Requested 

4. To note the date at this stage. Conference details will be circulated 
when available. 

Wales Biodiversity Week 2010 & IYB 2010 

Wales Biodiversity Week (WBW) takes place between 5th -13th June and will 
form part of the activities for the International Year of Biodiversity (IYB-2010). 
Details of how partners can get involved with the IYB-2010 campaign are set 
out in SG9 PTN D. The National Museum Wales will be heavily involved with 
IYB-2010 coordination in Wales and organisations are encouraged to make 
contact with the Communications Officer Catrin Mears 
(Catrin.Mears@museumwales.ac.uk) for advice and support. 
The purpose of WBW & IYB-2010 is to raise awareness with all audiences of 
the importance of biodiversity and the consequences of its loss. The WBP 
support team will coordinate WBW events, merchandise and an on-line 
pledge system on behalf of LBAPs and the intention is to co-brand WBW 
events with IYB-2010. Note: The International Day for Biodiversity (IDB) on 
22nd May will also be celebrated this year and events to celebrate IDB are 
required.  
 
Action Requested 

5. To agree to circulate WBW date (5th - 13th June) to your contacts 
6. To agree to host WBW/IYB events and/or coordinate with LBAPs in 

hosting events 



   

7. To agree to send WBW/IYB event details to LBAPs/WBP secretariat 
(Sean McHugh) for publicity purposes 
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