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UERIYING conservation actionsi(such as
gepltalrestoration, creation or
Shiancement) designed to deliver
PIOEIVErSIty benefits in compensation for
BSSESHNIa measurable way

SHIEeSSES [iom Impacts and gains elsewhere

== &ré measured in the same way even if
= the habitats involved are different
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~ o A'standard metric is used to determine
_ the'amount of compensation required
based on an assessment of habitat
distinctiveness, extent, condition,
location, etc.
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2 VolugeeigAisl [ative with pllot studies under White Paper
SSEmpha SIS on terrestrial development
SSREcent consultation via Green Paper

= '-nw onmentall Audit Committee inquiry into consultation:
B attention in national press

B 1ver5|ty offsetting not a ‘licence to trash’
*l"ﬂ"tended to sit within the mitigation hierarchy.

= __O:N(_)t intended to compensate for losses of protected
~ habitats and species (?)

“e Not intended to protect the condition of what is already.
there: the objective is to prevent net loss

e A mechanism to support sustainable development
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ICE WJ NG Group set up in response to biodiversity
OIiSELING proposals in White Paper, specifically to
EXPIOKE! 'Coastal issues

ESSEA[SoItaking into account:

- ‘fConcern about ‘death by a thousand cuts’
- — Possible new EU instrument on No Net Loss under
- 2020 Biodiversity Strategy Target 2

— Experience gained from Habitats Directive
reguirements

e [CE Discussion Paper (May 2013) and Position Paper
(July 2013)
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= J,.Jrc-' taie initiatives
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%" Distinctiveness of existing
_mabltats typically high: like-for-
I|ke or like-for better

® Natural processes: erosion,
salinity
® | andownership: ‘in perpetuity’




Potential allenges of offsetting Bl
LIENCOaS: wha‘f’is differents (2)

SROIEN0f SEdImEnt: sediment="
Jer)anr ent habltats offiset action
IIESHIHOT beneﬂuary Site

2 J_J,)gl;\ of sediment a valid offset?

BREBhitat evolution: should objective
= itside protected areas be g
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.. ==Galtmarsh for saltmarsh’ or a Ty

~dynamic, sediment-rich habitat for *

~~  a dynamic, sediment-rich habitat"?

® Timescales: create habitat vs.
create functioning habitat

¢ Opportunities for habitat banking
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'::; 'Tﬁtakes or outfalls, pipelines
- e Offshore / marine developments?

® Terrestrial developments (if
applying like-for-better)
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PRBIOGIVErSItY offiSetting within'context of Shoreline
Venegement Plans: demonstrate additionality

‘ HerJr' Ppportunities to coastal landowners: need clear,
COESIES pecific guidance

SEEXDI lojie Scope for appropriate enhancement within

= protected areas

,-,-.r.:“"f'vestlgate feasibility of sites specifically designed for
- offisetting multiple small losses of coastal biodiversity:
role-of habitat banks; maturity of habitat banks

o Clarify respective roles of terrestrial planning authorities
and Marine Management Organisation
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J _)lOJJ\/‘-‘I' | Setting could make a significant
o el lon to delivering no net loss of coastal habitats,
WEUGRIWIR=WIR' projects which also offer epportunities
for gk stalllandowners

2 f n:—w dditional certainty provided by a consistent policy
.,; amework will be important in helping to secure the
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'— é11very of such benefits
’-"".’-. However various physmal/techmcal and administrative
-~ issues require early attention in order to ensure

biodiversity offsetting at the coast is successful
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