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The Wildlife Trusts and Living Seas

A Marine team since 1996

A Living Seas programme since 2010
A Working nationally...

Aéand | ocally

A Long-term focus on Marine Protected Areas
(MPAS)
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A Latest strategy sets out our
approach to:

I Fisheries
I MPAs gggkvggy
I Offshore development

I Pollution etc.

A Integrated through Regional
Sea Plans

https://www.wildlifetrusts.orqg/sites/default/files/2018
03/the wildlife trusts marine strateqy.pdf



https://www.wildlifetrusts.org/sites/default/files/2018-03/the_wildlife_trusts_marine_strategy.pdf

The road to a new network

A Marine Protected Areas work!

A Making them work better i building a network

A Marine Conservation Zones i past, present and future
A Managing fisheries in MPAs

A Brexiti challenges and opportunities in offshore waters



Some terminology

A Marine Reserves
i areas where all damaging act |
I éal so known as No Take Zones

A Marine Protected Areas (MPA)

I broader t er me
I éi ncludes Mari ne RHsareasves an:

A All MPAs in the UK are multi-use



Marine Reserves work
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Representativity
ConneCtiVitY The full range of habitats and species

found in the geographical ar hould
be represented within the network and
an adequate proportion of features
should be included

F Sites should be well distributed, but
eatures close enough to ensure ecological links
are maintained so that fragmented

Sites should be identified for their 4
habitats can recover,

range of species and habitats (known
as features). Consideration should be
given to those species and habitats that
are in decline, rare or threatened.

Resilience Management

Individual sites should be large enough Each site should be managed to ensure

to provide meaningful protection, and protection of the features for which it

replicated to ensure a resilient network. was proposed. There should be no
damaging activites
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Channel Islands Marine Protected Areas o
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Species dispersal ioildlife
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Gaines, 2007




Ecological networks -
size and connectivity

Spacing
Guidelines

Spacing
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Gaines, 2007
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Resilience: how much of each ’Tl’

habitat to protect? wildlie
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JNCC/Natural England (2010) MCZ Prajéstological Network guidance



Resilience: how much of each "1’
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habitat to protect? TRUSTS
Percentage of species
Broad-scale habitat types (10% incremental steps)
50% 60% T0% B0% 90%
High energy intertidal rock (A1.1) 4.9 10.8 212 KT 63.2

Moderate energy intertidal rock (A1.2) 4.9 10.9 213 38.0 63.3

Low energy intertidal rock (A1.3 54 116 222 350 641

Intertidal coarse sediments (A2.1) 6.69 13.6 248 418 66.3

Intertidal sand and muddy sand (A2.2) 6.3 13.0 248 418 65.7

Intertidal mud (A2.3) 6.3 13.0 24 8 418 65.7

Intertidal mixed sediments (A2 4) 6.3 13.0 24 8 418 657

High energy infralittoral rock (43.1) 25 6.6 150 305 571

Moderate energy infralittoral rock (A3.2) 3.0 7.5 16.5 324 A8.7

Low energy infralittoral rock (A3.3) 2.8 71 159 36 58.0

High energy circalittoral rock (A4.1) 1.4 4.3 1.2 2h4 h2.3

Moderate energy circalittoral rock (A4 2) 1.9 5.4 13.0 279 547

Low energy circalittoral rock (A4.3) 27 71 15.7 315 A7 9

Subtidal coarse sediment (A5.1) 3.0 76 16.5 324 8.7

Subtidal sand (A5.2) 23 6.3 145 299 56.6

Subtidal mud (A5.3) 23 6.2 145 298 56.5

Percentage of total broad-scale habitat area

Subtidal mixed sediments (A5.4) 28 7.3 16.1 ER R h8.3

JNCC/Natural England (2010) MCZ Prajé&atological Network guidance
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One network, six designations

Scottish
MPAS

European Northern Irish
Marine Sites

Sites (SACs & SPAS)

(possible new sites)

Ramsar

Image: Natural England



One network, six designations

Scottish
MPAS

European Northern Irish
Marine Sites

(SACs & SPAS)

Ramsar

(possible new sites)

Image: Natural England

A Marine Conservation Zones (MCZs)
A Marine and Coastal Access Act 2008
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" Balanced Seas
@ Finding Sanctuary
@ Irish Sea Conservation Zones
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®INCC e

SR Nde Consorvelion Covesiiee

Marine Conservation Zone Project

Ecological Network Guidance

Jume 2000
Written by Natusl England and the
Joint Nature Conservaton Committee
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