Merged notes from RELU telephone conference’s held on 04/10/10 and 15/10/10 
People present;
04/10/10;

Claudia Carter (FR)

Keith Budden (BEP)

Andrew Hearle (NE)

Ruth Waters (NE)

Dave Collier (NFU)

Bob Forster (WMRAF)

Mark Reed (UOA)

Alister Scott (BCU)

Ben Stonyer (BCU)

Mark Middleton (WCC)

Rachel Curzon (BCU)

15/10/10;

David Collier (DC)

David Jarvis (DJ)

Miriam Kennett (MK)

Karen Leach (KL)

Chris Crean (CC)

Alister Scott (AS)

Ben Stonyer (BS)
Conference host AS 
	Notes 
	Actions

	AH & MR– Noted the importance of timetabling the policy briefs to coincide with key stages in the current localism planning reform , and government future policy. 
	

	MM – Questioned if economic impacts on the RUF were properly covered in our policy briefs 
RW – Highlighted the ecosystems approach ensures the inclusion of economics
	

	RW – Recommended that the title briefs should be more policy related
	

	MR – Highlighted the importance of community involvement in identifying and managing values connection and interdependencies  
	

	GROUP – It was agreed that the proposed policy briefs (a) and (b) would be more efficient if they could be incorporated as an introduction to  (c)(d)(e)(f), rather than as a separate items.
	 

	CC- Highlighted the need for value judgements, and the need to have policy in place to support decision making and inform how decisions could be made.

RW – Warned value judgements as a potentially huge area to cover, and the group may risk having too much material to cover.
	

	MM – Stated the importance of resilience within the RUF, and to not focus too much on community based planning.
	

	KB – Noted the importance of linking the project with local enterprise partnerships, parish and town councils.
 
	

	GROUP – It was agreed to link the policy briefs to the case study areas
	

	MM – Stressed the importance of focusing within the current political context, perhaps looking at what  happens after the RSS and localism
	

	BF – Noted the importance of the project having a wider influence than just DEFRA, stressing the forthcoming importance of localism, eg. BIZ, local enterprise partnerships.  BF also stressed the importance of looking at changing trends in food production along the RUF and that this should be incorporated into the project
	


15/10/10 Notes
	MK – Noted that they it may be worthwhile including more on sustainable sciences within the part B paper
	

	MK – Emphasised the need to consider temporal aspects, she highlighted the importance of considering the intergenerational aspect, and the importance of planning for the long term.  MK also expressed a personal interest of how this could be linked to economic issues. 
	

	DC, KL – Stressed that a systematic approach is not always required, admitting this has been partly acknowledged in part B paper, point 6.  However DC felt this point could be brought out more explicitly.
	

	CC – Emphasised the role of power in our research, how it is administered and enacted, e.g consultation fatigue, resulting in normal people being levered out and distorted outcomes.  
MK – Suggested the role of power could be integrated into our policy briefs.
	

	GROUP – All were concerned over the ‘academic dialogue’ currently used within the paper. 
	AS – Emphasised that the paper should be seen as a bridge between practice and academia and that the policy briefs would be aimed at having greater grounding in the ‘real world’

	MK – Emphasised the importance of educating the public on the inevitability of change in an attempt to discourage NIMBYISM
	

	DJ – Stressed the importance of a simple and appropriate approach
DC – agreed on the need to focus on specific areas due to the limited time available
	

	KL – Suggested the policy briefs may need revising as a result of the findings from the primary evidence papers.
	

	GROUP – Agreed with the primary evidence papers as a basis for the policy briefs
	

	CC – Suggested the possibility of removing ‘environmental’ from propose policy brief 1 and broadening it to ‘community based planning’.
	AS – Emphasised the importance of our environmental based subject in relation to the projects original brief and stressed the need to ensure we abided by it when structuring our planning briefs 


Preferential study areas within the policy briefs
	MR – Negotiation/stakeholder consultation
	

	RW – Identifying and managing values 
	

	BF – The economy and the environment, how they work together, learning the lessons from past experience.
	

	CC – Participatory planning
	

	RW – Community based planning
	

	AH – Community based planning
	

	
	


AOB

	AS – Stressed the importance of the initial paper receiving wider publication, and that it would need to be ‘academicalised’ in order to do this.
	

	AH – Stated he was still having issues logging into SharePoint
	

	AS – Reminded all members to forward on any contractual issues so he could discuss with the finance department at BCU. 
	

	
	


