1. A New Structure

The new Durham BAP is being managed
by a series of sub-groups within the
Partnership. The upland, lowland, wetland,
woodland, birds, mammals and reptiles
sub-groups meet regularly both to discuss
new project work to deliver the objectives
and to report back on any actions.

Case Study: Wetland subgroup.

The wetland subgroup is chaired by Jim
Heslop from the Environment Agency and
consists of representatives from Natural
England, Northumbrian Water Ltd, The
Wildfowl and Wetland Trust, local authorities
and the Durham Wildlife Trust. The sub-group
has responsibility for a series of plans with a
wetland theme, which include Lowland Fens
and Pale Bristle Moss for example. So far the
subgroup has been formulating the content
of the new plan, but from now on members
shall be developing projects and reporting
back on any progress towards the objectives
in the BAP.

2. Reporting on progress

Reporting on
progress towards
objectives and targets
in the DBAP is the
responsibility of the
lead partner for each
plan or for each
species and habitat, and all the information
will now be entered into a new national
database for this purpose called BARS
(Biodiversity Action Recording System). The
new BARS database is accessible for
anyone to view via a website and active
partners will be able to record their work
on this system as they go.

In practice each sub-group will assess the
information on BARS every year and make
sure that all the activity they know about
has been entered on to the system as a

record of the Partnership's achievements.

The BARS database can found at:
www.ukbap.org.uk/reporting

3. Priority Species -
measuring results

Reporting on our activity is all very well -
but how do we know if our activity is
making a difference? Across the country,
as new |local BAPs are being written, new
targets are being set for our priority species
and habitats. For species these monitoring
targets need to measure either the
population of a species (e.g. an estimate
of the number of breeding pairs), or its
range. Objectives which will help us meet
these targets and priority actions are also
included in each plan.
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Waxcap grasslands are a new priority habitat. Photograph: Stuart Dunlop

4. Priority Habitats - a clearer definition

It has been particularly difficult in the past to measure our progress
or otherwise towards restoring or simply conserving important
habitats. Partly this is due to a lack of data on these habitats, and
partly due to a lack of clear definitions of the habitats we are
concerned with. Designation of Local Wildlife Sites also requires
clearer definitions of our priority habitats.

New definitions have now been developed along with condition
assessment criteria where possible for each priority habitat. For
the most part these are based on existing national definitions,
sometimes with a local 'tweak'. For example the definition for
lowland acid grassland used by Natural England by their farm
advisors across the UK has been adapted by removing some of
the more southern species and adding more local variants.

For some habitats, however, whole new definitions have had
to be written simply in order to be clear about what it is we are
trying to conserve.

Blaydon Quarry. Photograph: Penn Associates and Tarmac.

Case Study: Early Successional Brownfield Land.
Post-industrial or brownfield land is being increasingly recognised
as valuable habitat for wildlife, particularly as a home to some
rare invertebrates. But not all brownfield land can be considered
a priority so it is necessary to define the habitat carefully. The best
bits of post-industrial land for invertebrates are often very similar
to natural habitats such as sand dunes, dry grassland and heath
which have either disappeared or are under threat. Brownfield
sites are most similar to these habitats in their early successional
or 'open ground' phase when the combination of a diverse
community of ruderal plants (with high density of flowers and
abundant seed supply), and bare ground (basking and hunting
territory), leads to diverse communities of invertebrates, often
with a number of rarities. It is these early-successional areas of
brownfield land which are the subject of the new definition.

5. Putting Biodiversity on the Map.

Defining habitats is just the first step in conservation and
expansion of the wildlife resource. Definitions help us to map
habitats, and good maps help us to both safeguard sites by
letting people know where they are, and to plan for the future
by building on habitat networks.

This work is in its early stages, but good progress is being made
on mapping grassland habitats to complement data held by
Natural England on SSSI sites. Habitat network maps like the one
for grassland shown here, help us to target limited resources
effectively. In practice this means that farm advisors for Natural
England can target their grants at landholdings on the edges of
these networks and that Local Authority planners can target links
between networks for habitat creation or enhancement schemes
as a result of planning gain.

Thrislington grasslands. Photograph: Dave Mitchell.

Case Study - Magnesian Limestone Grassland.

The MAGical Meadows project allowed us to gather good data
on many grasslands across the east of the Durham BAP area. The
map below shows grassland habitat mapped, in the Coxhoe area
of Durham, from the MAGical Meadows surveys in 2005 and 2006.
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Homes for our priority species

A new nestbox scheme for Durham BAP
priority species is underway and has already
provided over 300 boxes for local endangered
wildlife. The scheme has recently been
funded by the County Durham Environment
Trust which allows us to buy materials for the
nestboxes and supply them with designs to
Frankland and Holme House prisons in
Durham and Stockton for manufacture in
their workshops.

Species benefiting from this scheme
include barn owl, water vole, pine marten
and tree sparrow. So far the scheme has
built and erected over 20 barn owl boxes
and more are on their way. Fifteen mink
rafts have been made as part of a
monitoring scheme for water vole
conservation, and over 30 pine marten
boxes erected in woodland across the
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county. Hundreds of tree sparrow boxes
have now been constructed with the off-
cuts from larger boxes.

Barn owl numbers suffered a more than 50%
decline in the latter half of the 20th century
for a variety of reasons, but are now starting
to experience a small revival here in Durham.
This revival is thought to be due to an increase
in rough grassland areas for hunting as well
as a reduction in pesticide use.

We can't be complacent though, and if we
are to capitalise on this local revival we need
to help barn owl numbers recover even
further by providing places for them to
breed. Hollow trees are now scarce in the
landscape, and many old barns and isolated
buildings have been torn down or
converted, so nest sites are in limited supply.
Durham Bird Club has been instrumental in
ensuring that our limited number of boxes
are sited in the right locations, by visiting all
potential sites and assessing their suitability.

Many other partners have all been involved
with siting and erecting boxes for other
species and overall the scheme is proving
to be an outstanding success in providing
the right nest boxes to the wildlife experts
who need them. We hope that the scheme
will run and run.
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Hedgerow Survey 2006

The Durham Biodiversity Partnership has
recently undertaken a survey of hedgerows
in the Durham area supported by DEFRA.
The survey, led and staffed by Durham
County Council, was designed to provide
some comparison with previous surveys
and a baseline against which progress can
be measured in the future.

The survey results are now in and some of
the highlights (or lowlights!) are as follows:

= Since 1979 an estimated 21% of the
hedgerow resource has been lost in Durham

= Only 17% of hedgerows are estimated
to be in favourable condition.

= The remaining 83% are in unfavourable
condition primarily because they are
gappy, or because the canopy is too high
(i.e. they are 'leggy"). This can be due to
lack of management or mis-management
-i.e too severe and frequent cutting.

= Neglect is the biggest threat to our
hedgerows, 62% of which are estimated
to be unmanaged.

= We will need to recruit approximately
580 'isolated' trees into hedgerows every
year to ensure that we retain the current
number of hedgerow trees across Durham.

A summary of the results and
recommendations, which will be taken
forward in the Durham BAP and by the
Hedgerow Partnership is available on the
website, alongside the full survey report.
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Hedgerows. Photograph: Defra.






