Proposed Changes to SNCI / LWS Designation Criteria

1.
Introduction

This paper proposes some changes to the site selection criteria described in the paper Guidelines for the Selection of Sites of Nature Conservation Importance in the Tees Valley. These changes have been identified by various organisations working to apply the criteria to potential Local Sites. 

2.
Criteria for birds
2.1
Existing Criteria 

The guidelines, as currently adopted, recommend that sites are designated on the following basis
O1
Wintering populations – All sites regularly holding greater than 0.5% of the national population of any wintering or passage species or sites regularly holding more than 2000 birds.

O2 
Breeding Populations – All sites regularly holding more than 5% of the Tees Valley

breeding population of a species.

O3 
Bird Assemblages – All sites regularly holding exceptionally good breeding bird species assemblages for that particular habitat.

O4 
Unusual Features – Any site regularly holding significantly high numbers of a key breeding or wintering species or unique features of a species or assemblage.

2.2
Proposed Changes 

These proposals have been developed following discussions with Ian Bond at Hartlepool BC, Russell McAndrew at Hartlepool Naturalists Field Club, Geoff Barber at INCA and Graham Megson at the Teesmouth Bird Club. The proposed changes to the criteria are given below, with an explanation of the thinking behind each change.
2.2.1
Proposed Change to Criteria for Sites Supporting Wintering Birds

01
Wintering populations – All sites regularly holding more than 0.1% of the national

population of any wintering or passage species and all sites regularly holding more than 5% of the cited bird interest of the Teesmouth SPA (this to include 5% of a cited individual bird population or of the combined water bird population)

2.2.2
Rationale 

The original figures are too high and no sites in Tees Valley would be protected except for existing SSSI / SPA / Ramsar Sites. A review of ornithological data for some key bird sites in the Tees Valley indicated that 0.1% of the national population would ensure protection for sites known to be of local value. The Yorkshire BAP has also selected 0.1% of National Population, which gives a precedent from a neighbouring county.
The Teesmouth SPA lends a particular local importance that should be recognised in the Tees Valley Local Sites Criteria. The 5% figure would apply to the populations of the species named in the citation and to the combined waterfowl and waders population of 21,406.

5% is recommended as 10% is probably too high; there are no potential Local Sites that regularly support 2000 water birds. A lower figure might lead to the designation of industrial land, farmland and river bank that support flocks of lapwing or relatively low numbers of redshank. Emphasis needs to be placed on the term “regularly”, with birds present on a number of occasions over a five year period. 
2.2.3
Proposed Change to Criteria for Sites Supporting Breeding Birds
O2 
Breeding Populations – All sites regularly holding more than 0.1% of the national breeding population of native species.

2.2.4
Rationale
Using the Tees Valley population of breeding birds creates anomalies where the area has a small representation of a particular breeding habitat / species that might be common elsewhere in the country. 
The additional requirement that the criteria applies to native species will prevent the designation applying to breeding sites for feral pigeons and ring-necked parakeets.
2.2.5
Proposed Change to Criteria for Sites Supporting Bird Assemblages
O3 
Any site regularly holding significantly high numbers of a key breeding or wintering species or unique features of a species or assemblage on a Tees Valley basis
2.2.6
Rationale 

The changes to the other criteria mean they are based on national populations. This heading will capture locally important sites that, for instance, just fail to meet the percentage of national populations in 01 or 02 for a single species, but a support locally important numbers of a greater variety of species.

3.
Criteria for Butterflies
3.1
Existing Criteria 

The guidelines, as currently adopted, recommend that sites are designated on the following basis

I2
All sites that regularly support one of the following species:

Green Hairstreak (Callophrys rubi) – regionally scarce

White-letter Hairstreak (Satyrium w-album) – range expanding but regionally scarce

Grayling (Hipparchia semele) – regional increase but national decline

Dingy Skipper (Erynnis tages) – national decline

3.2
Proposed Change to Criteria for Sites Supporting Butterflies
This proposal has been developed following discussions with Ian Bond at Hartlepool BC and Robert Woods at INCA. The proposed change is given below, with an explanation of the thinking behind it.

I2
All sites that regularly support Green Hairstreak (Callophrys rubi) or White-letter Hairstreak (Satyrium w-album) or a significant population (i.e. 10 individuals) of Dingy Skipper (Erynnis tages).

3.3
Rationale
Grayling has been removed from the list as it is a highly mobile species and makes use of early successional habitats. It is considered that effective conservation of the species is best achieved through site management especially on industrial land along the Tees, rather than through protection of sites. A comparison can be made with skylark, also a biodiversity priority species, which is conserved through appropriate management of farmland rather than through conservation designation of farm fields. 
Dingy Skipper has been retained on the list as it is considered to be under greater threat than Grayling and appears to be less mobile. The criteria tries to establish a significance figure, rather than support designation based on incidental records of the species. This criteria could prove challenging as the Dingy Skipper is recorded on industrial land.

4.
Additional

It is also proposed that the paper itself is re-named and the introductory text re-worded to reflect the change of name from Sites of Nature Conservation Importance to Local Wildlife Sites, agreed at the Biodiversity Steering Group meeting held on 30th September 2008. An error in the coding (“M” has been used to denote criteria for Moorland and for Mammals) needs to be rectified.

Robert Woods has been working on criteria for sites that support moths, as reported at a previous meeting. Further survey work is required to establish baseline populations / species distribution in Tees Valley and proposals for further changes to the Guidelines will have to come to a future meeting. 
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