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Does your organisation run any biodiversity or landcape featur:
monitoring programmes?

Unknowr
0%

No

48% Yes
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Does your organisation collect or hold biodiversitydata that
may be suitable for a monitoring baseline?

Unknown

5%

No Yes
43% 52%
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Do you maintain metadata for your biodiversity or landscapt
feature monitoring datasets?
Unknown

5%
Yes

29%

66%
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If it was proposed to bring any of your monitoringprogrammes or data intc
the Devon Biodiversity Monitoring Framework, would your organisation
welcome thig

Not Applicable
14%

No
0%

Yes
86%
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Would there be any restrictions on sharing data?
Yes
, 5%
Unknown/Possibly
29%
No
66%
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[ Highly important

B Moderately important

L1 Low/Indirect importance
L1 Irrelevant
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What is the proportion  Extent in Bap Priority  Changes in condition  Change in distribution Landscape character

of CWS w here a habitats? of BAP Priority of abundance of key
positive biodiversity habitats? BAP species?
outcome is delivered?

zones”?

0 0
4
Which of the following are included in your organis ation's
biodiversity monitoring priorities?
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How likely is it that your LA will pick the Biodive rsity Indicator as
one of it's 35 local performance indicators?

Likely
20%
Unknown
40%
Unlikely
40%

65 #+-/"# ' #

: 7%

At what frequency in intervals of yearsdo you think biodiversity
monitoring indicators should be reported?

Annually 3 yearly 5 yearly Cycles of annyal Should fit with
3, and 5 years monitoring
requirement
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Do you see the benefits of having whole monitoril
datasets rather than just indicators"

Unsure
10%

Yes
90%

9 | 1)+ ##

Lol #1 &

, =0
o !:

Would you support a shared biodiversity monitoring
framework for the whole of Devon?

Unsure
5%

Yes
95%
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Lowland Mixed Deciduous l
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Current State
Low Medium High
habitats that are Not in the "high" or | BAP Priority
severely degraded | “low” categories but | Habitat or Annex 1
in terms of close to definitions Habitat or habitat
artificiality or very | of priority habitats, normally evaluated
low species Annex 1 habitats or | as SSSl/Local Sites
richness e.g. arable| SSSl/Local Sites
field, conifer quality.
plantation
Low Management 0 1 2
detrimental to
wildlife
Medium Management neither 2 3 4
particularly
T beneficial nor
GE" detrimental to
() wildlife, e.g. neglect
(@) .
© or grazing but at sub
3 optimal levels or
= with inappropriate
stock
High Management 4 5 6
optimal or near
optimal for high
habitat quality
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L - low (detrimental), 2 S
H - high (near optimum) - % " % o O
M - medium (neither) = S S | © | 8 o c | B
N/A Not applicable 5 = o 2 o | g S £ 3
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Habitat score % of LWS by area Product
0 3 0
1 6 6
2 20 40
3 16 48
4 25 100
5 18 90
6 12 72
Total 100 356
Indicator score 59 (356/6)
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NI 197: Improved Local Biodiversity — proportion of Local Sites where positive

conservation management has been or is being implemented

local partner?

Is data provided by the LA or a Y Is this an existing indicator? N

Rationale

To measure the performance of Local Authorities for biodiversity by
assessing the implementation of positive conservation management of
Local Sites. There are more than 36,000 Local Sites in England
representing a significant proportion of the country’s biodiversity. Local
Site systems are operated by Local Sites Partnerships of which Local
Authorities should be the lead partner. The implementation of positive
conservation management serves as a widely accepted and cost effective
proxy for assessing improvements in biodiversity. Monitoring by ecological
survey would be burdensome and unlikely to identify improvements in
biodiversity during the reporting period. The indicator will assess the
performance of Local Authorities with regards to Local Sites and
consequently their wider performance for biodiversity (in turn contributing
to wider environmental quality). This indicator may also have the effect of
providing secondary benefits such as by encouraging wider public access
to Local Sites and promoting them for educational purposes.

Definition

Performance will be calculated as a percentage of all Local Sites in the
local authority area where positive conservation management has taken
place up to five years prior to the reporting date (31st March).

The indicator is assessed by Local Authorities considering whether
positive conservation management has been or is being implemented on
a Local Site.

Local site

A Local Site is a defined area, identified and selected locally for its
substantive nature conservation value, taking into consideration the most
important and the most distinctive species, habitats, geological and
geomorphological features within a national, regional and local context. It
may also have an important role in contributing to the public enjoyment of
nature conservation. Within each Local Sites System, the criteria for the
selection of sites will be derived locally with reference to the national site
selection framework of criteria in the Defra Local Sites guidance
www.defra.gov.uk/wildlife-countryside/ewd/local-sites/index.htm.

All sites that meet the selection criteria should be selected as Local Sites.

The assessment will cover all Local Sites in the local authority area and
not just those controlled by the local authority.

Information relating to the positive management of Local Sites selected by
the system will be ‘owned’ by the Local Sites Partnership and will usually
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be managed by one of the partners such as the local Wildlife Trust, the LA
or the Local Record Centre. There is therefore no national dataset to
assess the positive management, and assessment must be carried out a
local level. The data is expected to be obtained from local records.

NI 197: Improved Local Biodiversity — proportion of Local Sites where positive

conservation management has been or is being implemented (continued)

Definition Positive conservation management is management that contributes to
(continued) maintaining or enhancing the features of interest for which a site has been
selected. To show that positive conservation management has been or is
being implemented on a Local Site, there must be documented evidence
of appropriate management activities. The Local Sites Partnership will
verify the evidence. The nature of the management activity appropriate to
interest features of a site will commonly be defined within one, or more of
the following:

site management plan

management schemes — agri-environment or conservation
management agreement or scheme

relevant Biodiversity Action Plan (including habitat action plan, species
action plan or local biodiversity action plan). Where a site is designated
primarily for its geological features, the recommended management
activity may be defined within a Geodiversity action plan

management guidance and advice

A five year period is appropriate as many sites do not require annual
management and the Local Sites guidance recommends monitoring on a
5-10 year rolling programme.

Formula The indicator will be a simple percentage calculated as follows:
X/Y x 100

X is the number of sites in the Local Authority area where positive
conservation management has been or is being implemented during the
last five years.

Y is the total number of sites in the Local Authority area at the time of

reporting.
Worked Total Number of sites in Good Good performance is
example the Local Authority area performance indicated by an increase in
=446 the percentage of sites

under positive conservation
management year on year.

Number of sites under
positive management
=221

221/446 x 100 = 50%

Collection Annual. Data Source Local Sites Partnership
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NI 197: Improved Local Biodiversity — proportion of Local Sites where positive

conservation management has been or is being implemented (continued)

interval Position reported as at (if external)
31st March each year.
Return Percentage Decimal 0
Format Places
Reporting Local authority

organisation

Spatial level Single Tier, District and County Councils
Further A Local Sites Partnership provides a framework for establishing and
Guidance administering a Local Sites system. Local Authorities (LAs) should provide

leadership in establishing and maintaining these partnerships and
systems. Local Sites Partnerships are expected to support LAs in
obtaining the evidence to report on the indicator.

The Local Sites Partnership will verify the evidence showing the site is
under positive conservation management. Where LAs have limited
involvement in the partnerships Natural England will assist in verifying the
data in the short term. Where there is any doubt or insufficient evidence
the site should not score. LAs are expected to report evidence from the
last five years by 31st March of the reporting year i.e. for reporting 31st
March 09 evidence collected between April 04 and March 09 may be
used.

Further detailed guidance including a checklist of activities which would
gualify as positive conservation management is available at:

www.defra.gov.uk/environment/localgovindicators/index.htm.

National guidance on Local Sites can be found in Defra guidance published
in 2006, available at www.defra.gov.uk/wildlife-countryside/ewd/local-
sites/index.htm which provides common minimum standards to which all
Local Sites systems should operate. Local sites are also known as,
amongst others, Wildlife Sites, County Wildlife Sites and Sites of
Importance for Nature Conservation (SINCs).
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