TBH/8/13
From: John Eyre [mailto:john.eyre@ntlworld.com]
Sent: Wed 27/09/2006 08:02
To: Ben Rosedale
Cc: Rob Rowlands; Phillippa Mizen; John Clark
Subject: Re: Queries [EDP AV Scanned]
Ben,
In answer to your questions:
 

1.  I'm not sure that I understand this one. I wouldn't say that Nightjar numbers at Horsell are proportionately higher than they are at say Bramshill, where Nightjar is the commonest of the three Annex 1 species. All the sites differ in the type and quality of the habitat. Some have large open areas with little vegetation and are therefore good for Woodlarks. Others have extensive areas of heather which are ideal for Dartford Warblers. Nightjars can cope with more varied habitat than either of the other two species. The relative numbers of the species will therefore differ from site to site. You also have to be aware that a site can change dramatically from one year to the next. For example, a fire can change a large area of habitat that was suitable for Dartford Warblers into one more suitable for Woodlarks. 
 

2. Yes, as far as possible standard methodology was used for the surveys during 2003/4/5. Each recorder was provided with a set of survey instructions, a recording card and a map of their site. Several of the larger sites were split into sections which were allocated to different recorders. 
 

Recording methodology was based on the RSPB’s Bird Monitoring Methods.  Each of the species has its own requirements in terms of best time of the day and period of the year in which to do the field work. The recorders were asked to make a minimum of four daytime visits to each part of their nominated sites during the period between early March and late June with at least one of the visits in June extended to one hour after sunset to locate Nightjars. For the larger sites, many more than four visits were needed in order to achieve complete coverage; thus many observers made considerably more recording visits than the minimum requested. In 2004, which was a National Nightjar survey year, the methodology for the Nightjar survey had to comply with the national guidelines but 2Js coordinated the coverage of the TBH SPA using the regular recorders. Coverage of Nightjars on the larger sites presented particular difficulties. This species begins to ‘churr’ at dusk but doesn’t necessarily continue to sing for long. This means that the time available to locate the birds is limited. To get over the problem, a team approach was used on one of the large restricted-access MOD sites. This involved having observers in place at dusk at pre-arranged locations around the site. Each location was covered independently. The results for the complete site were later compiled by combining the segments taking care to avoid double-counting.
 

It is impossible to be sure of the degree of consistency between surveyors. Most of our surveyors are experienced field workers who are familiar with the areas they are surveying. I know from my own experience that when 'professional' surveyors are 'parachuted in' to unfamiliar areas they usually underestimate the populations of birds to be found there.  That said, our surveyors are volunteers. They are not working under strictly defined conditions and finding birds is not a straightforward task. All I can say is that the data are the best available – in fact they probably represent one of the best data sets available for any comparable site anywhere in the country.
 

3. Although several of the sites are owned by the MOD and some are restricted access, most of them were fully covered. Even sites which are off limits to the public were covered with permission from the MOD.  There is, to my knowledge, only one small area which still contains unexploded munitions, which is completely out of bounds. That said, Broadmoor to Bagshot and Chobham Common were not covered for Nightjar and Ash to Brookwood only partially covered in 2005. This was because, following the national Nightjar Survey in 2004, some observers were unwilling to put in the same effort again in 2005.
 

Best wishes.
John
 

 

----- Original Message ----- 
From: Ben Rosedale 
To: John Eyre 
Cc: Rob Rowlands ; Phillippa Mizen 
Sent: Tuesday, September 26, 2006 4:33 PM
Subject: Queries
 

John,
 

We have a few queries regarding the data and how it was collected. 
 

1. Is there any reason why the populations of Nightjar at Horsell Common is proportionally higher that they other twelve site? 
2. Was a standard methodology used for bird surveys during 2003/2004/2005? If so, what methodology was applied?  If not, how did it differ?  Was there consistency in the surveyors between sites? 
3. Where any areas within the five sites not surveyed due to access restrictions etc (e.g. MOD land)? 
 

Kind regards,
 

 

Benjamin Rosedale
BSc (Hons), Msc (dist), AIEMA
Principal
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