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BERKSHIRE LOCAL NATURE RECOVERY STRATEGY 

SUBMISSION BY THE BERKSHIRE ORNITHOLOGICAL CLUB 

1 INTRODUCTION 
 
The Berkshire Ornithological Club (BOC) has been keeping records of birds since 
1947, and has been the compiler and publisher of the county bird reports since 
1974. It has been supported by the Newbury District Ornithological Club (NDOC) 
in this role. It supported the produc�on of two atlas projects, the first of breeding 
birds between 1987 and 1989, the second of both breeding and wintering birds 
between 2007 and 2011. It also hosts the county bird record database. 
 
The results of the two local atlas projects have been published in book form in 
the two edi�ons of The Birds of Berkshire published in 1996 and 2013 (referred to 
in this paper as “the County Atlas”), and are available on-line on the club’s 
website, at County Atlas | Berkshire Ornithological Club (berksoc.org.uk).  The club’s 
conserva�on sub-commitee has run surveys of some species and farmland sites, 
supports the work of local site-specific groups such as the Theale Area Bird 
Conserva�on Group, the Lavell’s Wetland Trust and Moor Green Group and also 
encourages par�cipa�on locally in the na�onal monitoring surveys run by the 
BTO. 
 
In 2022, we published Berkshire’s Birdscapes, writen by the late Renton 
Righelato. This draws on the materials referred to above, and summarises the 
main habitats of the county, the changes that have occurred and the impact that 
this has had on the county’s birdlife. At the same �me, we drew up a list of “Birds 
of Conserva�on Concern” that can be viewed on-line at Berkshire-Species-of-
Conserva�on-Concern.pdf (berksoc.org.uk) . 
 
These representa�ons and sugges�ons are derived from these resources, and are 
intended to be relied upon in stages 1,3,4 & 5 of the LNRS formula�ons process 
(mapping areas of importance; describing the areas on their importance; 
agreeing priori�es and poten�al measures and mapping areas that could be of 
par�cular importance). Stage 2 only applies to reviews of the LNRS once it has 
been implemented. We look at current protected sites, poten�al new sites and 
landscape-scale ini�a�ves to achieve a strategy that fulfils the requirements of 
the Lawton Principles of “more, bigger and beter joined” spaces for nature in the 
county. 
 
In making these representa�ons there are some underlying themes and 
principles we consider should run through the LNRS as it is promulgated. 
 
1 – Any crea�on or improvement of habitats or sites needs to include funding for 
long-term maintenance as well as the ini�al work. There have been examples of 

http://berksoc.org.uk/county-atlas/
http://berksoc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/Berkshire-Species-of-Conservation-Concern.pdf
http://berksoc.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2022/09/Berkshire-Species-of-Conservation-Concern.pdf
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sites that have been designated but not maintained (such as Aldermaston Gravel 
Pits), and some of our proposals specifically are for support for maintenance of 
sites. 
 
2– We urge recogni�on of the site-specific groups and their contribu�on. The 
work done by the groups we men�on above at Theale Gravel Pits, the Loddon 
and Blackwater valley gravel pits and Fobney Island in Reading. These groups 
already exist, and have members who are commited to the sites they manage, so 
are in a posi�on to deliver nature recovery efficiently by bringing their exis�ng 
resources and knowledge to bear. 

3 -  There has to be recogni�on of the conflict between the goals of protec�ng 
species and access to the countryside. This has been an issue at heathland sites 
like Greenham Common and wetland sites such as Hosehill Lake, Theale. While 
access to nature is welcome as part of any proposed scheme, there should also 
be provision for controlling access to areas where uncontrolled access is an 
iden�fied threat for wildlife. 

4 – In iden�fying sites, recogni�on should be given that it is the mosaic of 
habitats that is as important as iden�fying areas of a par�cular habitat. This is 
par�cularly relevant for bird species, where different habitats for breeding, 
feeding and roos�ng in proximity contribute towards an area’s importance for 
birdlife, and poten�al for enhancement. 

 
2 BERKSHIRE’S PRINCIPAL HABITATS AND THEIR BIRDLIFE 

 
Although one of the smallest inland coun�es in England, it has considerable 
habitat diversity. The BOC has divided the county into habitat areas to use for 
analysis of its bird records, and almost all the county can be broadly divided 
between four main habitat categories. Fig 1 is the map of the county showing 
these areas 

 
Fig 1 – Principal habitat areas of Berkshire 
Chalk downs & hills – beige; Acid heaths and woods – brown; River valleys and 
plains – green; Urban areas - grey 
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3 THE PRIORITY SPECIES 

We atach at Appendix 1 a copy of our “Birds of Conserva�on Concern” published 
in 2022. Note that the conserva�on ac�ons in the right-hand comment referred 
to ac�ons within the resources of the BOC, and not intended as local policy 
prescrip�ons or sugges�ons. 

In addi�on to these species, there are some species that would benefit from 
conserva�on measures, or which are currently the subject of conserva�on 
measures that merit support. 

These are- 

Peregrine – there is a small popula�on of this species that has spread across 
southern England in recent years, using largely urban sites, which usually require 
support by way of the provision or improvement of nest-box sites and liaison 
with the owners or managers of the buildings on which they are nes�ng. 

Swi� – a declining long-distance migrant, largely dependent upon ar�ficial nest 
sites in roofs or similar, many of which have been lost as older buildings have 
been repaired or updated. The BOC has provided ar�ficial nest boxes to provide 
new or replacement sites. 

Black Redstart – a species with a very small local breeding popula�on, that 
usually uses town centre or other urban sites. 

Linnet – a farmland species that has largely retreated to the higher areas of the 
Downs, where it s�ll breeds and forms winter feeding flocks that benefit from 
over-winter stubbles and areas of uncut weeds. 

Winter visitors – there are a considerable number of winter visitors that occur in 
the county, some in substan�al numbers, and a few in na�onally important (or 
near na�onally important) numbers, par�cularly in wetland areas, on 
waterbodies or in open country. These include – Gadwall, Tu�ed Duck, Smew and 
other wildfowl, Water Rail, Hen Harrier, Lapwing, Golden Plover, Snipe, 
Woodcock, Lesser Black-backed and Herring Gulls, Short-eared Owl, Skylark, 
Starling and Redpoll. 

4 SUGGESTED NATURE RECOVERY TARGETS – SITES AND PROJECTS. 

4.1 - Habitat Area – Chalk Downs and hills 

This comprises much of the north and west of the county, with a small part of the 
Hampshire Downs in the south-west corner of the county. The area is currently 
dominated by arable cul�va�on, but there are a number of other land uses and 
landscape features that add to its value for wildlife. There are substan�al areas of 
permanent grassland associate with the horseracing industry, notably areas of 
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“dead land” around and between horse gallops, s�ll some chalk grassland on 
slopes too steep for cul�va�on, and the corridors created by the Ridgeway and 
other old drove roads, with wide uncul�vated margins including thorn scrub 
providing addi�onal feeding and nes�ng habitats. 

The County Atlas surveys have shown that the high tops of the Berkshire Downs 
have become a refuge for many of the red-listed birds of farmland that have 
disappeared or largely disappeared from the rest of the county, and indeed the 
chalklands of (for example) Hampshire. These include Lapwing, Stone Curlew, 
Quail, Grey Partridge, Yellow Wagtail, Linnet, Yellowhammer and Corn Bun�ng. In 
addi�on, there is a very small popula�on (2-3 pairs) of Curlew, a na�onally 
threatened species. There is also a winter roost of Short-eared Owls at one site.  

In addi�on to the impact of modern agricultural prac�ce, there is a problem with 
recrea�onal pressure at the most popular spots, par�cularly from dogs that are 
not kept under control, disturbing both breeding and wintering birds. 

 Opportuni�es  

As highlighted above, the higher areas, par�cularly around the scarp on the 
northern side of the Berkshire Downs, an area that crosses over the Oxfordshire 
and (in the west) Wiltshire, county borders, is a refuge for many scarce and 
declining birds of farmland and open country. These areas are predominantly 
either farmed for arable crops, or used as gallops by the horse-racing industry. 
Our records and surveys indicate that the value of these areas for birds is 
enhanced by the mosaic of habitats described above, and any element of the 
LNRS rela�ng to these areas should concentrate on encouraging the crea�on and 
maintenance of the mix of these elements. This should include- 

1 - the encouragement of managing the margins of drove roads for wildlife, 

2 – retaining but managing any scrub areas 

3 - retaining informal hedges and field margins, allowing them to grow and 
avoiding �dying up field and track margins, to provide nes�ng habitat and feeding 
resources for birds. 

4 - provision of set-aside areas and winter stubbles and supplemental winter 
feeding to increase over-winter survival of seed-ea�ng birds, 

5 – within field measures to safeguard or encourage ground-nes�ng birds. There 
has been success in recent decades in maintaining the local popula�on of Stone-
Curlew, and there are three species that might be a focus of ac�on, namely Grey 
Partridge, Lapwing (both of whose numbers con�nue to decline at an alarming 
rate) and Curlew (a na�onally threatened species with a very small local breeding 
popula�on). 

Some farm clusters have already been established, and the North Wessex Downs 
AONB office has taken a role in promo�ng these in the AONB. Other landowners 
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(notably the Sheepdrove Estate near Lambourn) have implemented wildlife 
friendly management regimes. The con�nued promo�on of such measures, and 
their extension to the horseracing industry should be a key part of the LNRS. 

In areas at risk of disturbance from recrea�on (such as the busier stretches of the 
Ridgeway) measures to reduce or control this, including signage, educa�on of the 
public and dog-proof fencing of sensi�ve sites should form part of the LNRS. 

4.2 - Habitat Area – Acid heath and woodlands 

The heaths and forest of the acidic soils in the south and east of the county are a 
part of one of Britain’s important mari�me heaths. In common with most of 
these in southern England, they have been considerably reduced by 
development, conversion to planta�on forestry and scrub invasion. These threats 
are compounded by their proximity to urban and suburban areas, leading to 
recrea�onal pressure and problems from disturbance and preda�on from 
domes�c pets. Notwithstanding, they remain important for a number of scarce or 
threatened birds, notably Nightjar, Woodcock, Tree Pipit, Woodlark and Dar�ord 
Warbler. 

Well-managed rota�onal forestry can create transient suitable habitat for some 
of these heathland specialists, and for scarcer woodland species like Redstart, 
Firecrest, Siskin, Redpoll, Crossbill and (in the past) Wood Warbler and Hawfinch. 
Many tradi�onal woodlands in county appear to have deteriorated from a wildlife 
perspec�ve, possibly as a result of abandonment of tradi�onal management as it 
ceased to be a resource for firewood and materials for building, tool- and 
furniture-making and more recently as the local deer popula�on has expanded, 
which has been blamed for the removal of the ground cover layer in woodlands 
and preven�on of natural woodland regenera�on. A number of woodland birds, 
including Lesser-spoted Woodpecker, Willow and Marsh Tit have declined, the 
first two being on the verge of ex�nc�on locally.  

There is a call for the plan�ng of more trees to aid carbon sequestra�on. 
However, this could pose a threat to other habitats, including heathland, a 
substan�al propor�on of which has previously been appropriated towards 
forestry. Much of east Berkshire already has greater woodland cover than most of 
England.  

 

 Sites and Opportunites 

   A - Current Heathland sites designated or managed for wildlife 

There are currently a number of heathland sites managed as nature reserves. 
These represent a small propor�on of the original extent of heaths in the county. 
They depend on con�nued management to avoid scrub and birch encroachment, 
and those at Greenham/Crookham, Padworth and Wildmoor Heath experience 
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disturbance from recrea�onal pressure. The con�nued support of their 
management plans and for restora�on and improvement works should form an 
important element of the LNRS. As with sensi�ve downland sites, measures to 
control recrea�onal disturbance, especially from dogs off leads should be 
implemented. In the east of the county this should include co-opera�on with 
adjoining areas to promote the use of SANGS created to ease pressure on the 
heaths pursuant to policies to protect the Thames Basin Heaths. 

1.1 Greenham and Crookham Commons (BBOWT for West Berkshire 
Council) -  

1.2 Snelsmore Common (BBOWT) 
1.3 Bucklebury Common (BBOWT) 
1.4 Inkpen Common (BBOWT) 
1.5 Padworth Common and Decoy Heath (BBOWT) 
1.6 Caesar’s Camp, Bracknell (Bracknell Forest Council). 
1.7 Wildmoor Heath (BBOWT) 

In addi�on there is the heath along the Surrey borders at Wishmoor Botom that 
is a significant site for heathland birds.  

B – Opportuni�es – Heaths 

The restora�on of Greenham Common a�er closure of the airbase in 1997 has 
shown what can be done, recrea�ng 414 ha of heathland, but what remains 
elsewhere is a fragment of the former extent. The extension of other sites, and 
crea�on of heaths by heathland reversion of surrounding farmland on poor soils 
where produc�on is maintained by ar�ficial fer�lisa�on, using nutrient stripping 
should be encouraged as a preferred Biodiversity Net gain measure. In addi�on, 
although rota�onal coniferous woodland creates ephemeral areas suitable for 
heathland birds, the reversion of some of these areas to heath, par�cularly by 
some of the landowners who own considerable tracts, like the Crown Estate, 
should be encouraged. 

  C – Projects and Opportuni�es – Woodland 

A considerable part of the woodland in the east of Berkshire forms part of the 
Crown Estate’s Windsor Great Park and Windsor Forest. In addi�on, BBOWT has 
reserves at Bowdown Woods, Thatcham and Moor Copse, Tidmarsh; the Na�onal 
Trust at Maidenhead Thicket, Finchampstead Ridges and Basildon Park/the Holies 
at Lower Basildon and Streatley. There is a notable site for birds in the south-west 
corner of the county, Combe Wood, which is the last stronghold of one of the 
county’s rarest birds, the Willow Tit. 

As with heathland, management of woodland should be an element of the LNRS, 
to control and remove rhododendron, restore understory (including deer 
exclusion measures) and encourage retaining felled �mber and standing dead 
�mber, the later to provide nes�ng opportuni�es for the species of conserva�on 
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concern noted above. Where new woodland is proposed, na�ve species should 
be encouraged, and care taken not to lose other valuable habitat in the process. 

4.3 - Habitat Area – River valleys and plains 

Berkshire is crossed by rivers and streams of the Thames and its tributaries, and 
their valleys and floodplains. While these might once have been a substan�al 
area of seasonal wetland, centuries of works to control flooding, improve 
naviga�on and drain land has seen much of this land converted to arable land 
that is only wet in excep�onal flood condi�ons. This has resulted in the loss or 
severe reduc�on in a number of wetland birds, including Snipe, Redshank, 
Lapwing, Corncrake and Yellow Wagtail.  

In the 20th century, however, extrac�on of construc�on minerals (par�cularly 
gravel) and the flooding of the pits a�er extrac�on created new wetlands. These 
have provided a refuge for some of the birds of wetlands that otherwise were 
disappearing (such as Redshank and Lapwing) and a new habitat for a number of 
species that previously seldom or never bred in the county, such as Litle Ringed 
and Ringed Plover, Oystercatcher, Common Tern and Shelduck. The waterbodies 
also provided wintering sites for a substan�al number of waterbirds. These 
included a number of wintering duck species and waterbirds, with some sites 
holding na�onally significant numbers of Tu�ed Duck, Gadwall and Lesser Black-
backed Gulls. The waterside vegeta�on has provided breeding habitat for scarce 
or threatened songbirds, par�cularly Ce�’s Warbler and Nigh�ngale. 

The problems with these new wetlands are that the habitat used by many of 
these birds is transient, and as nes�ng islands become overgrown and waterside 
vegeta�on grows the niches that benefit many of these species disappear, so 
management is required to keep them in op�mum condi�on for birdlife, and they 
atract both formal and informal recrea�on leading to problems with 
disturbance. 

 Sites  

 A Current formally managed nature reserves 

Set out below is a list of nature reserves in the county in the river valleys, mostly 
wetland sites. These all depend on con�nued management to maintain their 
op�mum condi�on, and the organisa�ons managing them will have projects for 
their restora�on and improvement (including the provision or replacement of 
facili�es for visitors. The support of these efforts should form a key part of the 
LNRS.   

Kennet Valley and tributaries 
1.1 – Freeman’s Marsh, Hungerford – (Town & Manor of Hungerford) 
1.2 - Kintbury Newt Ponds – (BBOWT) 
1.3 - Rack Marsh, Bagnor – (BBOWT) 
1.4 - Thatcham Marsh & Wetland Centre – (BBOWT & RSPB) 



8 
 

1.5 - Hosehill Lake, Theale (BBOWT & Theale Area Bird Conserva�on Group) 
1.6 - Fobney Island (Reading Borough Council & Friends of Fobney Island) 

 

Pang Valley – Moor Copse (BBOWT) 

Loddon, Blackwater and tributaries 

2.1– BBOWT Loddon Nature Reserve, Twyford (BBOWT) 

2.2 - Dinton Pastures, Lavell’s Lake and Lea Farm (Wokingham Borough 
Council (Dinton Pastures): Lavell’s Wetland Trust) 

2.3 - Moor Green Lakes, Finchampstead (Moor Green Lakes Group).  

 Thames – main river and lower tributaries 

3.1 – Cock Marsh, Cookham (Na�onal Trust). 

3.2 - Haymill Valley, Slough (BBOWT) 

3.3 - Dorney Wetlands (Environment Agency). 

3.4 – Colne Valley Park – including Wraysbury and Horton gravel pits (Colne 
Valley Trust).  

 B Opportuni�es 

There are a number of sites known for their popula�ons of birds, either as 
breeding sites, wintering sites or both, that have no formal protec�on (beyond 
designa�on as Local Wildlife Sites (LWS)), and/or no current management. Our 
river valleys have the poten�al to create linear connected wetland habitat for 
threatened wetland birds, and other fauna and flora. They are by river system- 

 Kennet valley and tributaries 

The Kennet valley already has a number of protected sites as listed above. The 
area has a variety of habitats with poten�al for improvement or extension to 
benefit wildlife, including wet meadows and marsh, old gravel workings, wet 
woodland and waterside scrub vegeta�on.  These provide breeding sites for a 
number of scarce or threatened local species, including (in damp woodland and 
waterside scrub) Marsh Tit, Nigh�ngale and Ce�’s Warbler, (on islands and 
margins of waterbodies) Lapwing, Oystercatcher, Litle Ringed and Ringed 
Plovers, Redshank and Shelduck and (in marsh and bog) Water Rail. In winter the 
water bodies hold significant numbers of wintering duck, including 100s of 
Gadwall, and in the 2006 na�onal wintering Gull survey the lower Kennet held 
the second largest roos�ng concentra�on of Lesser Black-backed Gulls. The wet 
areas around hold wintering Snipe, Water Rail and Lapwing.   

The current protected sites have poten�al to form the basis of a chain of wetland 
sites to create a landscape-scale wetland in the valley along much of its length. 



9 
 

The proximity of the urban areas of Newbury and Thatcham and Reading means 
that there is an opportunity to create accessible places for the public to 
experience nature at many of these sites. 

Upper Kennet above Newbury – there is a considerable area between 
Hungerford and Newbury, from Denford through Kintbury, Hampstead Marshall, 
Benham and Speen, which provide an opportunity for connec�ng the sites 
owned and managed by the Town and Manor of Hungerford (whose conserva�on 
efforts deserve support) with the sites immediately to the east of Newbury.  

Lambourn valley – similarly there is an opportunity to provide or enhance a 
network of sites in the middle and lower Lambourn valley, from Welford 
southwards through the water meadows at Boxford, Bangor and Donnington to 
provide a further network of connected wetland. 

Kennet valley between Newbury and Reading- 

There are already a number of sites with poten�al or par�al management that 
together with the sites above could help create a chain of wetland sites- 

Lower Farm Gravel Pit – currently in private ownership but there is an informal 
agreement with NDOC under which a hide is maintained and some management 
work undertaken. Breeding target species include Litle Ringed and Ringed Plover 
and Common Tern. The site lies close to Thatcham Marsh and Wetland Centre, 
and with further investment in visitor facili�es and protec�ve fencing provides 
further opportunity for public access to nature close to Newbury and Thatcham.  
 
Woolhampton Gravel Pits – in private ownership, managed as a fishery with 
some limited access and viewing facili�es. Oystercatcher have bred here, and it is 
a wintering site for Snipe. 

Padworth Lane Gravel Pit – disused gravel pit, owned by the Canal & River Trust 
(CRT), subject to outstanding planning requirement for restora�on for nature 
conserva�on and angling and subsequent management. The site has been a 
breeding site for Litle Ringed Plover, a wintering site for many wildfowl and 
Snipe, but is deteriora�ng for lack of progress with the restora�on. BOC has been 
in discussions for many years with CRT and has produced a dra� management 
plan. The scope of this could be extended. There is also a wet woodland area 
within the site that should be safeguarded and has poten�al. 

Aldermaston Gravel Pits – another disused gravel pit site, designated as a SSSI, 
but not ac�vely managed so in poor condi�on. There are issues – notably health 
and safety concerns arising from old sludge pits on the site. 

Theale and Burghfield Gravel Pits – this extensive area covers an area 
approximately 6km west to east and 2km north to south in the lower Kennet 
valley, with only 23.6 hectares at Hosehill Lake at Theale being a managed nature 
reserve. There are a number of different land ownerships, with Pruden�al 
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Proper�es owning a substan�al part of the western (Theale) por�on, and angling 
clubs controlling other parts. Most of the wetland species noted elsewhere in the 
Kennet valley occur as breeding birds (including Oystercatcher, Litle Ringed and 
Ringed Plover, Redshank and Gadwall) and wintering birds include peak counts of 
100s of Gadwall, Tu�ed Duck, Wigeon and Coot. The scrub and woodland areas 
around the flooded pits are important for breeding Nigh�ngale. In the na�onal 
survey in 2012 it held the UK’s second largest concentra�on of breeding birds 
(about 100 territories in total). However, the suitability of this habitat depends 
upon management to maintain op�mum condi�on, as set out in the BTO’s 
Conserva�on Advice Note “Managing Scrub for Nigh�ngales” (conserva�on-
advice-notes-001-nigh�ngalesb.pdf (bto.org)), and no agreements or 
arrangements are currently in place to carry this out. 

The poten�al exists to create a linear country park and nature reserve, 
incorpora�ng the current recrea�onal ac�vi�es in this area, but with ac�ve 
management for wildlife to provide an accessible resource for the residents of 
Reading, and connec�ng with the nearby Fobney Island reserve to the east. 

Fobney Meadows – this area of low-lying flood plain land lies adjacent to the 
Fobney Island reserve. It holds good numbers of wintering waders and wildfowl 
when water levels are high, and it makes a sensible extension to the current 
reserve, with poten�al if it could be secured for management as a nature reserve 
to create further wetland habitat.  

 Pang valley 

This area receives litle aten�on. Although there are no large-scale sites like 
those in the Kennet and Loddon valley, there are a number of lakes and marsh 
areas, par�cularly between Stanfield Dingley and Tidmarsh, (such as the lakes 
near Bradfield Hall/Roten Row, the valley south-west of Bradfield village and 
lakes between Barn Elms and Maidenhatch Farms) and again south of 
Pangbourne.  These provide an opportunity for another poten�al network of 
wetland sites. 

 Loddon/Blackwater and tributaries 

Although the lower Loddon seems well covered by reserves and protected sites, 
above the Dinton Pastures Country Park, there is litle by way of protected areas 
between Loddon Bridge through the Arborfield and Swallowfield areas un�l the 
Moor Green Lakes area. There are areas that flood periodically that might form 
the basis of another network of connected wetland areas, and there is also 
poten�ally an opportunity to extend the Moor Green reserve area westwards in 
further gravel working sites towards Fleethill. 

 Thames – main river and lower tributaries 

There is the poten�al to create a chain of wetland sites along the Thames. The 
Earth Trust’s River of Life projects in south Oxfordshire have shown what is 

https://www.bto.org/sites/default/files/shared_documents/publications/conservation-advice-notes/2015/conservation-advice-notes-001-nightingalesb.pdf
https://www.bto.org/sites/default/files/shared_documents/publications/conservation-advice-notes/2015/conservation-advice-notes-001-nightingalesb.pdf
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achievable, but currently there are few ac�vely managed sites for nature below 
these current schemes, other than Cholsey Marsh BBOWT reserve in Oxfordshire. 
As the Thames marks the boundary between Berkshire and adjoining coun�es 
along much of its length (mostly Oxfordshire or Buckinghamshire), co-ordina�on 
with the LNRS proposals in these coun�es is desirable. 

Going downstream from west to east, the following sites, some already 
designated LWSs would appear to have poten�al to create such a network. Sites 
outside the county in such possible network are shown in brackets- 

[South Stoke Marsh – iden�fied as a Conserva�on Target Area by Oxfordshire 
County Council, including Withy Mead reserve] 

Streatley Meadows LWS and adjoining land – has held wintering Snipe and Teal, 
also breeding site for Water Rail. Has recently suffered drying out.  

Riverside meadows around Beale Park wildlife park, Lower Basildon 

Pangbourne Meadow, Saltney Mead and lakes at Westbury and Scraces/Springs 
Farm, Purley 

[Riverside meadows at Hardwick Estate, Whitchurch] 

Back land at Litle John’s Farm/Thameside Promenade, Reading 

[Henley Road and Sonning Eye gravel pits] 

Lakes at Thames Valley Park, Earley 

Borough Marsh, Charvil/Wargrave – would also provide connec�vity with sites in 
lower Loddon valley 

Wargrave Marsh 

Temple Island to Hambleden Lock 

[Marlow gravel pits] 

Cock Marsh, Cookham 

Batlemead, Cookham - An area of wetland between Cookham and Maidenhead, 
acquired by the Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead, that has been 
acquired with the aim of increasing the extent of wetland in the vicinity. 

 

4.4  - Habitat Area – Urban 

About 20% of the county’s area comprises built-up urban and suburban areas. 
Not only are domes�c gardens a habitat used by wild birds, but the built 
environment has provided niches for many commensal species. However, 
modern building prac�ces, the re-development of former commercial premises  
and the improvement of older buildings and their cur�lages in the name of 
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regenera�on has removed many of these, so that some species that were 
formerly widespread in urban areas (notably House Sparrow and Starling) are 
amongst those that have suffered the largest numerical declines. 

Some species that are scarce na�onally have adopted urban sites as their 
preferred nes�ng habitat, notably Peregrines and Black Redstarts. These provide 
an opportunity for urban dwellers to see and appreciate unusual and interes�ng 
wildlife close to home. 

We suggest that local authori�es adopt planning policies to provide nes�ng 
niches for these species. Swi� bricks are already provided on a voluntary basis by 
some developers, and provision for Black Redstarts in city centres have been 
incorporated in some “green roof” schemes that should also be encouraged as an 
element of any major new town centre developments. 

 

5 GENERAL SUBMISSIONS AND SUMMARY 

We have noted from the Government guidance on LNRSs that once adopted, the LNRS 
should be updated every three to ten years. We do not consider that it is realis�c to do so 
every three years, as many of the schemes and projects will have scarcely been 
implemented or even moved beyond the planning stage, and it would be far too early to be 
able to discern if any element of the strategy has been success in achieving its objec�ves. 
While it might be sensible to have an annual report on its implementa�on, we would 
strongly advocate a longer �mescale, and that this be linked to the results of local and 
na�onal monitoring schemes for wildlife as well as a site-by-site evalua�on of any projects 
implemented locally. 

It will be noted that the bulk of these proposals are linked to wetland areas in the county, 
but we consider that these offer the greatest poten�al for wildlife enhancement locally. We 
are concerned that the basis of the Government’s Biodiversity Net Gain calcula�on 
mechanism is a simplis�c measurement of habitat created or work carried out. For many 
habitats, it is the sustained management and improvement of exis�ng habitat that will turn 
around the fortunes of many of our declining species. While clearly there is nothing we can 
do at a county level to address this issue, we hope our LNRS can be formulated recognising 
that it is con�nuing habitat management as much as crea�on that is important in enhancing 
our local biodiversity. 
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APPENDIX 1 

Birds of Conserva�on Concern in Berkshire 
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