Report on Chobham Common consultation and recommendations

Tel: 01483 517478 [ 07970 484037
Fax: 0208 541 9335
E-mail:  rose.younger@surreycc.gov.uk

SURREY

COUNTY COUNCH

Catherine Aikin-Sneath

Surrey Wildlife Trust

School Lane

Pirbright

g\i:?::ényg Room 365

GU24 0UN Countryside
County Hall
Kingston upon Thames
Surrey
KT1 2DY

Your ref:

Our ref: RY/ CCNNRCONSULTATION RESPONSE 290708 29" July 2008

Dear Catherine

Surrey County Council Response to Chobham Common Consultation

The County Council's target for the common is:

Nature Conservation:
That 95% of the common should be in (or moving towards) favourable condition by
2010.

To achieve this there would be an advantage in the majority of the common being
managed hy grazing with other techniques employed as appropriate. It is expected
that the grazing be managed using as large an area of the Common as possible,
employing cattle grids, traffic calming, fencing and any other appropriate methods.

Visitor Management:
Chobham Common is the largest National Nature Reserve in the South East of
England. Current levels of signage, staffing and management do not reflect this.

A review of car parking arrangements for the common should be undertaken with
consideration given to focussing visitors to one main well-designed car park, with a
facility such as a visitor centre and much improved signage (example Buchan

Country Park). A visitor centre would provide a focus for site information, and the
hub for circular routes so that visitors to the common can be properly managed; it
could also provide an educational facility.
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.

It is particularly important that high quality up-to-date site management information
be displayed on the common, which explains what management activities are
currently being undertaken, planned or proposed and explained in simple language,
why.

The Common has a profile in the immediate local area but should have a much
higher profile both regionally and nationally, to do this we believe that visitor
services, staffing and management should be enhanced. The aim should be for a
jewel in the crown for the County Council and the Trust. The common should offer
the highest standards of signage, information and interpretation lo visitors.

I trust our comments are helpful to the consultation process.

Yours sincerely

Rase Younger
Countryside Contracts Manager
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Surrey Wildlife Trust

¢/o Catherine Aikin-Sneath
School Lane

Pirbright

Woking

Surrey GU24 0JIN

1o July 2008 Ref: RIM/sjw/2173
Dear Sirs

Chobham Common, Surrey

I find that whilst the background information paper is interesting it is skewed in its format and its
implied weighting. I have set our points of concern below.

1. To disregard the legal position of SCC, the landowners, and their legal relationship with
SSSI legislation is disgraceful. It is tantamount to misinformation. The passing reference
to “local communities have fought hard to retain the common as open land for air and
exercise” is an understatement at best.

The common is owned by SCC in pursuant of its powers under the Surrey County Act
1933 for public recreation and the land was acquired with public rights “to air and
exercise” under S193 Law of Property Act 1925. This is not made clear in your publicity
material or that those rights apply to pedestrians and equestrians alike. All other activities
are by permission of the landowner and some such as driving of vehicles and that included
bicycles on the common as against rights of way are illegal and criminal.

2. The public inquiry in 1998 into fencing for conservation grazing was hard fought by the
whole community and was a landmark decision for the “benefit of the neighbourhood”.
Nothing has changed except that SCC has not kept pace with the habitat restoration
required by Natural England in the second prong of the TBH SPA Interim Strategy and its
duty as a CRoW Act 2000 28G authority.

25A Bell Street, Henley-on-Thames, SOxon RG9 2BA
tel: 01491 573535 fax: 01491 573051 e-mail hg@oss.org.uk website: www.oss.org.uk

The Open Spaces Society (formally The Commons, Open Spaces and Footpaths Preservation Sociely) campaigns (o creale and conserve common land, village greens,
open spaces and rights of public access, in town and country, in England and Wales. Founded in 1863, we are Britain's oldest national conservation body
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To blame the lack of habitat management on the lack of grazing is not only wrong but liable to
alienate the community. The toolkit of methods available without fencing is substantial and in my
mind very cost effective. No cost benefit analysis has been done by SWT or NE on the various
options and combinations for the restoration and maintenance of lowland heath. In fact English
Nature’s own research document 422 in 1995 which dealt with the subject in great depth states that
not enough is known to make a proper scientific statement on the best way forward.

3. No further comparison research or analysis has been done to support “extensive
conservation grazing”. In fact there are a number of examples in the TRH SPA where it is
clear that 7/52 conservation grazing has not worked.

4. It is true that the 10ha rule is now in place and this does mean that targeted grazing can be
programmed in straight away if required as can shepherding. In the Ashdown Forest they
have already found that the system of enclosed fencing in force is inadequate and have.
advertised for a shepherd to facilitate the extended grazing. Even here, and in other areas
closer to home, extensive grazing does not deal with the intense tree and scrub growth
now seecn on the common.

3. The key to the future management of the common is to my mind twofold.

The first is that anything done has to meet the needs of the dominant tenement of SCC
which is public recreation and the rights pertaining. This is suggested by CRoOWA S28G
(2) i.e. the function for which the land is held. It is just the same as with the MoD/DE
where military training is the function and takes precedence.

The second is that before trying to reintroduce permanent fencing that a full programme
of other immediate available methods of habitat control and restoration are instigated with
a full monitoring and assessment programme in place. This would include an up-to-date
assessment of the part played by works, grazing and burning (accidental or not) in terms
of wildlife habitat and an associated cost benefits analysis.

6. The issue of the maintenance of the public right of way discussed in the consultation
briefing paper is a budgetary control and allocation one for SCC as landowner and
highway authority and is not, I believe an issue of the countryside estate management
contract with Surrey Wildlife Trust.

Given my point in 6 above the issue of BW80 is of major concern. The dumping of hundreds of tons
of unsuitable surfacing material (granite chipping) on the RoW by the power company seems to have
exposed a management problem not seen before. It has caused consternation to riders and walkers
(breach of DDA regs) as well as a number of lame horses. The unlawful works are forcing users to
use sensitive soil structure areas and encouraging erosion and damage. [ have to say this is not the
only site where this effect is seen as a result of damage to public rights of way.

Yours faithfully

R J Milton
For and on behalf of the Open Spaces Society
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9 July 2008

Dear Catherine

Through the good offices of yourself and the Surrey Wildlife Trust, David Sheppard of Natural
England, Mike Edwards and I were able to meet with John Day at Chobham Common yesterday.
This proved to be a very useful meeting enabling John to see for the very first time the location of
the only active nest of Formica rufibarbis. The ants were very obliging as they ran around on the
surface in the sunshine. More importantly we were able to discuss with John the details of habitat
management techniques that would be beneficial to the ant and also to other species of heathland
invertebrates. The opportunity to hold these discussions on site whilst referring to specific aspects
of the habitat around us was invaluable. Following our meeting we will provide John with a set of
written recommendations but we are certain that these would have had far less value for him with-
out the on-site inferpretation we were able to provide,

On behalf of Hymettus I would like to thank you personally for organising the site meeting. Also, 1
would ask you to pass on our appreciation to the relevant officers of the Surrey Wildlife Trust for
their willingness to involve Hymettus sa directly in the Chobham Common consultation process.

Yours sincerely
| ‘J f‘ N .
Jra
K

Paul Lee

Registered Office:
Iea Side, Carron Lane, Midhurst, West Sussex GU29 9L.B
Registered in England No. 5761114
Registered Charity No. 1124636
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School Lane

Pirbright Surrey

GU24 0JN 29" of July 2008

CHOBHAM COMMON CONSULTATION

Dear Surrey Wildlife Trust,

We are grateful that you have invited us to respond to your consultation.

We endorse your statement that the common is a “fine example” and that “decisions
on future management™ need to be taken.

The threat to Chobham commons openness is real and has been continuing since
using the common for farming ceased.  If not enough is done it will revert to
woodland. Having observed Chobham common for the past 41 years, it is already
progressively reverting to woodland.

CPRE support publicly accessible open spaces such as Chobham common.  We
believe it is right to keep the common with s traditional open aspect which we
understand was made by extensive-grazing and perhaps by over grazing,

We support all the proposals you have suggested as long as none of these cause long-
term damage to the vegetation and wildlife.

There is probably no single ideal answer. It is likely that a large number of differing
methods according to each location will provide the least contentious solution

You suggest “Summer Grazing”, rather than continuous grazing. It is likely that
Winter grazing was a key factor in relieving Chobham farmland from winter grazing
by local livestock. When the heavy clay soil would be poached or turned into mud
by horses, donkeys and cattle,

We suggest the common is grazed throughout all the four seasons.

Historically we can find no suggestion that the common was fenced to enable Grazing
to take place.  There are ways of reducing the distances that animals can wander by
means of hobbling or similar. It is also likely that animals were supervised more or
less continuously by a Shepard or similar,

The animals that local people would graze on the common would be those they owned
and managed.  The following are some of them: Geese, pigs, goats, donkeys.
Horses, cattle of all ages and sexes, and sheep. All of these should be considered as a
part of the management scheme to keep the common open and free of woodland.

One suggestion from a member of the public was to restore heather by sowing heather
seeds which we also support as being constructive and beneficial.

We hope you find our observations helpful and useful.

ch of the Campaign to Protect Rural England) 1s & Registered Charily No. 1 106245

SPRE Su The Surrey Bran
CPRE Surrey (The Y and & company limited by guaranice No, 4551761,
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Yours sincerely

-*{d/ éA '-’i'j' )/ «Y)&abz’}

Chairman, For the Surrey Heath Branch of CPRE  Richard, K. Roads
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31 July 2008

Dear Ms Aikin-Sneath

RE: Chobham Common Stakeholder Engagement

Thank you for your letter of 12t May 2008, regarding the stakeholder engagement around management
issues being considered as part of Surrey Wildlife Trust’s long-term objectives of managing Chobham

Commeon.

As you probably know, the RSPB attaches great importance to the restoration and positive management
of healthlands due to the specialised birds and other wildlife that depend upon this globally rare
habitat. We therefore welcome proposals for the positive management of Chobham Common, as
outlined in this consultation and associated Chobham Common Management Plan.

Extensive grazing by appropriate livestock is the RSPB’s preferred method of managing lowland
heathland for priority healhland birds and other key heathland wildlife. In addition to its ecological
benefits, grazing provides a cultural link to the historical role of heathland in the local agricultural
economy. It is a management tool used by the RSPB on our own heathland nature reserves, including
our reserve at Arne in Dorset (which is also part of an internationally important site), and on the newly
restored areas of heathland at our Farnham Heath reserve in Surrey.

The RSPB would therefore strongly support proposals for grazing at Chobham Common, to assist the
management of this nationally and internationally important site.

We look forward to commenting on the final proposals for the future management of this site.
Yours sincerely

Carrie Temple

Conservation Officer
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Chobham Commons
Preservation Committee

ESTABLISHED 1832
SECRETARY:
Rob Searle
148 Windsor Road
Chobham
Woking
Surrey GU24 80X

telephone 01276 857914
e-mail thepreservation@aol.com

TO: Surrey Wildlife Trust

July 28th, 2008

Chobham Common Consultation

Committee members discussed their individual views at our last meeting and there were many
general consensuses:

1. We are all extremely concerned that parts of the common are in danger of losing their
National Nature Reserve status due to being designated as “failing”. The trust should be talking
about urgent restoration instead of conservation in many instances. :

2. We would like to see the encroachment of scrub halted and arcas of heather which have been
succumbed to birch, pine, gorse, molinia and bracken encroachment restored to open
heathland. Heather, of varying ages, should again become the major landscape feature of the
common.

3. We value some areas of the common being woodland, and understand why thesc are needed,
but want the views restored by the clearing of much of the secondary woodland alongside the
roads which cross the common. We especially want the “wretched hedges” which have been
allowed to thrive in roadside ditches to be removed, restoring the open aspect of roads such as
Staple Hill. We have already tried unsuccessfully to carry out an experimental removal of these
hedges, in which the promised co-operation of trust personnel did not fully materialise.

4. We are unanimously sceptical about the value of grazing as a restoration technique where
heathland has severely deteriorated. Grazing must be used as a tool in conjunction with ather
conservation and restoration methods. We strongly oppose permanent fencing for grazing but
are not opposed to temporary fencing and grazing where it can be shown that this will be
beneficial.

5. We are concerned at the pressure on part of the northern sector caused by the improvements
to Roundabout Car Park — particularly the hard surfacing, which is illegal on registered
common land. Too many dog walkers have been attracted to this area, proved by the changes
in fauna alongside the main tracks caused by constant deposition of dog faeces. It is
unacceptable that this car park has been expanded and used as the NNR focus without regard
to the law and without proper consultation. It would be better if dog walkers in particular
were more dispersed around the common. Some of the smaller car parks which have been
arbitrarily closed, including the ane in Valley End Road, should be reopened and tracks leading
off them should be opened up. We do, however, understand that there are areas of the
common which are particularly value for certain wildlife and which should be protected from
heavy recreational use.
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6. We fully understand the financial problems facing the trust and the lack of official funding.
However, we feel that the money that has been available could have been used in a better way
— constant maintenance instead of the area "blitzing” that has gone on in the past. Several
people have said that two men equipped with chain saws and various other appropriate tools
working on the site full time could do a mere efficient job of conservation than a gang of
waorkers visiting occasionally.

7. Members would like to see the creation, or re-creation, of a pond in the marshy area of
Albury Bottom, as a valuable wildlife feature and visual amenity but also as a method of
reducing the run-off from the common during periods of heavy rain.

8. We would like the trust to work more closely with Chobham and District Angling Club on
the management of Fishpool, gaining a better understanding of the club’s aims and
requirements and accepting that the lake would not exist without the continuing and strenuous
efforts of club members over the last 40 years. For instance, the trust should not be preventing
the club from clearing out its stock ponds, which are original features of the original monastic
fishery.

9. Many of the questions posed in the consultation questionnaire cannot be answered by the
general public, who mostly are not in a position to give an informed response. Deeper and legal
questions of management are for the trust itself to deal with. The question that should have
been asked of us was “What do we want to see on Chobham Common?”

The Preservation also makes the following comments, especially with regard to restoration of
heather. We sincerely hope that these suggestions will be taken up by the trust:

Dr. John Day, ecologist, agreed at the meeting in Chobham Village Hall on June 23rd that it is no
longer a question of maintenance but a question of restoration where disappearing heather is
concerned.

Grazing does not restore heather. It encourages grass and grass species which is soon followed by
bracken invasion and eventually gorse, birch and oak. This is the prospect for Chobham Common
with or without grazing unless positive alternative action is taken now.

Fresh heather can be eaten virtually out of existence by sheep and trodden to death by cattle. Fresh
heather is by far the most valuable plant to all wildlife to be found on heathland and it is that which
has to be restored to Chobham Common. Once the heather has been restored and in good condition
then the wildlife that depends on it quickly returns and flourishes. It is very important to bees and
the restoration of the heather can play a major part in their recovery and survival. Visually, it is also
the most desirable plant particularly when in full flower.

By far the quickest and most effective way of restoring heather together with any other species
required is by re-seeding. The common is a man-made Jandscape and it is essential in order to retain
it, that active management is undertaken in an ongoing way. Controlled burning off is the best way
of maintaining heath and encourages the widest diversity of species.

Atmospheric nitrogen deposition is decreasing — also agreed by Dr. Day - and emissions of nitrous
oxide are down by about half since 1990 ~ see figures from DEFRA. The pollution from the M3
motorway affects only a limited strip either side of the road. Dr. Day could give you the actual
distance. This strip is mainly gorse or grass at present and most of it is in any case maintained as a
firebreak to the motorway and will always be so as long as the motorway is there. There is no overall
effect on the common from the emissions from the M3.

Seed for re-seeding can be collected locally or from elsewhere in the U.K. since the genetic diversity of
heather nationally is not significant and local minor variations are not an issue. Refer to the report
entitled “A study of the Relationship between Ecogeographic Distribution and Genetic Diversity in
the U.K.'s Plant Genetic Resources” and the section on Calluna Vulgaris written by Dr. Nigel Maxted
of the University of Birmingham published in 2004. We have no reason to think that species of erica
would not show a similar result as Calluna.

10
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3.

If in doubt as to the consequences of grazing and its disastrous effect on heather population take a
look at the Gower Peninsula in South Wales or the unrestored, eroded areas in the Peak District,
Heather is hard to find on the Gower which was the first area in Britain to be designated an Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty and the landscape is dominated by grass, bracken and gorse and these
areas are useless for recreation even where access is permitted.

In contrast refer to the enclosed photographs of heather restoration in the Peak District National
Park. Trials have been ongoing for 20 years to ascertain the best methed for successful re-seeding,
The results are truly magnificent and the method now used can convert land choked by molinia or
other grasses or bracken to heather species together with such other species as may be desired such
as cotton grass. Newly re-seeded heather can be in flower in two to three years.

The people of Sheffield are this year delighted by a new 100 acre area of purple heather just restored
from an area of scrubby grass which is just on the outskirts of their city. Kinder Scout, owned by the
National Trust, is being restored to heather by re-seeding, some of this carried our by helicopter,
which this can sow up to two hectares a minute, and a 2,700 acre area in Scotland is currently being
treated.

We propose that re-seeding trials be undertaken on Chobham Common as soon as possible. The
photographs and the sites referred to are the work of Mr. Geoff Eyre, with whom we are in
discussion. It is the Preservation’s wish to bring his knowledge and expertise together with that of
Surrey Wildlife Trust. Once heather is restored to an appropriate level, many of the questions of
management will resolve themselves and we are showing you an achievable way forward.

Penny Anderson of the National Trust wrote up a report of Mr. Eyre’s work between 1994 and 2000.
The report is based on diaries kept by Mr. Eyre in which he recorded his trials over 40 to 50 different
plots. A follow-up to this report is not yet ready but all the information is available that would bring
it up to date and describe the latest and most successful technigues.

We sincerely hope that the trust will also see whal we are proposing is the way forward in bringing
about the restoration of the common that we are all trying to work for.

We offer and are very willing to give all the assistance we can by way of information and practical
help that may be needed to make our proposal successful.

We have forwarded details of our heather restoration proposals to Dr. Day, together with details on
how to contact Mr. Eyre.

Yours sincerely

itk fote

Rob Searle

Secretary

Enc: Photographs of Peak District heather restoration.
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News from The Moorland Association Page 1 of 2

18th November 2005

to be presented by Kate Hoey MP, Chairman of the Countryside Alliance

at 6.30 pm on Thursday 17th November 2005
at James Purdey & Sons, 57 - 58 South Audiey Street, London W1K 2ED

Winner - Geoff Eyre
Howden Regeneration Project, Howden and Derwent Moors, Bamford, Derbyshire

Winner

Geoff Eyre’s Howden Regeneration Project, lying within the Peak District National Park has won first prize in
the 2005 Purdey Awards for Game and Conservation. Geoff Eyre will receive a cheque for £5,000, the Purdey
Awards Shield, an initialled Purdey leather cartridge bag, and a Jeroboam of Laurent-Perrier Champagne.
These will be presented by Kate Hoey MP, Chairman of the Countryside Alliance, at this year's awards
ceremony which takes place on 17th November in the Long Room at the South Audley Street headquarters of

James Purdey & Sons Ltd.

Geoff Eyre was awarded the top prize because the judges considered the project to restore the 6600 acres of
National Trust owned Howden and Derwent Moors from barren once overgrazed white grass and bracken in
1989, to heather covered moorland supporting a stable population of red grouse, demonstrated not only
vision and determination, but scientific innovation in terms of creating and successfully proving new and

unique methods of heather regeneration.

Geoff Eyre achieved his objectives as a result of single minded focus, his being willing to devote so much time
to the project, and to invest not insignificant sums of his own money. He alsc won support for the project
from his landlord, the National Trust, who paid for the fencing, and he qualified for ESA conservation grants,
To have achieved such a transformation on an area of National Trust land which is also one of England’s most
popular public open spaces for visitors, walkers, ramblers and bird watchers, ( the Fairholme Visitors Centre
attracts two million visitors a year) is all the more remarkable!

Since starting on his project in 1989 Geoff Eyre has become widely acknowledged as a leading expert on
heather regeneration. He was awarded an honorary doctorate for his research into heather regeneration by
Liverpool University. The Howden Project is the largest single area of heather regeneration in the UK, and not
surprisingly Geoff has lectured on the subject to a wide variety of people and organisations, including other
moor owners, DEFRA, English Nature, FWAG, and even the WI!

Geoff Eyre's ‘modus operandi’ starts with the cutting, burning and wiping of Molinia, (having overcome initial
reservations from English Nature), followed by sowing heather seed treated by his own processes to improve
its germination and against attack by midge larvae, a problem which he had also identified. To allow large

scale heather seed collection he has developed machines. of his own design, including self-propelled vehicles,
and built seed applicators and sprayers. On some of the steeper slopes the sowing of heather seed was done

by helicopter.

The benefits to biodiversity have been impressive. There has been a significant increase in the populations of
pipits, skylarks, golden plover, curlew, ring-ouzel, snipe, short-eared owls and lapwings, as well as blue/white
hares. Goshawks are now the most prevalent amongst birds of prey. 30 black game have been released and a
lek established, while areas of wetland have been introduced, though as yet it is too early to show
quantifiable results for these. As the icing on the cake, Geoff is able to offer his syndicate ten days grouse
shooting a year. Recent annual bags have been 400 - 600 brace.

Richard Purdey, Chairman of James Purdey & Sons, said, ‘Our judges voted Geoff Eyre's Howden and Derwent
Heather Regeneration Project into first place because it encompasses every facet of what our Awards are
about. Without major financial backing Geoff has succeeded in restoring almost 7000 acres of barren
moorland. In doing so he has demonstrated the successful development and application of his scientific
approach to reseeding heather, the return of a shootable red grouse population, and achieved a huge
improvement in biodiversity. The public who walk the area will have seen a progressive transformation from
bracken and white grass to heather, and far more bird and wild life, while other moor owners are also
benefiting from the knowledge gained by Geoff Eyre’s research. This is an exemplary project - and on a large

scale.’

tn:/Avww manrlandassaciation.ore.uk/newsshow.asp?art=67 11/07/2008
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Future Management of Chobham Common - Stakeholder Engagement by Surrey Wildlife

Trust.

The following comments on the Questionnaire and other literature circulated by the Surrey
Wildlife Trust [SWT] represent the views of the Surrey Heath Group of The Ramblers
Association.

1.

We would be in favour of SWT taking all reasonable steps to maximise the
proportion of the common “in favourable condition”, providing this did not inhibit
use by walkers of the Rights Of Way and other paths on the common, and providing
it still left an element of variety [e.g. trees and scrub] within a predominantly
heathland landscape.. In this connection we would be happy to see a combination of
all four [infrequent cutting/mowing, infrequent winter burning, summer grazing, and
turf cutting] of the suggested measures that could be taken to “improve” the common.
In our view the current management of the common for visitors [in our case walkers]
is good. As mentioned above there are many paths on the common that are not
Rights Of Way and which therefore in theory could be closed [or neglected] by SWT
[or Surrey County Council]. We are sure there is no current intention of doing this but
we felt it worth registering that they provide a valuable accessibility asset to walkers
on the common, and have in many instances been used by walkers for many years.
Some public commitment by SWT to maintain [ and possibly even develop] the
current total path network would therefore be valuable. It might also help in
convineing dog walkers that they have a very extensive path network to exercise
there dogs without letting them run free.

To answer the same question as 2. in respect of wildlife is for us more difficult. We
suspect the balance currently is tipped more in favour of visitors than wildlife
[particularly where the visitors have dogs and allow them to run free]. However this
is a difficult balance to manage and at the end of the day there would be little benefit
to the local community of having a common which was 100% in “favourable
condition™ and ideal for protection of wildlife but with no visitors!

From our point of view the current balance of trec and scrub clearance is fine. On the
other hand we would not object to greater clearance if this improved the “favourable
condition” ratio, provided there were still elements of tree and scrub left [sce
comments under landscape variety under point 1.].

In our view the paths and bridleways [both Rights Of Way and the many other paths
that are not ROW] are currently very well maintained.

Our overall view is that the Surrey Wildlife Trust do an excellent job in managing the
common on behalf of Surrey County Council, and in particular in weighing and
balancing the sometimes conflicting needs a) to meet government favourable
condition targets, b] to protect the wildlife and plants on the common and ¢] to meet
the demands on the common as an area of recreation and use by the public.

Tain Dobbie 20.7. 08
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Catherine Aikin Sneath Rosalind Eyre

Surrey Wildlife Trust Land and Development Team
School Lane Senior Policy Planner

Pirbright rosalind.eyre@uk.ngrid.com
Woking Directtel +44 (0)1926 653434
GU24 0JN Direct fax +44 (0)1926 656574

www.nationalgrid.com
22 July 2008

Dear Ms Aikin Sneath

Surrey Wildlife Trust
Chobham Common Stakeholder Consultation

Thank you for your letter dated 30" June 2008 regarding the above document. Having reviewed your
letter we would like to take this opportunity to emphasise the role of National Grid and to highlight areas
and issues where we feel consultation with National Grid would be appropriate in the future,

Overview — National Grid

National Grid is a leading international energy infrastructure business. In the UK National Grid's business
includes electricity and gas transmission networks and gas distribution networks as described below.

Electricity Transmission

National Grid, as the holder of a licence to transmit electricity under the Electricity Act 1989, has a
slatutory duty to develop and maintain an efficient, co-ordinaled and economical transmission system of
electricity and to facilitate competition in the supply and generation of electricity.

National Grid operates the national electricily transmission network across Great Britain and owns and
maintains the network in England and Wales, providing electricity supplies from generating stations to
local distribution companies. We do not distribute electricity to individual premises ourselves, but our role
in the wholesale market is key to ensuring a reliable and quality supply to all. National Grid's high voltage
electricity system, which operates at 400,000 and 275,000 volts, is made up of approximately 22,000
pylons with an overhead line route length of 4,500 miles, 420 miles of underground cable and 337
substations. Separate regional companies own and operale the electricity distribution networks that
comprise overhead lines and cables at 132,000 volls and below. It is the role of these local distribution
companies to distribute electricity to homes and businesses.

To facilitate competition in the supply and generation of electricity, National Grid must offer a connection
to any proposed generator, major industry or distribution network operator who wishes to generate
electricity or requires a high voltage electricity supply. Often proposals for new electricity projects involve
transmission reinforcements remote from the generating site, such as new overhead lines or new
development at substations. If there are significant demand increases across a local distribution electricity
network area then the local network distribution operator may seek reinforcements at an existing
substation or a new grid supply point. In addition National Grid may undertake development works at its
existing substations to meet changing patterns of generation and supply.

National Grid is a trading name for: National Grid is a trading name for:

National Grid Electricity Transmission plc National Gric Gas ple

Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WCG2N 5EH Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977 Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000
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Gas Transmission

National Grid owns and operates the high pressure gas transmission system in England, Scotland and
Wales that consists of approximately 4,300 miles of pipelines and 26 compressor stations connecting to 8
distribution networks. National Grid has a duty to develop and maintain an efficient co-ordinated and
economical transmission system for the conveyance of gas and respond to requests for new gas supplies
in certain circumstances.

New gas transmission infrastructure developments (pipelines and associated installations) are
periodically required to meet increases in demand and changes in patterns of supply. Developments to
our nelwork are as a result of specific connection requests e.g. power stations, and requests for
additional capacity on our network from gas shippers. Generally network developments to provide
supplies to the local gas distribution network are as a result of overall demand growth in a region rather
than site specific developments.

Gas Distribution

National Grid also owns and operates approximately 82,000 miles of lower-pressure distribution gas
mains in the north west of England, the west Midlands, east of England and north London — almaost half of
Britain's gas distribution network, delivering gas to around 11 million homes, offices and factories.
National Grid does not supply gas, but provides the networks through which it flows. Reinforcements and
developments of our local distribution network generally are as a result of overall demand growth in a
region rather than site specific developments, A competitive market operates for the connection of new
developments.

National Grid and Local Development Plan Documenls

The Energy White Paper makes clear that UK energy systems will undergo a significant change over the
next 20 years. To meet the goals of the white paper it will be necessary to revise and update much of the
UK's energy infrastructure during this period. There will be a requirement for;

= An expansion of national infrastructure (e.g. overhead power lines, underground cables, extending
substations, new gas pipelines and associated installations).
= New forms of infrastructure (e.g. smaller scale distributed generation, gas storage sites).

Our gas and electricity infrastructure is sited across the country and many stakeholders and communities
have an interest in our activilies. We believe our long-term success is based on having a constructive and
sustainable relationship with our stakeholders. Qur transmission pipelines and overhead lines were
originally routed in consultation with local planning autherities and designed to avoid major development
areas but since installation much development may have taken place near our routes.

We therefore wish to be involved in the preparation, alteration and review of Development Plan
Documents (DPDs) and other policies which may affect our assets including policies and plans relating to
the following issues;

= Any policies relating to overhead transmission lines, underground cables or gas pipeline installations

= Site specific allocations/land use policies affecting sites crossed by overhead lines, underground
cables or gas transmission pipelines

= Land use policies/development proposed adjacent ta existing high voltage electricity substation sites

and gas above ground installations

Any policies relating to the diverting or undergrounding of overhead transmission lines

Other policies relating to infrastructure or utility provision

Policies relating to development in the countryside

Landscape policies

Waste and mineral plans
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In addition, we also want to be consulted by developers and local authorities on planning applications,
which may affect our assets and are happy to provide pre-application advice. Our aim in this is to ensure
that the safe and secure transportation of electricity and gas is not compromised.

National Grid infrastructure within Chobham Common

Electricity Transmission

As identified in Map 5 (Chobham Common: Major Ulilities) of Chobham Common NNR: Draft
Management Plan 2007-2012 one of National Grid's overhead transmission lines cross through the area.
This is part of the ZH line — 400,000-volt route from Bramley substation in Basingstoke and Deane
Borough Council to' West Weybridge substation in Runnymede and forms an essential part of the
electricity transmission network in England and Wales.

National Grid has provided further information in relation to electricity transmission assets via the

following internet link:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/landanddevelopment/ddc/electricitytransmission/overheadlines

Further Advice

National Grid is happy to provide advice and guidance to the Wildlife Trust concerning our networks. If we
can be of any assistance to you in providing informal comments in confidence during your policy
development, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Please remember to consult National Grid on any proposals that could affect our infrastructure, such as
controlled burning. We would be grateful if you could add our details shown below to your consultation
database;

National Grid

Land & Development Stakeholder and Policy Manager
Land & Development Team

National Grid House

Warwick Technology Park

Gallows Hill

Warwick

CV34 6TG

Tel: 0800 7312961
www_nationalgrid.com/uk/landanddevelopment

| hope the above information is useful. If you require any further information please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Yours sincerely,

[via email]

Rosalind Eyre

Senior Policy Planner

Land and Development Team
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From: David Smith [mailto:surreybirds_conservation@hotmail.com]
Sent: 17 July 2008 18:36

To: Catherine Aikin-Sneath

Subject: RE: Chobham Common consultation

Hi Catherine,

Due to time constraints 1 have not had a chance to look at these documents in as much details as I would
have liked. Having said that I do have some comments I would like to make:-

1. Where did the bird data come from and how old is this data? The reason I ask is that I was very surprised
to see both grey partridge and grasshopper warbler listed on the management plan as they are almost
‘extinct’ within Surrey. The inclusion of these two species indicates that some of the other bird data might
need updating (or the bird club data needs updating!) The quality of the data is obviously critical in making
the right conservation decisions regarding the future management of the site.

2. As mentioned on the phone, one of the major issues on heathlands is disturbance, particularly for species
such as Nightjar. I think as part of this process it would be good to consider how the visitors are

managed. Could certain car parks and paths be closed either on a seasonal basis, during the breeding
season, or perhaps more permanently. Perhaps the car parks in those areas where there is less wildlife could
be enhanced, made bigger, advertised more compared to car parks in more sensitive areas, New paths could
be created that 'steer’ people away from sensitive areas. I know the New Forest closes certain car parks in
the summer for hirds - so T would suggest it is something to explore further.

3. Regarding the specific management of the site, Surrey Wildlife Trust and it's rangers will know what the
best management techniques are for the site, far more than I would. I am personally a fan of using stock
wherever possible (in this case cattle seem the obvious choice), as long it's done in the correct way, the right
breeds are chose and and the stocking densities are correct (not too high or low), because it creates a far
more complex habitat mosiac. It strikes me from the literature you provided that you might need to strip
vegetation to remove nutrients, otherwise you risk undoing a lot of good work. I think mowing narrow strips
in taller heather can be effective if its used in a specific, well targeted way.

4. I know that the evidence shows that burning, when used properly on a long time scale, can be an

extremely powerful management tool. However, I do have concemns that the unexpected can happen when
using this management technique and that under these circumstances the consequences to wildlife (and

18/07/2008

Page 2 of 2

management. How will you decide what areas require management and how will you know if wildlife (and
people) are responding?

6. Finally - is 'education’ / increasing the public's awareness of wildlife part of this process? If so what are the
plans? If not, why not?

Hope these help

Dr David W, Smith

Conservation Officer

surrey Bird Club

Registered Charity Number: 248285

http://www.sbclub.ukonline.co.uk
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CHOBHAM PARISH COUNCIL

The Clerk, Chobham Parish Pavilion, Recreation Ground, Station Road
Chobham, Woking, Surrey GU24 8AZ

Tel: 01276 856633 Fax: 01276 857788
Email: Parish@Chobham.net Website: www.Chabharm.net/parish

Mr Nigel Davenport
Chief Executive
Surrey Wildlife Trust
School Lane
Pirbright

Surrey  GU24 0BR

11" July 2008
Dear Nigel,

Chobham Common — Annual Parish Meeting

Rather belatedly, I am writing on behalf of Chobham Parish Council to thank you and your
colleagues for joining us at our Annual Parish Meeting, and for your stimulating
presentations on the work of the Surrey Wildlife Trust and the management of Chobham
Common. The presentation by Dr John Day was particularly well-informed and invited
(mostly) constructive comment from attendees. Those present found it very helpful to
understand the circumstances of the Common’s ecology; the issues brought about by changes
in lifestyle; and, the options available to control them. (The Parish Council will separately be
submitting a response to the wider consultation in the near future). We would be grateful if
you would pass on our thanks to Dr Day and to your other colleagues who alsotook part.

I would like to take this oppottunity to advise you that Chobham Parish Council has recently
reviewed its list of representatives to external organisations. As a consequence, our Member
Representatives for Chobham Common Liaison Group are now:

Delegate— Councillor Ken Carter (unchanged)

Deputy — Councillor Ian Taylor (new)

Could you please amend your records accordingly? (Please continue to send Notices, Minutes
of Meetings and other correspondence for my attention at the above address, and 1 will ensure
that they are passed on to our representatives).

Yours sincerely,

JC Chahcy e
Clerk

VAT Registration No. 212 1432 28

-
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CHOBHAM PARISH COUNCIL

The Clerk, Chobham Parish Pavilion, Recreation Ground, Station Road
Chobham, Woking, Surrey GU24 8AZ

Tel: 01276 856533 Fax 01276 857788
Email: Parish@Chebham.net  Website: waav. Chobham.net/parish

Ms Catherine Aikin-Sneath

Surrey Wildlife Trust

School Lane

Pirbright

Surrey GU24 OBJN

11™ July 2008

Dear Ms Aikin-Sneath,

Chobham Common Consultation

Thank you very much for the opportunity for Chobham Parish Council to respond to your
consultation on the future management of Chobham Common. You will be aware that Dr
John Day joined us recently at our Annual Parish Meeting to discuss the circumstances of the
Common’s ecology; the issues brought about by changes in lifestyle; and, the options
available to control them. He and his colleagues also outlined the consultation process.

Chobham Common comprises a significant proportion of the parish of Chobham, and the
people of Chobham attach great importance to their essentially unrestricted access to this
amenity. The large number of visitors to the Common suggests that this view is also shared
by thousands of others in Surrey, Berkshire and further afield who know and frequent this site
of national importance.

I attach our further notes for your consideration. The Parish Council and Chobham villagers
look forward to having the opportunity to further consider your specific management
proposals for the Common when they become available.

Yours sincerely,

JC Chaney "
Clerk

VAT Registration No. 212 1432 28
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Chobham Common — Questionnaire on Future Management

This survey is being carried out by Surrey Wildlife Trust to help us make decisions on future
management of the Common for wildlife and people. If you have not yet seen them, you may find it
helpful to read the leaflet and background paper ab  out the Common before filling in this questionnaire
Details of where to get further information and whe re to send this questionnaire are at the end.

A About you

Al For what purpose do you visit the Common? (ple  ase tick one or more)

Walking Horse riding Nature study
Dog walking Model aircraft flying Jogging
Cycling Quiet relaxation Pic-nic

Other (please give details)

A2 How often do you visit the Common? (please tic k)

Daily Weekly Monthly Less often
A3 How do you usually travel to the Common? (plea  se tick)

Car/van Cycle On horse back
Horse Box/Lorry On foot Public transport

A4 If you go by vehicle, where do you normally pa  rk? (please tick) (CP = car park)

Monument CP Staple Hill CP Longcross CP
Roundabout CP Jubilee Mount CP Fishpool CP
Burma Road Gracious Pond Road Other road

A5 Do you belong to any Wildlife Conservation or Amenity organisation? If so, which
one(s)?

A6 Are you aware that the Common is a European des ignated site for its wildlife? (please
tick)

Aware Not aware

A7 Where do you come from? (please give postcode)
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B Your views

B1 Do you visit the Common because it offers: (pIl  ease tick one or more)

Open views Long walks Easy access by car ‘
Peace & quiet Circular walks Alternative car parks

A wild place Easy access on foot Riding access
Scenery/landscape Good for dogs Long rides

Wildlife Meeting others Circular rides

Other (please specify):

B2 Visiting the Common, do any of the following c oncern you? (please tick one or more)

Too crowded Appearance of burnt areas Dog mess

Too quiet Disturbance to wildlife Path surfaces
Too noisy Bridleway surfaces Uncontrolled dogs
For walkers: Meeting horses on paths

For riders: Meeting walkers/joggers/cyclists on paths (mark box with W, J, or C)

Other (please specify):

B3 Do you visit other public open spaces locally? If so which are these?

For walking :

For riding :

B4 Do you think the current management of the Com  mon for visitors _ is:

About right Needs changing No Views

What changes would you like to see, if any?

B5 Do you think the current management of the Com  mon for wildlife _is:

About right Needs changing No Views

What changes would you like to see, if any?

B6 Tree and scrub management is necessary to keep  the open heathland. Do you think the
balance is: (please tick)

About right Too much clearance Not enough clearance
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B7 Inputs of nitrogen from the atmosphere are hel  ping to change the Common from
heathland to grassland. To prevent this, managemen tis needed. Do you have concerns
over any of the following? (please tick one in each row)

Management No concerns Slight concerns Serious concerns
Controlled Burning

Grazing

Mowing

Vegetation Stripping

A combination of these

If you have concerns, what are they?

B8 If grazing were to be considered, we would nee  d to consider stock types. Would you
have concerns about grazing by (please tick one in each row):

Type of stock No concerns Slight concerns  Serious ¢ oncerns
Sheep

Cattle

Ponies

A combination of stock

If you have concerns, what are they?

B9 If grazing were to be considered it would be n  ecessary to control or contain the animals.
Given that public access would need to be maintaine  d, which of the following would cause
you concern?

No concerns Slight concerns  Serious concerns
Shepherding (for sheep)
Temporary fenced enclosures on Common
Additional fencing with all current access
points maintained
Some additional fencing as above with
road cattle grids/traffic calming
If you have concerns, what are they?

B10 Do you think enough information is available at car parks for users of the Common?
(please tick one)

Enough Not enough Too much
If ‘not enough’, what more information would you like?

B11 Do you think the paths/bridleways are (please  tick one):

Paths
Well maintained Need more maintenance Need no maintenance

Bridleways
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Well maintained Need more maintenance Need no maintenance

B12 Do you think the wardening presence onthe Co  mmon is (please tick one):

About right Not enough Too Much

B13 Do you think dog bins should be provided (ple ase tick one):

Yes No No View
If Yes:
At Roundabout car park only At all car parks Other

The questionnaire and any further enquiries should be sent by 31 July 2008 to Catherine Aikin-
Sneath at Surrey Wildlife Trust, School Lane, Pirbright, Woking, Surrey, GU24 0JN, or e-mail her at
catherine.aikin-sneath@surreywt.org.uk.  Further information is also available on our website
www.surreywildlifetrust.org/.
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CHOBHAM COMMON — BACKGROUND INFORMATION PAPER

(Prepared by Dr John Day on behalf of Surrey Wildlife Trust)

This background paper has been produced for those who would like more detailed information on
the management issues at Chobham Common. It complements a leaflet which gives a summary of
the issues and is accompanied by a questionnaire on which you can record your views and
comments. Details of where to get further information and send your comments are at the end of
this paper.

It is believed that most heathland was created when early (Neolithic) farmers cleared the primary
woodland that once cloaked the country. This clearance exposed and degraded the fragile soils,
creating the acid and impoverished conditions favoured by heathland. Following initial clearance,
the heaths were kept open down the centuries by intensive use, including grazing and fuel
gathering. Changes in agriculture and the availability of cheap fuel brought most traditional
heathland management to an end by the beginning of the 20" century. Abandonment and
conversion to other uses has meant that about 80% of heathlands across southern Britain have
now been lost.

A post war photograph of Chobham Common showing open heathland. Growth of trees and scrub
had been prevented by army activities and grazing by rabbits

At Chobham Common, rough grazing and the cutting of heather, gorse and small trees declined
after 1914 and had almost completely ended by 1940. Photographs from the early part of the 20"
Century show that large tracts of heather with extensive areas of wet heath and open bog
dominated the Common. There was little scrub and few trees of any great size. In 1984 the first
management plan was produced for the Common which recognised invading scrub, fire and erosion
as the main threats to the site.

The Common is now an important open space for people to enjoy the wildlife and landscape. Over
the years, local communities have fought hard to retain the Common as open land for air and
exercise and it now attracts an estimated 250-300,000 visits a year. Many visitors come to walk or
ride on the Common, to look at the wildlife or just to enjoy the wonderful views. Others come to
fish, fly model airplanes, go bird watching or botanise on the heaths and mires.
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The importance of the Common for its wildlife and heathland habitats has been recognised by both
national and international designations. It is a European Special Protection Area and Special Area
for Conservation, and a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) with nationally important heathland
habitats and bird and invertebrate populations. It is managed by the Surrey Wildlife Trust on behalf
of Surrey County Council to conserve the wildlife and maintain it as a site for people to enjoy.
Currently, the Government has set targets for all SSSIs to reach favourable condition for wildlife (or
to be moving towards favourable condition) by 2010. Of the 514 hectares (ha) (about 1270 acres)
of the Heathland National Nature Reserve managed by the Trust, nearly 43% is currently in
unfavourable condition and it is feared that this proportion will increase.

If ways can be found to manage the Common which will lead to favourable condition, financial
support from government for the management of the Common could be applied for and, if
successful, this would raise grant levels from £50/ha to £200/ha. However, in practice this would
also mean looking for sustainable ways of managing the common without large inputs of fossil fuels
and resource-intensive machinery.

Today, management of the Common encounters two major problems: continued growth of scrub
and woodland across the open heathland and the slow conversion of heath and mire to grassland.
Without regular management, most heathlands will rapidly be lost to either grass/bracken
dominated communities or to encroaching trees and scrub, mostly birch and Scots pine. Invasion
by trees and scrub has been seen as one of the main threats to heathland in recent years.
Currently, the Trust manages about 20 hectares per annum (ha/pa) for scrub clearance but with
rapid re-growth, this is hardly enough.

Airborne nitrogen arising from the burning of fossil fuels in industry, traffic, shipping, aviation and
agriculture poses one of the greatest threats to heathland in Europe. Many of the plant species can
only survive and compete successfully on acid heathland soils with low nitrogen availability.
Nitrogen compounds also increase acidification in soils. The addition of nutrients in rain or dust
particles increases the nitrogen in the vegetation, litter and upper soil layers, and this builds up over
time. Heather can initially benefit from inputs of nitrogen, but this also causes more rapid ageing of
the plants and greater susceptibility to drought, frost and insect attack. Where the heather is
weakened or removed, for example by fire, then
grasses gain a competitive advantage both from the
higher nutrient levels and from the increase in light
and this triggers a conversion from heather to grass-
dominated communities with the loss of many
specialist species associated with  heather-
dominated heaths.

Purple moor grass at Chobham Common

One of the grass species involved, purple moor grass (Molinia)
has been increasing on the Common in recent years. This is a
deciduous and tussocky grass, losing its leaves in Winter, so a
thick thatch of dead growth builds up. Molinia beds form
hummocks which are difficult and often hazardous to walk
through, pose a big fire risk and are poor for wildlife. The grass is
resistant to fire and recovers quickly after  burning.

Purple moor grass (light coloured) is spreading
on Chobham Common

56



Report on Chobham Common consultation and recommendations

A number of studies have shown a decline in heather and an increase in the dominance of Molinia
on many heaths across Europe. Following considerable research, it has been suggested that
harmful effects of nitrogen inputs (such as conversion to grass) will not occur on heathlands below a
threshold of about 10 kg of nitrogen deposition per hectare per annum.

One of the main aims of management is therefore to minimise the deposition levels that have built
up from past years and to counter the annual increments which are still occurring. The estimated
annual deposition level at Chobham is about 16 kg ha pa and past depositions of perhaps as much
as 450kg per ha have built up in the soll, litter and vegetation from past years. This means that if
the Common is not to become a mixture of closed woodland and grass covered heaths, regularly
swept by fires, a substantial amount of management will be needed.

The cutting and removal of birch, pine and other scrub species will retain open heathland and
prevent its succession to woodland. This must be sensitively done to retain sufficient scattered
trees and scrub to enhance the biodiversity and landscape value of the site. European gorse has
spread and is a major fire risk as well as being important for wildlife so this too will need to be
managed. Bracken has also spread and will need to be cut or sprayed to prevent it swamping more
desirable plant communities.

To maintain wildlife and reduce nutrient levels in the mire and heathland habitats, management will
be needed to encourage heathland plants and suppress competition from Molinia. There are a
number of ways of managing heathland (which are not mutually exclusive), but each has
advantages and disadvantages.

Grazing
Grazing creates botanical and structural diversity, and enhances species richness by removing the
thatch effect produced by unmanaged purple moor grassland producing a patchwork effect in the
vegetation. This creates a mosaic of micro-habitats with small areas of low vegetation and open
ground, colonised by small, light demanding plants such as sundews. Grazing has also been
shown to be effective at mitigating the effects of atmospheric nitrogen and phosphorus deposition
through the removal of vegetation, and reduces Molinia cover. It has proved effective in
suppressing Molinia in enclosures on Chobham Common in the past. However, under new
legislation only 10 ha (less than 2%) of the Common can now be enclosed for grazing at any one
time without consent. Grazing can also play a role in suppressing scrub and bracken, creating bare
ground and reducing litter. Generally,
light grazing leads to an increase in
heather cover and heavy grazing leads
to the replacement of heather with
grassland species, Light grazing can
remove about 15 Kg ha pa of nitrogen,
so it could approximately balance the
annual input of nitrogen. Further action
would be needed to reduce the stored
nitrogen from previous inputs.

Old English Whites on Chobham
Common
Where Molinia is the main problem though, only Summer grazing is effective. However, the use of
grazing requires the control of stock. If sheep are used, control may be through shepherding or
fencing but cattle or ponies would require fencing.

Sheep are ineffective graziers of tall vegetation such as Molinia but could be used after controlled
fires or cutting. A shepherded system of sheep management would need grazing all the year
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round. If sheep are fenced in, sheep netting must be used which is more expensive to install than
normal stock fencing, and some protection against dogs would be essential.

Cattle and ponies require fencing and breeds must be carefully chosen. Cattle grazing takes place
on many heavily-visited sites where people often enjoy seeing grazing animals in a more natural
environment but despite this, some visitors are understandably nervous about visiting areas with
stock, especially when accompanied by dogs. Although traditional breeds are generally docile and
ignore dogs and people, ideally, some areas should be free of stock at any one time. Bulls, young
cattle and cows with young calves are not suitable on sites visited by the public. Horse riders can
be wary of free grazing ponies, particularly stallions, and where there are gates, riders and their
mounts have special requirements.

If grazing were to be considered as a suitable management tool at Chobham Common, the public
would need to have confidence that it were properly managed and would benefit the Common.
Whilst many people would enjoy the presence of traditional breeds of grazing animal, any adverse
effects would need to be minimised.

Burning

Burning can help to remove nitrogen stored in the vegetation but 60% or more of the nitrogen is
stored in the top layers of the soil, so burning would only remove 10-15%, the equivalent of 4-5
years’ input. Burning at intervals of ten to fifteen years (the time for vegetation to recover and be
suitable for burning) can not compensate for the inputs of nitrogen during the intervening years, so
while burning slows nitrogen build-up, it does not stop it. After burning, free nitrogen can be
washed into watercourses and fires can also increase soil acidity. Burning by itself can increase the
dominance of Molinia and reduce the frequency and dominance of heather.

Burning can
encourage
dominance by
grasses

Results of burning can be variable[74, 87]; burning of old stands of heather can reduce diversity;
and fires can cause damage to bryophyte and lichen communities. The presence of the M3
motorway, other roads and power-lines on the site would restrict areas of potential burning; there
could be health and safety issues and concerns that controlled Winter burns might encourage wild
fire raisers at other times. Nevertheless, burning on a 30-40 year rotation is a traditional form of
heathland management (for example, in the New Forest), although if adopted as appropriate at
Chobham Common, it would need careful consideration and preparation and would have to include
assessments of impacts on protected species such as reptiles, and the effects on areas used by
visitors.

Mowing

Regular mowing creates an even sward and can encourage grass dominance over dwarf shrubs.
This is because mowing removes only the standing vegetation and leaves the lower layers of
vegetation and litter layer intact, so the effect on the accumulated nutrient stores is modest. Mown
material must be removed off site to reduce nutrients. In one study the amount of nitrogen removed
from the system was equivalent to about five years of atmospheric input and calculations from
inputs and stored nitrogen levels in S-E England suggest that mowing and litter removal could
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remove about 22% of stored nitrogen or 6-7 years of inputs. Mowing uses machinery which is less
sustainable than burning, and also risks the possibility of soil compaction and possible erosion,
particularly on wetter ground. On many parts of the Common, mowing and the removal of cuttings
is impractical because of the wet and uneven ground.

Turf stripping

Turf stripping (which can follow grazing, burning or mowing) removes any vegetation, the litter and
organic layers, and depending how low the machinery is set, part of the top layer of the underlying
soil. This is an extremely effective way of reducing nutrients, as high levels of nitrogen are stored in
the organic layer and soil top layer. This reduction has been calculated as over 50 years of
nitrogen input. Turf stripping can increase species richness and reduce the cover of Molinia but it
can also deplete seed banks, acidify groundwater and cause increases in soil ammonium which can
inhibit seed germination and reduce seedling survival. Turf stripping creates patches of bare
ground which are early successional habitats, important components of heathland communities
supporting a range of rare species. Turf stripping can be expensive, produces large volumes of
material for disposal and can be unsightly and damage surface archaeology unless done sensitively
and on a small scale.

Approximate figures suggest that to remove the existing stock of nutrients from Chobham Common,
it would be necessary to turf strip about 8ha of heathland each year for 50 years. However, this
would not prevent further inputs. Burning and cutting could remove about half the inputs if carried
out over a twelve-year cycle but this would be too frequent to retain biological diversity with a
balance of different aged heather communities.

* * *

There is therefore a range of management tools available to the heathland manager, including
cutting, burning, grazing and turf stripping, or a combination of these. Each has advantages and
disadvantages in relation to nutrient removal, prevention of succession to woodland, creation of
structural diversity and species biodiversity, financial costs, landscape considerations and public
perceptions of the site. A balance between all the considerations will need to be struck which
meets the need to reach and maintain favourable condition status of the site whilst attracting a wide
measure of public understanding and support.

Over 35ha of the Common was
burnt in wildfires in 2007

Other management

Considerable management effort is also needed to maintain the 37 Km (23 miles) of paths,
bridleways and 20km (12.5miles) of firebreaks on the Common. In 1976, about one third of the
Common was burnt during the Summer, and in spring 1984 another major fire burnt a large area of
the Common and jumped the M3. During further fires in 2001 and 2002, the motorway had to be
closed. The Rangers carry out regular patrols, organise events for the public, give talks and
presentations, and run volunteer work groups. They also have responsibility for car parks and
dealing with litter, dumping, uncontrolled dogs and all the other problems encountered on a large
public open space. They also organise all habitat improvement works and undertake monitoring of
scarce plant, invertebrate and bird species. Surrey Wildlife Trust's Land Management Team
undertake much of the habitat work on Chobham Common.
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With the help of an independent consultant with a special knowledge of heathlands and commons,
Dr. John Day, the Surrey Wildlife Trust is carrying out as wide a consultation as possible on the
future management of Chobham Common for wildlife and people. With this paper, you will find a
guestionnaire seeking your views on the Common. If you want to add to this with other comments
or suggestions, please do.

The questionnaire and any further enquiries or comments should be returned to Catherine Aikin-
Sneath at the Surrey Wildlife Trust, School Lane, Pirbright, Woking, Surrey, GU24 0JN, or e-mailed
to Catherine at catherine.aikin-sneath@surreywt.org.uk. Further information is also available on our
website www.surreywildlifetrust.org.uk/.

The Trust will also be holding open days for you to drop in and discuss the issues with the
consultant and Trust staff at the following locations, times and dates:

Drop-in days (10.00-16.00 hours):

Community Hall, Virginia Water Sun 15" June
Village Hall, Sunningdale Sat 28" June
Community Centre, Chobham Sat 12" July

Chertsey Road Church Hall, Windlesham ~ Sun 13" July

Manned information points at

Roundabout car park Sun 18" May (10.00-16.00)
Staple Hill car park Sun 1* June (10.00-16.00)
Ro
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