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Cinderford Northern Quarter – Sustainable 
Development or Destructive White Elephant?
One of the most controversial development proposals for the Forest of Dean area in many years 
concerns the Cinderford Northern Quarter (CNQ). The “Northern Quarter” is an area of land 
at the northern end of the Cinderford Linear Park, roughly bounded by the A4136 to the north, 
A4151 Steam Mills Road to the east, Broadmoor Road and the Forest Vale Industrial Estate to the 
south and forested land to the west, as shown on the maps.

The proposal for CNQ includes the provision of infrastructure, facilities and buildings for use 
and support of housing, employment, tourism and education, all to be landscaped into the 
environment in an aesthetically pleasing manner. The intention is to attract £100m of investment 
as a joint venture between Forest of Dean District Council and the Homes and Communities 
Agency (HCA). In July 2012 it was announced that The Cinderford Investment Prospectus 
“…outlines plans for 1,000 new jobs, 400 homes, a college and new businesses in the town’s 
Northern Quarter. The Cinderford Regeneration Board, which is behind the scheme, has already 
pledged about £60m to the project. It plans to raise a further £40m by asking companies to invest 
in the area.” By 25th January 2013 the number of homes quoted had fallen to “about 100” and 
jobs risen to 1220.

There is no doubt that the Forest and Cinderford need and deserve investment and development, 
there is no doubt that the job opportunities are needed and that the income therefrom would 
help boost the overall economy, the doubt though is in respect of the siting of the proposal. 
Whilst the archaeological and industrial heritage value of much of the site was destroyed by 
the opencast work, the remains of the coal workings underground could pose a threat to the 
stability of the ground in future (see the Cinderford Northern Quarter, Heritage and Archaeological 
Assessment, September 2009, available at the web address below) and the disturbance caused by 
the construction contracts will be considerable. Many believe the development should be taking 
place closer to the population centre and existing infrastructure of Cinderford town.

The consequences of the proposal going ahead that has raised the most opposition though, is the 
likely effect on the environment and wildlife. The development area in itself is largely a Key Wildlife 
Site as are Hawkwell Inclosure and the Linear Park which is a haven for wildlife and the public 
wishing to make use of it. There are a number of notable species, many of which are specially 
protected, Red Data species, scarce or vulnerable to disturbance. The area is undoubtedly by 
definition a “brownfield” site, but it is equally a mosaic of habitat types providing for many species 
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and acting as a classic, interlaced ecosystem. We as naturalists are all too aware that many brownfield 
sites are more bio-diverse than monocultural greenfield sites.

To emphasise the value of the site, the following list of points is by no means exhaustive, but does give 
an indication of the variety and richness of species:

• Lesser horseshoe bats Rhinolophus hipposideros, necessary to the Bat SAC, inhabit the old colliery 
buildings, instead of transferring to a new purpose built bat house, they have occupied both, 14 
species of Bat have now been recorded on and around the site, significantly more than the Ecological 
Assessment Report identified.

• Square SO61 is probably the most important 10km square in the county for dragonflies and 
damselflies and is now known to contain 30 of the 32 species recorded in the county, 23 species 
have been recorded in the CNQ and Linear Park area, the latest being the red-veined darter 
Sympetrum fonscolombii (July 2012), last seen in the county in 2002, which suggests the area is 
improving for Odonata

• There are great crested newts Triturus cristatus resident in six ponds along with frogs Rana 
temporaria, toads Bufo bufo, smooth newts Lissotriton vulgaris and palmate newts L. helveticus

• It is one of the most regular and important sites in the forest for the trapping and ringing of 
hawfinches Coccothraustes coccothraustes which could be affected by the proposed spine road, and 
there are willow tits Poecile montanus breeding nearby 

• Water rail Rallus aquaticus have been recorded (per N J Christian), and breeding nightjar Caprimulgus 
europaeus, goshawk Accipiter gentilis and crossbill Loxia curvirostra are nearby and use the area

• The area is occupied by adders Vipera berus, grass snakes Natrix natrix, slow-worms Anguis fragilis 
and common lizards Zootoca vivipara

• The grassland and woodland edges hold a variety and number of butterflies including small pearl-
bordered fritillary Boloria selene, wood white Leptidea sinapis, grizzled skipper Pyrgus malvae and 
dingy skipper Erynnis tages 

• A moth trapping exercise carried out by Simon Glover, Peter Hugo, Peter Cranswick et al in August 
2012 identified 178 species over two nights including the barred carpet Perizoma taeniata, a first 
record for the county. The individual numbers and variety of species are outstanding compared with 
other areas

• The site has a record for otter Lutra lutra, is used by badgers Meles meles and potentially offers 
habitat suitable for colonisation by both water vole Arvicola amphibius and dormouse Muscardinus 
avellanarius 

Critically of course, there are interdependent relationships between plants, insects, reptiles, 
amphibians, birds, etc that are too complicated to explain in a short piece, but they stack up like a 
house of cards. Removing or disturbing relatively few species could cause the ecosystem to collapse.

The Forest of Dean District Council and its officers have been criticised over a number of issues for some 
time, in particular the decision making processes and for their lack of transparency and accountability. 
The way the development proposal has been managed alarms wildlife and environmental interest 
groups and owners of the underlying coal measures. The councillor who chairs the regeneration 
board described a well known and respected expert as an “armchair naturalist” and dismissed the 
“technicality” that some of the development areas are protected statutory forest.

It is variously known, believed or alleged by those that oppose the development that – 

• The Ecological Appraisal (EAP) Report that 
was carried out is flawed. Whilst the 
fieldwork appears good, the additional 
records utilised were out of date 
and incomplete. Historical under-
recording of wildlife in the forest 
has improved markedly, driven by 
intensive studies of birds and Odonata 
for Atlases and more intensive bat studies. 

• Whilst the Ecological Appraisal Report states that 
the survey area is larger than the area available for 
development, the CNQ development area shown 
in the adopted Area Action Plan is itself larger 
than that on which the original survey 
was based. This, coupled with the more 
up to date information available from local 
recording does suggest that the EAP is 
now inadequate and should be revised.

• Public consultation was inadequate and 
poorly managed

• Coalfields Regeneration money which is in 
part funding the development, is being put 
to “inappropriate use”

• The local authority is so driven to see the 
development of the CNQ site that “reinterpretation” of certain rules and regulations is being 
carried out such that their actions will be justifiable

• The European Habitats Directive which should offer protection to at least parts of the CNQ 
site has been largely ignored

• Part of the development area is Statutory Forest which is theoretically protected from 
development or sale

• The Cinderford Linear Park, 25% of which lies within the CNQ site, was formed with a 
Government Grant and has a 30 year “tie” preventing roads or other development so should 
also, in theory, be protected

In November 2012, contractors carrying out exploratory works and drilling boreholes in the 
area were found to be ignoring the sensitivity of the habitat and specially protected species, 
causing considerable damage with heavy machinery. A report was made to the police who 
ordered the contractors to cease work immediately pending an investigation. The Regeneration 
Board chairman referred to the police investigation of alleged wildlife crime offences thus; “In 
times of austerity when police stations are closing, I cannot believe police are spending scarce 
resources on something like this. It’s a complete waste.” The police investigation is on-going and 
not expected to reach a conclusion for several weeks.

The protest relating to bats in the Northern United colliery buildings has led to a “re-alignment” 
of the spine road between the A4136 and A4151 but this is seen as a sop to divert attention, 
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realigning the road does not deal 
with the issue that bats commute 
between roosts and feeding areas 
and will continue to be threatened. 
The new route now requires 
demolition of all the regionally 
important mine buildings which 
could prove even worse for bats as 
it will destroy 2 of the 3 maternity 
roosts. The HCA claims that its 
plans for the Northern United 
site “if approved” will include the 
construction of “Bat Hotels” to 
tempt the bats to relocate before the 
existing buildings are demolished.

A legal challenge has been made by 
Forest of Dean Friends of the Earth 
to the Forest of Dean Core Strategy, 
of which this is an integral part, with 
financial assistance from Butterfly 
Conservation. Dean Forest Voice is 
considering legal options and others 
have appealed to Eric Pickles, 

Secretary of State for Communities and Local Government to “call in” the proposal for re-
consideration. All of these will take time, in the meanwhile planning applications are being made 
to progress different aspects of the development and exploratory work which could devastate 
parts of the site continues. A number of documents relating to the development have been 
amended, some more than once; there are now over 140 documents on the Planning Portal for 
one of the applications alone. 

At 30th January 2013, the Cinderford Regeneration Board web-site has nothing on its progress 
or news pages posted since February 2012, the Council and HCA though have put on a charm 
offensive with items on BBC Radio Gloucestershire and in the two weekly newspapers that serve 
the forest and Wye Valley in the last week or so.

Concern is being expressed by Gloucestershire Naturalists’ Society along with Gloucestershire 
Wildlife Trust, Butterfly Conservation, Gloucestershire Amphibian and Reptile Group, Forest of 
Dean Friends of the Earth and many others. This is a classic case of “we know best” by the local 
authority and those who support the development, utterly ignoring those who oppose it. It is also 
likely to be the case that if the development were to go ahead it would ultimately fail to achieve 
its objectives, whilst seriously compromising the wildlife species and habitats. Meanwhile, those 
responsible will be long gone and never called to account. 

Further reading: 

The CNQ Area Action Plan is available at:  http://www.fdean.gov.uk/media/Assets/Cinderford-
Regeneration/documents/Cinderford_Northern_Quarter_AAP_Adoption_Statement_Feb_12.pdf

All other documents in the Evidence Base including Archaeological and Ecological reports are 
available at: http://www.fdean.gov.uk/nqcontent.cfm?a_id=7440&tt=graphic

Forest of Dean District Council web site planning applications is available at:  http://www.fdean.
gov.uk/nqcontent.cfm?a_id=6448

See also the local branch of the organisation that cares for your area of interest, or try www.
GlosARG.org

My thanks to Simon Glover, David Priddis, Ingrid & Colin Twissell, Juliet Bailey, Mary Newton and 
others who have contributed information and feedback to assist in the preparation of this article.

Andrew Bluett

Help to Monitor Butterflies on Leckhampton 
Hill and Charlton Kings Common
Following entry into Higher Level Stewardship scheme and the change to “extensive” 
grazing on Charlton Kings Common, it has become more important to monitor changes 
to the flora and fauna to ensure that the management now being applied to the site is 
improving rather than degrading the habitat. To this end a botanical survey was instigated 
last year and the Friends of Leckhampton Hill and Charlton Kings Common (FOLK) would 
now like to introduce a butterfly monitoring scheme for the site, to compliment this. 
Ideally, the best way to proceed would be to establish one or more transect routes to 
cover as much of the site as possible. However this is probably beyond the scope of the 
volunteer time available due to the size of the area and the nature of the terrain. An 
alternative would be single (or reduced) species monitoring, possibly focusing on Duke of 
Burgundy Hamearis lucina, small blue Cupido minimus and chalkhill blue Lysandra coridon, 
wall Lasiommata megera and brown argus Aricia agestis. Failing that, simple recording of 
species present at fortnightly intervals between early May and early September would 
help give indications of what, where and when butterflies are present, and guide future 
management work to optimise areas suitable for colony expansion.

To this end, we are looking for volunteers. If you would like to help with this survey 
work, please get in touch with me to register your interest. I hope to be able to pair up 
surveyors so that they can take it in turns to do their surveys, and provide mutual cover 
for holidays/other activities. Once I know the number of volunteers, the frequency of 
their commitment, and preferences as to the areas to be walked, I can decide which of 
the three types of survey would be the most appropriate to undertake. 

Initially, please get in touch by email with “FOLK Butterfly Survey” in the subject line to 
gmeredith308@btinternet.com or phone 01242 524138 (leaving a message giving your 
name and phone number) after 12th March 2013, and I will get back to you.

Serena Meredith
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Discovery of a new harvestman  
in Gloucestershire
Whilst searching for invertebrates at Guiting Power 
on 20th October 2012, I noted a large harvestman 
in my beating tray which had distinctive markings 
on its legs. I photographed it in-situ with my digital 
camera and then released it.  Following some 
research on the internet and in various publications 
I provisionally identified it as Opilio canestrinii. 
David Scott-Langley is the county recorder for 
Opiliones (harvestmen) and the record, together with the image, was duly forwarded to him. 
David, suspecting the species was indeed O.canestrinii (which would be new to the county), sent 
the picture to the national recorder for his opinion and he confirmed the record.

Until about 30 years ago this species was restricted to the Appenines but has since spread 
throughout most of Europe at remarkable speed. It was first noted in England in 1999 and in 
recent years has been recorded at an ever-increasing rate over much of the UK. 

How is an invertebrate such as this able to make such impressive movements? Well, it is certainly 
incapable on its own and it is believed, as is the case with many other invasive species, that it 
is being transported, mostly in the egg stage, in soil via the burgeoning plant trade within the 
horticultural industry.

It has been given the vernacular name ‘red harvestman’ because of the predominately reddish 
body, particularly in the male, but I think this is misleading because some other Harvestman 
species have red colouring.

The males have a body length of approximately 4 to 6mm and are predominately reddish-
brown. The females are larger with a body length of about 5 to 8mm and their colouring is 
usually yellowish or ochreous-brown. The main distinguishing characters for me are the legs 
which, contrasting with the paler body, are very dark (almost black) and carry distinctive pale 
rings either side of the ‘knees’(see image). Other distinguishing features are pale trochanters 
(the segment at the base of the dark legs).’pinpoint’ dark eyes starkly constrasting with the pale 
background and there may be two rows of paired black and white bars across the abdomen.

The female lays eggs in soil throughout the summer into the autumn. These then hatch the 
following spring and then go through several stages before becoming adult. They normally rest 
during the day and hunt small invertebrates, including other harvestman species, at night. This 
species is suspected as having a detrimental effect on two of our native species: Opilio saxatilis 
and Opilio parietinus which have become extremely rare in areas where Opilio canestrinii lives.

Based upon experience of entomologists in other parts of Europe, it is anticipated that this 
species will become common over the next few years and because, to date, it has always been 
found near houses and in gardens it should be easier to find than some other species and readers 
are urged to look for it. Records, if possible supported by photograph, should be sent to the 
recorder David Scott-Langley whose contact details are given at the rear of this publication. 

John Widgery, County Recorder

Hobby study 2000 – 2011
A  L i t t L E  B AC K G r o u N D  t o  M y S E L F  A N D  t H E  S t u Dy.

I have always had an interest in the hobby Falco subbuteo even as a young boy, reading about what 
seemed like an exotic bird with its diet of insects, birds and bats, not really fitting in with our other 
birds of prey.However, like many of our other migrants they are British born, spending the best 
part of six months here, before travelling for six weeks to two months to spend the remainder of 
the year wintering in Africa.

My first sight of a hobby was in 1981 around Harewood End in Herefordshire. It was not until the 
early ‘90s when I started to see them regularly around my local area. It was thought at the time that 
Gloucestershire held a good population of hobbies. Anthony Chapman’s excellent monograph on 
the hobby gives a minimum figure of 5 pairs in 1995, despite only 1-2 breeding pairs being found 
each year, with a potential breeding population of 26-53 pairs based on 1-2 pairs per10km square. 
It will be interesting to see the number applied in the new Atlas.

A i M S  o F  t H E  S t u Dy

• To try and establish a more precise estimate of breeding population size within my local area and 
for the county if possible (rather than using estimates produced from sightings). 

• On a personal level, to learn as much as I could about these secretive birds including habitat 
preference, breeding performance and diet.

S t u Dy  A r E A

The study area spans roughly from Ross on Wye to Ledbury in the west, to Tewkesbury and 
Frampton in the east then back over the river to Blakeney. This makes an odd shape but it 
arises from where I and friends have followed hobbies. Although the majority of nests were in 
Gloucestershire, four territorial pairs swapped counties from time to time.

M E t H o D S  u S E D  F o r  Lo C At i N G  B r E E D i N G  pA i r S .

Like other fieldworkers I use the watch-and-wait technique: pick a likely spot and wait and wait. 
You should return if at first you see nothing as if the habitat is right you can be fairly confident that 
hobbies will be there. Unfortunately there is usually a very large area to search and you will need 
patience, some luck and fine weather too. I tend to watch a potential nest site from a distance until 
I believe there are young to be ringed.

Red harvestman (probable female) 
found at Guiting Power – a species 

to be looked for in gardens and 
around houses ©John Widgery
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The year 2000 was a lucky one for me in terms of finding hobbies on territory. I had found fledged 
family parties before but 2000 was my first serious attempt at finding them. Since then it has 
become harder rather than easier at times: these birds are highly secretive enabling them to avoid 
detection by humans and other potential predators. In late summer 2000 I found four family groups 
in widely separated places- two in the Severn vale and two on the edge of the Dean- mostly by 
luck, but also with some careful deductions of flight lines observed over the years. It was a rather 
fortuitous meeting with a bird ringer that switched me onto the possibility of actually working with 
these birds, and the added value of ringing to the study. 

N E S t i N G  At t E M p t S  2 0 0 0 - 2 0 1 1

88 attempts including the four family groups from 2000

Herefordshire: 20 attempts; Worcestershire: 5; Gloucestershire: 63. 79 of these attempts were 
successful.

The hobbies have had a very good success rate in the study area with a minimum of 171 young 
hobbies fledged from the 79 successful nests

N E S t  FA i Lu r E S

Over the period there have been nest failures, some due to unknown circumstances, 

I cannot completely rule out my own interaction with the birds as in some cases it may cause the 
nest to become known to other predators. Although I have no evidence of this happening you can 
never rule it out entirely. However some interesting cases where known or suspected causes for 
failure are given below.

At a site right on the border between Herefordshire and Gloucestershire I was having great difficulty 
finding a particular nest- I could not get a clue as to the right tree it was in, even though I had pretty 
much narrowed it down to twenty or so. I then received a call from a local interested party who 
informed me of some good and some bad news. He had indeed found the nest unfortunately the 
manner of the finding was, from his perspective, interesting yet sad at the same time. A pair of 
ravens Corvus corax had found the nest where I had failed. One bird distracted the pair of adult 
hobbies whilst the other flew in and killed the young there. The hobbies soon after had no interest 
in the nest and left the ravens to their meal. It must be quite rare to witness such an event.

Another site near May Hill has a long history of hobby occupation with a lot of successes, but it 
failed in 2002 due to buzzards Buteo buteo, I believe and I didn’t find the nest until after it had 
failed. On the afternoon I finally had some activity around the suspected nest site, two buzzards 
were being fended off vigorously by the hobby pair. I most likely would not have found them but 
for this activity and myself and a colleague returned the next day with the intention of ringing the 
young. However, the site was silent with no hobbys present. I climbed the suspected tree with a 
crows nest in and found feathers just out of pin. It was indeed the nest and with the feathers as 
the only remains this suggested an avian predator. The area had two pairs of buzzards, one only 
three hundred meters from the nest. I cannot prove it conclusively but I think it highly likely that 
buzzards were the cause of failure in this case.

2 0 0 7  F Lo o D S

During the 2007 floods I travelled to the Ledbury area to check out a site after a period of almost 
24 hours of rain. A bridge was out at Dymock so I had to travel the long way round but as I arrived 

at the site I heard a hobby flying with prey and calling. I remember wondering why it didn’t go to 
the nest and feed the young- I had already previously located the nest. 

I sat in the car for a long period but it just kept on repeating the same behaviour, flying up and down 
with its prey and calling. I decided, as I did not understand what was happening, that it would be 
prudent to withdraw and return in a few days. When I returned I found the cause of the distress: 
the nest had become waterlogged and slipped out of the tree. I found it under the nesting tree in 
pieces with bits of down on it, but no remains, probably eaten by scavengers by that time.

p r E y  r E M A i N S

As you might expect swifts Apus apus, sand martins Riparia riparia and house martins Delichon 
urbica as well as swallows Hirundo rustica feature largely in the remains found at nest sites. Other 
identifiable remains have included greenfinch Carduelis chloris, blue tit Cyanistes caeruleus, great tit 
Parus major, house sparrow Passer domesticus and starling Sturnus vulgaris. 

F i N A L  t H o u G H t

Even if the population is at the lower estimated level, then everyone reading this in Gloucestershire 
is in all probability not further than 10km from an active nest during the summer. It may be worth 
looking out for them on your local patch and I can thoroughly recommend it as an antidote to the 
daily grind. If you are lucky enough to find a pair of hobbies breeding we would be delighted to 
hear about them, especially if from an area with few records. You can contact either Rob Lewis 
(01684 297441) or Rob Husbands (01594 542185).

Collaborators on the project so far: Robin Lewis, Roger Coombs, Steve Palmer, Mervyn 
greening, Terry Fenton, Jurjen Annen

Gordon Kirk

Acknowledgements: Thanks firstly to Robin Lewis- I have spent the most time in the company of Rob searching for hobbies during 
the study. We both have a deep respect and passion for raptors and many of the nests in the study were found by Rob. I am also 
forever grateful to Roger Coombs for training me to ring birds and thanks to Steve, Mervyn, Jurjen and Gordon without whom many 
of the birds would not have been ringed. A big thank you to all the landowners for access to study these wonderful birds.
references: The Hobby  by Anthony Chapman
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News from the Library
Members have free access to the GNS library which is held in the Learning Resources Centre 
at Hartpury College. It contains several thousand volumes ranging from scholarly works and 
research papers to books of more general interest and, of course, field guides. Most of the 
books can be borrowed by members on production of their membership card. 

We try to keep up with the latest books, but as I rely on specialists to advise me of taxonomic 
and other works that should be acquired, there tends to be a botanical bias since plants are my 
home territory.

That having been said, the most recent purchases are the excellent Field Guides to the Moths 
(Waring and Townsend second edition 2009) and Micro-Moths (Sterling and Parsons 2012) of 
Great Britain and Ireland produced by British Wildlife Publishing. These are accessible works 
that even a botanist can use, with the moths depicted in lifelike pose, rather than the traditional 
pinned-specimen look of previous moth books.

The executive committee is concerned that members apparently make little use of our library. 
We are pleased that it is housed at the College, which means it is available for Hartpury students 
as a reference collection, and occasionally GNS members consult works there too, but the 
borrowing book, showing how often members take books away, has few entries. How important 
is it that we retain this as a service to you? If you have thoughts on how it could become more 
used, please let me know.

The library is held in the Learning Resources Centre at Hartpury College, Gloucester GL19 3BE. 
This is adjacent to the main car park. Though visitors, we do not need to go via Reception but 
are allowed to go immediately to the desk at the Learning Resources Centre. Tell them you are a 
GNS member visiting our library, and ask for a token which will permit you to exit the car park.

GNS is also fortunate to receive important works from the collections of members. Tony 
Hawkins has presented us with a set of the nine-volume Birds of the Western Palearctic, and 
from Merle Marsden I recently collected a range of books on fungi, stoneworts and other 
principally botanical subjects.

Space at the library is limited, so we are not able to include every book that is offered. However, 
if people that are dispersing their collections just want the books to go to a good home where 
they will be used and appreciated, please get in touch as we can often pass books on. Even quite 
basic widely-available books can be useful to get new naturalists started.

Juliet Bailey  jabailey99@gmail.com 
The GNS Library Committee

GNS catalogue online
We are very grateful to Emma Stevens, manager of the Learning Resources Centre, and 
her team who have put the GNS catalogue online. This can be searched at http://library.
hartpury.ac.uk/liberty/opac/search.do

Include gns in the search. Only the first 200 results are returned for any search, so be 
specific, for example search for gns beetles.

the Forest, the Forestry Commission and the 
“Great Sale” – part 5
January 31st 2013 saw the Coalition Government announce its plans for the forest estate in the future. 
At first glance it seems that the protesters have achieved a victory in that there has been a “U-turn” from 
what was originally proposed and that the 258,000 hectares (637,000 acres) are not now to be sold off.

The proposal now is, as suggested by the last announcement, that a new independent body (separate 
from the Forestry Commission (FC)) will be created to manage the forests and oversee their care and 
development. The details have still to be decided but it would appear that the new body will effectively 
take over the Government’s role of overall control, and presumably will also manage the Forestry 
Commission. Or will they?

This is speculative, but an alternative might be for the FC to become a kind of contractor. They would 
have to bid for contracts to manage the day to day operation of forestry and ancillary functions, and 
be at least self-funding, if not profit making. In the tree planting “gold-rush” of the 1990s a number of 
companies were involved in the planting and management of forests across the country, most notably in 
the flow country of Sutherland and Caithness, in parallel with the FC. It is not inconceivable that a more 
free enterprise approach could be put in place with the FC and those other companies competing to 
have custody of different forested districts. One might even see organisations like the RSPB bidding for 
areas where high profile birds are present.

Protestors and interest groups country-wide are not convinced that the new arrangements will be 
everything they hope for, although they of course cannot be sure until the details are announced. HOOF 
(Hands Off Our Forests) in the Forest of Dean reiterated their message on the eve of the announcement 
that they will not tolerate something they feel is inappropriate. Their chairman, Rich Daniels was quite 
clear that the preferred option was for the FC to continue to manage the Dean which they have done 
so far “highly effectively and sensitively”.

Comments quoted from various sources including the Daily Telegraph web-site were:
Owen Paterson, the Environment Secretary, saying the (new) body will also ensure footpaths are 
maintained, millions more trees are planted and more wood is planted for fuel. (What might this mean 
to our national carbon footprint???)
Sue Holden, Chief Executive of the Woodland Trust, questioned what will happen to the services 
currently provided by the FC. She was also concerned about rumours that the Forestry Commission, 
Natural England and the Environment Agency could be merged.
Paul Wilkinson, from the Wildlife Trusts, warned that the Government needed to put in the long-term 
funding required for the new body to succeed. Simon Pryor, natural environment director at the National 
Trust has the same concerns and Dr Michael Clarke, Chief Executive of the RSPB, said good intentions will 
not help if woods are “starved of funding and effective management in the long term”.
Mary Creagh, the shadow environment secretary, pointed out though, that there was no legislative 
timetable and no funding provision in place and that the new body does not yet even have a name.

Once again, there are more questions than answers; we await the details of the new arrangements with 
hope rather than expectation. Do not be surprised to see more protest and a repeat of the burning in 
effigy of Parliament on the Speech House field.

Andrew Bluett
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Forest of Dean Willow tit project 
The Forest of Dean’s wildlife habitats have changed considerably over the last sixty years with 
mature conifer woodland now replacing areas that were once relatively bare ‘greens’ (slag tips 
from now defunct collieries) and former broadleaf woodland. In the bird world this change has 
produced winners as well as losers with conifer-loving breeding species such as the crossbill 
Loxia curvirostra, and coal tit Periparus ater now thriving. There have been new arrivals too 
with the goshawk Accipiter gentilis and siskin Carduelis spinus, and quite likely the lesser redpoll 
Carduelis flammea cabaret as regular breeders. Losers have been species that were once relatively 
common breeders on the Dean’s old, open industrial waste areas, quarries and rough margins 
such as woodlark Lullula arborea, skylark Alauda arvensis, whinchat Saxicola rubetra, stonechat  
S. torquatus, meadow pipit Anthus pratensis, wheatear Oenanthe oenanthe and red-backed shrike 
Lanius collurio; although it is fair to say that these species have also disappeared or declined in 
many other parts of England and Wales.

By contrast the Dean’s breeding willow tit Parus montanus population has always been a 
somewhat unknown quantity. Records held by the Gloucestershire County Recorder over the 
years suggest that willow tits are regular breeders in the Dean’s extensive woodland core and 
in some outlying areas. In other parts of Britain the story is dismal with the species steadily 
disappearing from still apparently suitable breeding habitat in the south and east of England as 
well as in the south of Scotland.

With the objective of discovering how many breeding pairs of willow tits are present in the Dean 
and to monitor their breeding success, Robin Husbands and I have joined forces to undertake a 
long term project. Our ultimate aim is to use the information gathered to identify and conserve 
the specific requirements and habitat which allow this species to thrive. In this endeavour we 
are being assisted by Lewis Thomson, who is the R.S.P.B. assistant warden at the Dean’s Nag’s 
Head nature reserve, and we have the welcome support of the Forestry Commission and the 
Gloucestershire Naturalists Society. The latter have very kindly furnished us with a substantial 
grant to further our studies. 

The willow tit very closely resembles the more widespread marsh tit Parus palustris however 
its song is quite distinctive, including a loud, sibilant “tseeoo tseeoo, tseeoo tseeoo” call. The 
giveaway call is a loud nasal “zurr zurr”. But willow tits are slippery customers in that for long 
periods of time, especially in the breeding season, they remain almost totally silent. 

Apart from the crested tit Lophophanes cristatus, which breeds in the Scottish Highlands, willow 
tits are distinct from other tits in that they are able to completely excavate their own nest 
chamber in suitably rotten standing wood. So far in the Dean we have recorded their nest 
cavities in birch Betula sp., Corsican pine Pinus nigra spp. maritima and alder Alnus sp. Although 
this adaptation allows pairs the advantage of creating their own nesting cavity, they are restricted 
to habitat with suitable available rotten wood and their fragile nest sites are very vulnerable 
to predation from great spotted woodpeckers Dendrocopos major and also mammals such as 
squirrels Sciurus sp., weasels Mustela nivalis, foxes Vulpes vulpes and badgers Meles meles.

The use of a song tape and a lot of repeated tramping about during the winter of 2011 and 
early spring of 2012 has helped us to locate seven territories within the Dean where breeding 
was successful or attempted and four where breeding was suspected but not proven. Of the 

seven attempts, only three successfully 
fledged chicks. Our observations from 2010 
and 2011 showed that willow tits will make 
at least three attempts to replace a destroyed 
nest or predated clutch; however in 2012 we 
were unable to discover evidence that repeat 
attempts were successful.

The identity of the predators in all but one 
of the cases is likely to be the great spotted 
woodpecker as all the nest cavities were 
neatly opened up at the back where the 
nest and contents was positioned. The other 
predated nest was an exceptionally low one 
in a Corsican pine stump and we suspect a 
badger, weasel or fox.

In the Dean, willow tits tends to favour 
fairly dense mixed deciduous and conifer 
woodland to breed and feed in. The dense 
nature of some of these, rather scrubby, not 
yet mature woodlands, allows standing dead 
wood to mature and rot where it would soon 
be blown down in more open and lofty sites. 
Conifers, especially larch Larix sp., are much 
favoured as a source of seed and insect food 
throughout the year. 

Many of the Dean’s woodlands are planted on 
old spoil heaps from long defunct collieries, and although now covered in years of leaf litter the 
undulating ground, often pock marked with old sink holes from mine workings, holds much 
water. This results in very damp areas promoting the growth of tree species such as alder and 
birch. In time, some die and eventually provide ideal standing dead wood for the willow tits to 
nest in. It would be fair to say that well maintained and mature woodland is not ideal willow tit 
nesting habitat.

The willow tits we have observed do not seem to venture far from their breeding territories 
and can usually be found in the close vicinity all year round. Consequently they have little trouble 
in finding a suitable piece of standing dead wood in which to excavate a nest chamber. They 
often make trial borings in a number of different places, testing the suitability of what is available 
before settling on one they like. 

Our observations have shown that the nest cavity is often bored close to the top of a rotten 
stump where the wood is softest. The entrance to the cavity is usually oval in size and about 
the size of a bantam’s egg. Some nest borings are less than one metre from the ground in dead 
stumps no thicker than a man’s forearm; others, the majority, are at least two metres from the 
ground with some as high as seven metres.

The nest cavity itself usually takes up the whole diameter of the stump with only the outer bark 
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holding it together. The average depth of the cavity is about 
twelve centimetres and the bottom of the chamber is sparsely 
lined with bits of grass, moss and feathers. The laying of each 
clutch, between eight and eleven eggs, usually begins towards 
the end of April, but this can vary, especially if the first attempt 
at boring a nest cavity fails.

Other tit species will sometimes try to usurp the nesting cavities 
of willow tits and although our observations have revealed blue 
tits Cyanistes caeruleus attempting to intimidate pairs of willow 
tits, we have not yet recorded a successful attempt to take 
over such cavities. We do have a record of a coal tit using a 
nest chamber from which willow tits had fledged, as well as 
a treecreeper Certhia familaris and then a spotted flycatcher 
Muscicapa striata, consecutively in the same season, fledging 
chicks in a cavity opened up by a great spotted woodpecker 
the previous year. 

There has been some speculation published in the 2011 Gloucestershire Bird Report that willow 
tit numbers have declined in recent harsh winters, however our observations do not bear this 
out with breeding territories located in 2010 still occupied in 2011 and 2012. Also two pairs rung 
by Robin in 2011 have survived to breed in 2012.

Robin’s ringing skills are already proving invaluable in this study and we plan to expand this 
activity by colour ringing adults and young so that we can monitor them more effectively.

Robin has also put his carpentry skills to good use by producing two different designs of nest 
boxes aimed at attracting willow tits. We have yet to have our first success with these, although 
we have witnessed a pair of willow tits using one as a trial boring. They are sturdy affairs but even 
so at least two have been broken into by great spotted woodpeckers, showing how determined 
these predators are. 

Our aim to record the breeding status of this species in such a large area as the Dean is an 
ambitious one which will take a number of seasons to accurately complete. We would therefore 
be very grateful for any information on the presence of willow tits in the Dean, especially in 
West Dean, outlying woodlands such as Penyard Wood to the north and Newent Woods to the 
east and the Wye Valley. Nick can be contacted on 01989 567122 and Robin on 01594 542185.

In the coming months the landscape of the Dean is likely to be once again significantly altered as 
a result of the recently identified Phytophthora ramorum a fungus like pathogen, and Dothistroma 
(red band) needle blight, affecting larch and Corsican woodland respectively. To control this 
threat, the Forestry Commission has already begun to cut down and remove large tracts of 
woodland containing these tree species. Such large scale operations cannot fail to have dramatic 
consequences for the willow tit as both their food source and breeding habitat becomes 
drastically altered. 

Let’s keep our fingers crossed that our project does not serve to record the decline and loss of 
yet another of the Dean’s iconic bird species.

Nick Christian & robin Husbands

Stephanospora caroticolor a red-Data fungus 
at Lady park Wood National Nature reserve
The current Red Data List (RDL) of fungi1 was issued as a provisional list in 2007 to replace the 
original 1992 RDL published by the British Mycological Society. The list contains 215 species of 
lichens and fungi split into 70 basidiomycete fungi, 7 ascomycete fungi and 138 lichens. Of these 
77 RDL fungi, twenty-six have been recorded at one time in the county of Gloucestershire, most 
from single-find records. Only seven of these twenty-six RDL fungi fall within the boundaries of 
the Forest of Dean and within the timeframe of the current Dean Fungus Group (from 1974 to 
the present date).

Therefore the find of a RDL fungus species new to the Forest of Dean is of significance - the 
carroty false truffle Stephanospora caroticolor was found at Lady Park Wood National Nature 
Reserve in late December 2012. The site is jointly managed by Natural England and the Forestry 
Commission. Stephanospora caroticolor was first recorded in Gloucestershire back in 1953 at 
Frocester Copse Viewpoint. The second sighting of it was at Midger Wood Gloucestershire 
Wildlife Trust Reserve in September 2011, so this recent find makes it only the third-ever county 
record. To put this in context, the fungus foray data from the Dean Fungus Group and Cotswold 
Fungus Group combined contribute over 118,000 records submitted to the Gloucestershire 
Centre for Environmental Records (GCER).

Other than these three Gloucestershire finds, the nearest location is over the border in Wiltshire 
at Great Wood (now renamed to Stanton Park, owned by Swindon Borough Council, managed 
by the Swindon Ranger Service). Here the carroty false truffle has been recorded in 2006, 2010 
and 2012 and appears to be well distributed.

The Carroty False Truffle (Stephanospora 
caroticolor) in bare soil under Hazel scrub 
at GWT’s Midger Wood Reserve on 11th 
September 2011. Photo © D.Champion 
Yes, it is that orange !!!

Stephanospora caroticolor is a soft, brittle, lightweight, bright orange, underground (hypogeous) 
fruitbody in the family of ‘false-truffles’. It is a basidiomycete, as are all false-truffles as opposed to 
the ‘true-truffles’ which are relatives of the cup-fungi (ascomycetes). It has a slightly perfumed, 

1 The Red Data List of threatened British Fungi, prepared by the British Mycological Society (BMS) working with the Joint Nature 
Conservation Committee (JNCC), available at: http://www.fieldmycology.net/Download/RDL_of_Threatened_British_Fungi.pdf



 




















  
   









Finds of Stephanospora caroticolor are often opportunistic and most fruitbodies appear in early 
autumn. The find at Lady Park Wood NNR on the 28th of December 2012 is even more 
remarkable, as the fruitbodies from September at Great Wood had all disappered by mid-October.
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fruity yet unpleasant odour and like all of the false-truffles is not edible. Its spores are spread in 
the dung of small animals that eat it. The false-truffle fruitbody is very light so that it floats up to 
the soil surface when it is mature if the ground is sufficiently waterlogged.

The ornamentation on the pineapple-shaped 
spores is probably best seen when using 
a dye, here Lactophenol-Cottonblue. As 
the spores are three-dimensional and the 
digital image capture two-dimensional, not 
all of the elongated-triangular spines are as 
well defined. The small flecks in the high-
magnification images are bacteria rotting the 
truffle down.

It can grow multi-lobed and up to 
40mms in diameter (about twice that 
in the photograph left from the find at 
Great Wood in Wiltshire, 2010). The 
ruler scale in the background is in mms.

 




























































Apart from its bright-orange colour and light 
weight, the other key distinguishing feature of 
Stephanospora caroticolor is the ornamentation 
on its spores. 

Spores (right) under direct-light 
microscopy using phase-contrast 
illumination and a x10 objective

Spores at a higher magnification
using a x40 objective

Still higher magnification, using 
a x100 objective and phase-

contrast illumination.

 


























































 


























































According to FRDBI (Fungus Records Database 
of Britain & Northern Ireland) managed by 
the British Mycological Society and CABI 
International, Stephanospora caroticolor has 
previously been sighted on only 61 occasions 
between 1842 and 2010 in the UK and is 
distributed across fourteen sites. The three 
Gloucestershire and eight Wiltshire recorded 
finds for Stephanospora caroticolor make up a 
significant proportion of the national dataset for 
this Red Data listed species.

Dean Fungus Group, with agreement from 
Natural England and Forest Enterprise, are 
planning a series of mycological surveys at 
Lady Park Wood NNR beginning in spring 
2013. Confirming the continued presence of 
Stephanospora caroticolor on the autumn visits 
will be a key priority.

Dave Shorten  Dean Fungus Group Recorder

The spores are overall 10 - 14um (microns) in length without the ornamentation (1 micron = one 
thousandth of a millimetre). So when scaled up to the printed A4 page, each of the image frames 
here is about: (i) x10 magnification at ~ 500um wide x 380um tall; (ii) x40 magnification at ~ 
200um wide x 160um tall; (iii) x100 magnification at ~50um wide x 40um tall.

Midger Wood site

Distribution map from NBN Gateway (data.nbn.org.uk) site
10km squares with records for Stephanospora 

caroticolor (Carroty False truffle)  
in Great Britain and ireland
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Moth recording in Gloucestershire
In the last edition of GNS News, Mike Smart paid tribute to Roger Gaunt’s enormous contribution 
to moth recording in the county during his 25 years as County Moth Recorder. Reference 
was also made to Roger’s successors and the details below set out the new arrangements for 
Gloucestershire moth recording. 

The county has been split into three units as shown on the map. These units and their Recorders 
are as follows:

While the River Severn makes a fairly obvious boundary, the line that separates the green and 
blue areas is rather obscure as the vice-county boundary follows the line of the Stroudwater 
and Thames and Severn Canals. However, none of the recorders is going to be too fussed 
about receiving records from the “wrong” area, but would instead encourage GNS members to 
submit even more moth records than they already do. 

robert Homan  County Moth Recorder (East Glos), County Plant Gall Recorder

East Gloucestershire (VC 33 
and shaded green on the map)  
Robert Homan  
(email: theapiary@hotmail.com)

West Gloucestershire,  
west of the river Severn  
(the part of VC 34 shaded  
red on the map) 
Michael Bradley  (email:  
michaelw1184w@hotmail.co.uk)

West Gloucestershire,  
east of the river Severn  
(the part of VC 34 shaded  
blue on the map) 
Neale Jordan-Mellersh   
(email: sneale48@hotmail.co.uk)

Gloucestershire Bryophyte Group  
Excursions 2013
During 2012 and 2013 we have been preparing a Red Data Book of Gloucestershire 
Bryophytes, due for publication in 2013, with the support of a grant from GNS. This 
process has made it abundantly clear that although many species are truly rare and very 
vulnerable, many are simply under-recorded and although they may be technically extinct 
(no records for e.g. 50 years) they are probably actually doing fine. We also concluded 
that it is important to revisit some of the populations of rare or threatened bryophytes, 
to document the populations, ensure that more than one or two people are aware of 
where the populations are in case there is a need, but also to show interested recorders 
some of the rare species to encourage recording and help to clarify their trues status in 
the county. We are therefore planning three excursions in the spring of 2013: 

See the Diary section at the back of this issue for the dates and details. 

richard Lansdown and peter Martin
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GLouCEStErSHirE NAturALiStS’ SoCiEty
Registered charity No. 252710

WiLDLiFE rECorDiNG iNForMAtioN SHEEt
The Society’s official recording area is the whole of the vice-counties 33 (East Gloucestershire) 
and 34 (West Gloucestershire). However, for practical purposes, certain recorders only cover the 
administrative county of Gloucestershire, comprising the districts of Cotswold, Stroud, Forest of 
Dean, Cheltenham, Gloucester and Tewkesbury, since the Bristol Naturalists’ Society covers the 
Unitary Authority of South Gloucestershire and the City of Bristol (further details available from the 
individual recorders as listed below). 

The Society welcomes observations and records from members and others, and these should be sent 
to the Recorders as detailed below.  Records may be submitted in any form (so long as they are legible 
and intelligible); some Recorders prefer them on A6 cards (one per species), or, for certain groups, 
on the appropriate recording form (available from the Recorders - see below), though a simple list 
(preferably in systematic order) is acceptable for groups such as moths. 

ideally the following information should be supplied:

* Species name.

* Where seen (name of location, preferably using names on the 1:50000/1:25000  
 Ordnance Survey maps; if in doubt include a sketch map of the site) plus six figure  
 map reference.  It is helpful to Recorders if the tetrad number is also given. For  
 sightings in the Cotswold Water Park observers are asked to quote the official County  
 Council pit numbers whenever possible.

* Date.

* Observer’s name and address.

Also useful:

* Number or abundance.

* Habitat.

* Where appropriate a description of the species or a note of how identification was  
 made including details of any guidebook used.

* Any other relevant information.

These details should be sent to the appropriate Recorder from the list below.  The precise location 
of rare species will be kept confidential in the interests of conservation   records should be clearly 
labelled CONFIDENTIAL if they are to be so treated.  Straightforward records are too numerous 
to be acknowledged individually by the Recorders, but when a reply is required please enclose a 
stamped addressed envelope.

It is also possible to record your sightings online – see details below.

The most interesting records are published in the Society’s “GNS News”, but all records are valuable 
in building up a picture of the present status and distribution of species in our county, for compiling 
annual reports and for updating our records and those at the Gloucestershire Centre for Environmental 
Records and the national Biological Records Centre, Monks Wood.  The Society’s recording is well 
described in “Dot Mapping and the Recording of Species’ Distribution in Gloucestershire” in The 
Gloucestershire Naturalist (TGN), No.1, 1984, price £2.00 plus £1.00 p. & p., available from the 
Chairman of the Scientific & Publications Sub-committee (for address see below). 

Under the Data Protection Act the GNS advises members and other observers that their personal 



HoVErFLiES & LADyBirDS: David Iliff (01242 674398); email: davidiliff@talk21.com. Ladybirds 
in Coleoptera of Gloucestershire by D.B. Atty (1983).

ANtS, BEES & WASpS: Tony Taylor (01452 728734); email: taylor.ant@cotswoldwireless.co.uk. 

SpiDErS: David Haigh (01242 513544); email: djrhaigh@hotmail.co.uk.  Animals for identification 
can be sent by post in an envelope containing a small flat non crushable box holding some moss or 
slightly damp cotton wool.  
BArKFLiES, WooDLiCE, CENtipEDES, MiLLipEDES, HArVEStMEN, FALSE 
SCorpioNS, LACEWiNGS, SpriNGtAiLS & FrESHWAtEr iNVErtEBrAtES: 
David Scott-Langley 19 Chesterton Grove, Cirencester, Gloucestershire GL7 1XN (01285 659631); 
email: dscottlangley@hotmail.co.uk. Check-lists for millipedes and false scorpions in TGN 12 (1999); 
centipedes in TGN 18 (2007); springtails in TGN 16 (2005) & 18 (2007); Checklists for bark flies in 
TGN 17 (2006).

BEEtLES (other than ladybirds), SAWFLiES, FLiES (other than hoverflies): Keith 
Alexander (01392 413092); email: keith.alexander@waitrose.com. Coleoptera of Gloucestershire 
by D.B. Atty (1983). 

GrASSHoppErS, BuSH-CriCKEtS, EArWiGS & CoCKroACHES, BuGS 
(HEMiptErA):  John Widgery (01242 673873); email: johnwidgery@waitrose.com .  Checklists 
for bugs in TGN 8, 9, 16 & 19 (1995, 1996, 2005 & 2008), Checklist for Orthopteroids in TGN 15 
(2004)

LAND & FrESHWAtEr MoLLuSCS: David Long (01242 527673); email: david@long55.
wanadoo.co.uk. Checklist in TGN 3 (1989).

FLEAS:  Bob George (01202 515238); no email.

ECtopArASitES (Lice, louse-flies): Robin Sellers (01946 725453); email: sellers@craghouse7.
freeserve.co.uk. Checklist of louse-flies in TGN 1 (1984).

FrESHWAtEr triCLADS: Larry Bellamy (01594 516420); email: lar.amy@btinternet.com 
Checklist in TGN 1 (1984).

FLoWEriNG pLANtS, FErNS & StoNEWortS: Mark and Clare Kitchen 
(01453 810958); email: markarkitchen@yahoo.com. Supplement to the Flora of Gloucestershire by 
S.C.Holland, H.M.Caddick and D.S.Dudley Smith (1986); The Flora of the Bristol Region by I.P.Green, 
R.J.Higgins, C.Kitchen & M.A.R.Kitchen (2000); Stephen Bishop’s New Flora of Gloucestershire, Part 
1 edited by R. Cooper: TGN 13 (2000), and Part 2 edited by C. & M.A.R. Kitchen and I. Carle: TGN 
14 (2008).

MoSSES AND LiVErWortS: Peter Martin (01666 503791); email: petergmartin@
btinternet.com

FuNGi:  Checklist in TGN 9 (1996).

Cotswold Fungus Group & County recorder: Dave Shorten (01793 764649) email: daveshorten@
cotswoldfungusgroup.com

Dean Fungus Group: Keith & Valerie Davies (01452 760278); email: keith.val@hotmail.com 

LiCHENS: Juliet Bailey  email: glos.lichens@gmail.com 

pLANt GALLS: Robert Homan  email: theapiary@gmail.com

details (name, address, telephone number, email address) will be stored, either on paper or 
electronically, as part of the Society’s recording system. These details will not be passed on, or sold, 
to third parties with the exception of the Gloucestershire Centre for Environmental Records, subject 
to the Memorandum of Understanding between the two organisations. Should the observer wish that 
certain parts of a record remain confidential (e.g. for reasons such as sensitive species, sensitive site, 
restriction of access to land, anonymity), they should contact the relevant Recorder and discuss the 
matter, stating their reasons.

NAMES AND ADDrESSES oF rECorDErS 
with information on the most up-to-date sources for check-lists
BirDS: Richard Baatsen (01452 740161); email: baatsen@surfbirder.com.  For those observers 
who are reporting a county rarity or BBRC species, the appropriate forms can be obtained from 
the Recorder; a guidance document listing all the species that require detailed descriptions is also 
available (please send sae); submission of records by email preferred (see also Gloucestershire Bird 
Report 2005 pp 18-20). The GNS website has a recording form showing all required information 
that can be printed off. Checklist in TGN 5 (1992). Fuller account in Birds of Gloucestershire by 
C.M.Swaine (1982).

British Trust for Ornithology Representative: Mike Smart (01452 421131); email: smartmike@
btinternet.com

Gloucestershire Bird Report (annual report on the county’s avifauna) published by Gloucestershire 
Ornithological Coordinating Committee (GOCC).

MAMMALS: John Field, GCER, Conservation Centre, Robinswood Hill Country Park, Reservoir 
Road, Gloucester GL4 6SX (07918 671995) ; email: john.field@gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk. 
Checklist in TGN 5 (1992).

Gloucestershire Bat Group: David Priddis (Chairman)

rEptiLES & AMpHiBiANS: Colin Twissell (01452 714413); email: canditwissell@
btinternet.com. Special recording form available. Checklists in TGN 5 (1992) & TGN 17 (2006).

FiSH & CrAyFiSH: Pete Bradshaw, c/o The Gloucestershire Wildlife Trust, 
Church House, Standish, Stonehouse, Gloucestershire GL10 3EU; email: peter.bradshaw@
gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk. Fish checklist in TGN 5 (1992).

iNVErtEBrAtES: Gloucestershire Invertebrates Group: Andrew Leach,  
c/o GCER, Conservation Centre, Robinswood Hill Country Park, Reservoir Road, Gloucester GL4 
6SX (01452 389950); email: Andrew.Leach@gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk

ButtErFLiES: Chris Wiltshire (01453 545509); email: chriswiltshire164@o2.co.uk. The Butterflies 
of Gloucestershire by Guy Meredith is at www.gloucestershire-butterflies.org.uk/bflyglos/bflyglos.html. 
Butterfly Conservation Gloucestershire Branch: www.gloucestershire-butterflies.org.uk

MotHS: Roger Gaunt (01594 530475); email: roger.gaunt@btinternet.com. Gloucestershire 
Moths – An Account by Roger Gaunt (2000), (2nd edition 2006); Set of Moth Distribution Maps by 
Roger Gaunt (80 maps showing distribution of selected species) (2003); online distribution maps 
and additional information for Gloucestershire moths can be found at http://www.gloucestershire-
butterflies.org.uk/Guys_maps/mothmap.html

DrAGoNFLiES: Ingrid Twissell (01452 714413); email: canditwissell@btinternet.com. Distribution 
of Dragonflies in Gloucestershire by S.C.Holland (1991). Checklist in TGN 20, also available from 
Ingrid Twissell.
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oNLiNE rECorDiNG at www.universalquestions.com/nature
There is now an online county wildlife recording system at Richard Beal’s website covering Birds, 
Butterflies, Dragonflies & Damselflies, Mammals and Orchids. It is a straightforward, but nevertheless 
sophisticated way, of getting your sightings from your desktop to the county recorders and by using 
the system you can make a valuable contribution to the GNS ongoing recording effort. After a simple 
registration procedure you can start recording straightaway and you can return to the web site at any 
time by simply logging in.

The Society is always on the look out for new Recorders to fill vacant positions (e.g. beetles and flies) 
or to cover groups not listed above (no matter how obscure!).  Anyone willing to undertake these 
tasks or to organise (or help organise) surveys in the county is invited to contact David Scott-Langley 
(Chairman, GNS Scientific & Publications Sub-committee), 19 Chesterton Grove, Cirencester, 
Gloucestershire GL7 1XN; Tel 01285 659631; email: david@scott-langley.freeserve.co.uk
 
otHEr uSEFuL CoNtACtS AND ADDrESSES
GNS Website: www.glosnats.org

GNS Chairman: Mike Smart, 143 Cheltenham Road, Gloucester GL2 0JH   (01452 421131); email 
smartmike@btinternet.com.

GNS Membership Secretary:  Andrew Bluett, 50 Kingsmead, Abbeydale, Gloucester, GL4 5DY 
(01452 610085); email: gnsmembership@btinternet.com. See also Membership page on GNS Website.

GNS Secretary: Lynne Garner (01452 614354); email: lynne@moorend1989.plus.com

GNS Cirencester Branch Chairman: David Scott-Langley, 19 Chesterton Grove, Cirencester, 
Glos GL7 1XN (01285 659631); email: david@scott-langley.freeserve.co.uk.

Editor of the GNS News (records and general matters; appears quarterly): Kate Kibble;  
email: kkibble@sky.com

Editor of the Gloucestershire Naturalist: David Scott-Langley, 19 Chesterton Grove, 
Cirencester, Gloucestershire GL7 1XN (01285 659631); email dscottlangley@hotmail.co.uk. Articles 
and reports for TGN should be sent to the Editor by February 28th of the year of publication. Notes 
for contributors and page layout are available from the same source.

TGN 1 to TGN 12 were edited by Robin Sellers (01946 725453); email: sellers@craghouse7.
freeserve.co.uk. A list of contents of past volumes is available.

Natural England (Southwest region): Natural England, First Floor, Temple Quay House, 2 The 
Square, Bristol, BS1 6EB   Tel: 0300 060 2065

Gloucestershire Centre for Environmental records: GCER, Conservation Centre, Robinswood 
Hill Country Park, Reservoir Road, Gloucester GL4 6SX (01452 389950); email: gcer@
gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk. Development Manager: Linda Moore (01172 309119) email: 
Linda.moore@gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk

Gloucestershire Wildlife trust: Conservation Centre, Robinswood Hill Country Park, Reservoir 
Road, Gloucester GL4 6SX (01452 383333). Web site: www.gloucestershirewildlifetrust.co.uk

Gloucestershire orchard trust: Ann Smith (secretary/coordinator) 01452 855677  
www.gloucestershireorchardgroup.org.uk   email: info@gloucestershireorchardgroup.org.uk
Issued by the Scientific & Publications Sub committee of the Gloucestershire Naturalists’ Society May 2011
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Diary 
GNS Field Meetings
Sunday 10 March 2013, 10am. Bryophytes of the Severn at Gloucester (see details below). Meet 
in Office World/Dunelm car park, Westgate Street, Gloucester, SO825190. Morning meeting. Leaders: 
Richard Lansdown (01802 196494) and Peter Martin.

Sunday 24 March 2013, 10am. Coombe Hill Canal for early migrant birds. Morning meeting. Meet 
at the Wharf, SO886272. Leader: Mike Smart (01452 421131).

Sunday 14 April 2013, 10am. Bryophytes of the Wye Valley at Symonds Yat and The Slaughter 
(see details below). Meet in the car park of the Royal Lodge Hotel, SO561157. Full day meeting; bring 
sandwiches. Leaders: Richard Lansdown (01802 196494) and Peter Martin.

Sunday 28 April 2013, 11am. Birds of Cinderford Linear Park, Northern Quarter; a morning 
meeting of general interest, especially birds. Meet on Forest Vale Road opposite Winner garage, SO645151. 
Leader: Andrew Bluett (01452 610085).

Sunday 5 May 2013, 10am. Bryophytes of Cleeve Common (see details below). Meet at the quarry 
car park, SO989271. Full day meeting. Bring sandwiches. Leaders: Richard Lansdown (01802 196494) and 
Peter Martin.

thursday 23rd May 2013, 11am. Botany of Cinderford Linear Park; a day of general plant 
recording suitable for all including beginners as we will identify most of the species we find. Bring lunch. 
Meet on Forest Vale Road opposite Winner garage, SO645151.Leaders: Mark and Clare Kitchen (01453 
810958).

Saturday 8 June 2013, 10am. Cinderford Linear Park for day-flying moths and butterflies. Meet 
on Forest Vale Road opposite Winner garage, SO645151. Bring packed lunch if required. Will continue in 
afternoon. Leader: Roger Gaunt (01594 530475).

Sunday 30 June 2013, 11am. Edge Common - a morning meeting of general interest, especially for 
limestone flowers. Meet 11am on roadside, SO846095. Leader: Linda Moore (07534 262392).

other Field Meetings
Members may like to know of the following field meetings run by other organisations.

GNS Lichen Group
The Lichen Group has field meetings on the second Tuesday in the month from April through to September. 
Beginners welcome. Contact Juliet Bailey on 01452 722310, glos.lichens@gmail.com for details.

Gloucestershire Bryophyte Group
(see also further information from Richard Lansdown and Peter Martin on page XX)

Sunday 10 March 2013 - Over. to look at some of the bryophytes which occur within or near 
the inundation zone of the River Severn, such as Didymodon insulanus, Hennediella stanfordensis, Leskea 
polycarpa, Orthotrichum sprucei and Syntrichia laevipila. We will also visit the only known Gloucestershire 
population of Orthotrichum obtusifolium on the same tree as a plant tentatively identified as O. hispanicum, 
which if confirmed will be the first record for the UK, as well as searching for two other Gloucestershire 
rarities in this habitat: Myrinia pulvinata and Orthotrichum rivulare. Park and meet at 10.00 in the north-west 
corner of the car park for Office World on Westgate Street, Gloucester (SO825190) or if there are spaces, 
across the road to the north. Half day meeting, aiming to finish at about 12.30.
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Sunday 14 April 2013 – Wye Valley at Symonds Yat and The Slaughter. This is an area which has 
historic records of many nationally and locally rare bryophytes as well as currently known populations 
of species such as Anomodon longifolius and Metzgeria pubescens. There is a good chance to not only see 
a wide range of common and less-common species, but also to make new records of taxa which have 
not been seen in the county for decades.Meet at 10.00 in the Car Park of the Royal Lodge Hotel, this is 
probably the best place to park but costs £3.00 for a full day. Full day meeting; finishing at the latest at 
17.00. Bring sandwiches.

Sunday 5 May 2013 – Cleeve Common. Cleeve Common has been the subject of intensive survey 
and conservation management over the last few years. This excursion will include visits to find some rare 
species, such as Abietinella abietina, Aloina rigida, Didymodon acutus, Tortella densa, Weissia condensa and 
W. controversa var. crispata. We will also visit one of the mud-capped walls established to try to restore 
some rare species to the county and some of the areas where the acid Harford Sands have been exposed 
to try to restore some of the rare acid-loving bryophytes lost from the Common. Meet at 10.00 at the 
car park south of the Golf Cub House (SO9892671). Full day meeting finishing at the latest at 17.00. Bring 
sandwiches.

Gloucestershire invertebrate Group
The GIG has field meetings mainly at weekends from April to October. GNS members are welcome to 
come along and see what they do. Contact David Long (01242 527673) for further advice.

Gloucestershire plant Group
Contact Mark and Clare Kitchen for further information of meetings this summer. Phone 01453 810958, 
email markarkitchen@yahoo.com

indoor GNS Meetings

Friday 22 March 2013, ANNuAL GENErAL MEEtiNG. Followed by a talk on Rough 
Bank, near Stroud which was purchased by Butterfly Conservation with financial contribution from GNS. 
The talk will be given by Sue Smith and Dr Guy Meredith of Butterfly Conservation (and a long-standing 
member of GNS). Watermoor Church Hall, Trinity Road, Cirencester GL7 1NE. The hall is open from 
7pm for a 7.30 start.

Cirencester programme
All events at Watermoor Church Hall, Trinity Road, Cirencester GL7 1NE. The hall is open from 7pm for 
a 7.30 start.

Friday March 8th 2013, ANNUAL BUSINESS MEETING. Members night, Photographic and 
artistic competitions.

Friday April 12th 2013, Dr Timothy Sellers, “Camouflage and Mimicry”
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