Public consultation on this management plan.
This plan was presented for public consultation during September and October 2010. This was by on
site notices from 8th September 2010 giving, information of on site consultation day, availability of
plan on line and at Canford Heath library. Library held a copy of plan and explanatory leaflets for
public to take away. Plan and explanatory leaflet viewable on two web sites;
www.boroughofpoole.com/canfordheathplan and www.leisureprojects.net/chmp.htm
Ward councillors were sent a copy of the explanatory leaflet with a covering letter.
On 26th September 2010 a Management Plan consultation day was held on site with display of plan
and maps, with staff from Borough of Poole and Footprint Ecology to answer the public’s enquiries
and to allow questionnaires to be filled in on the plan. A press release was sent out and used by,
The Echo and Advertiser and other local press at this time.
Consultation period finished on 31st October 2010.

Result of consultation.
After the consultation period was finished responses were studied for any required changes to the
plan. No significant changes were required. Only changes are in phrasing of text and a few details in
relation to size of areas of work.

Version: Final from Footprint Ecology
Date: 26th April 2010
Recommended Citation: White, J. & Day, J. (2010) Canford Heath Management Plan. Unpublished
report for Borough of Poole.
Version: Adopted Plan
Date: 7th February 2011.
Edited by Jez Martin, Leisure Services, Borough of Poole
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Executive summary
Canford Heath is one of the largest examples of continuous heathland left in Dorset
and is home to many scarce and rare plants and animals. Lowland heathland, of
which Canford is a particularly fine example, is rare on a global scale, being confined
to the Atlantic fringes of northern Europe and then found only on suitable acidic,
low-nutrient soils. The great majority of the original extent has been lost and the UK
now has a responsibility to conserve what is left of this special habitat and landscape
type. There are few other counties that exceed Dorset in holding some of the finest
and most important examples of heathland; and similarly, there are few Local
Authorities that can match the Borough of Poole’s responsibility in safeguarding this
unique resource.
Canford Heath is also one of the few places left where a real sense can be felt of the
evocative, wild and beautiful cultural landscape that for several millennia was so
typical of lowland England. The Heath is thus of immense value for people to enjoy
responsibly, both for its nature and to take time out, to sense the past and recharge
the batteries.
Such heathland has been in existence here since at least the Bronze Age and has
been in continuous use by the rural community, to provide grazing for animals, fuel
from turf and gorse, small-scale wood, thatch from heather and turf, and animal
bedding and fertiliser from bracken. Only in the last couple of generations has this
long pattern of use ceased, coupled with a massive reduction in the original area –
only some 15% of what was here when Thomas Hardy wrote so evocatively of
Wessex and especially the great, brooding “Egdon Heath”.
To maintain what is left and its unique wildlife we need to replicate those traditional
uses in modern-day conservation management and the Borough of Poole has been
in the forefront of this practice since acquiring most of Canford Heath by the end of
1999. This Management Plan for the next ten years updates and develops what has
already been achieved, blending the Borough’s duties to provide a safe and
welcoming open space with the heavy responsibilities that stem from the national
and international conservation designations in place to protect heathland and its
wildlife.
The statutory nature conservation body – Natural England – will continue to assess
the condition of all protected sites, and for Canford Heath at present the condition
of the heathland is mostly unfavourable. This is mainly due to lack of variation in the
vegetation structure and because there is too much scrub and tree cover over what
is essentially an open habitat. Urban pressures, and in particular damaging summer
fires, also contribute to this. The Plan sets out the management strategy and actions
that will address this condition over the next 10 years – principally through
establishment of low-intensity stock grazing supplemented by a programme of
vegetation mowing, possibly controlled burning, and removal of scrub. Specific
actions to enhance the rare wildlife are also set out.
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There are actions too for conserving the important archaeological features and for
providing for the many people who visit and enjoy this remarkable open country.
The engagement of local communities and schools will continue and develop, as will
maintaining the ground-breaking liaison with Police and Dorset Fire and Rescue
Services. Similarly the close working with the Urban Heaths Partnership will continue
in order to help supplement the role of site staff in wardening and community
outreach. The full value and interest of this amazing landscape will be further
explained and promoted to local people, to build an increasing volume of support for
and pride in what is a real part of our national as well as local heritage.
All of this means that adequate resources must continue to be found, but taking full
support from Government funds available for the management of special sites, as
well as locally structured tariffs in place in SE Dorset to offset the pressures on
protected heathlands from urban development. The Management Plan comes at a
challenging but also exciting time in the conservation of all of the heathlands and
other important open spaces in Poole, but none can be more worthy of the effort
needed to maintain and enhance the conservation input than Canford Heath itself.

2

1. Introduction and site details
1.1 Site details
Table 1: Site details

Site name

Canford Heath Nature Reserve

Area (ha):

334 ha (The 412 ha SSSI includes Dunyeat’s Hill and also
smaller areas in other ownership – see tenure)
SZ 303950

Grid ref: (centre of
reserve)
Unitary Authority:
Parliamentary
Constituency:
Local Environment
Agency office:
Local Natural England
office:

Borough of Poole, Civic Centre, Poole BH15 2RU 01202
633633
Mid Dorset and North Poole
South Wessex Area Office, Rivers House, Sunrise Business
Park, Higher Shaftesbury Road, Blandford, Dorset, DT11
8ST 08708 506506 www.environment-agency.gov.uk
Somerset & Dorset Team, Dorset Office, Slepe Farm, Arne,
Wareham, BH20 5BN. 01929 557450
dorset@naturalengland.org.uk

1.2 Location
Canford Heath is the largest expanse of open heathland in Poole. It is in the northern
part of the Borough, with the prominent ridge of Lodge Hill forming most of the
skyline of the northern aspect of Poole. The town centre is some 5km to the south.
The heath separates the original town and its later developments from the farmland
and settlements of the Stour valley to the north. This includes the parkland setting of
Canford School, the original house of Lord Wimborne whose estate included Canford
Heath and much of the land on which Poole and parts of Bournemouth and East
Dorset have been developed over the past century or so.
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Map 1: Canford Heath and area covered by plan.
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1.3 Details of coverage
Table 2: Aerial and photographic coverage
Date
Cover
Details
Maps
Poole/Purbeck
1 inch “Old Series” (ca 1870)
facsimile – David & Charles
Bournemouth &
OS1:50,000 ‘Landranger’ sheet
Purbeck
195
Bournemouth
OS 1inch ‘New Popular edition’
sheet 179
Aerial
2005
Colour. High resolution
Photos
2000
Colour. High resolution
1945-50
B&W. Fair quality - historic
interest

Location of copies
Natural England, Dorset Office; or
internet
Readily available
Based on 1930 survey. Copy @
Footprint Ecology
Borough of Poole
Borough of Poole
Internet – UK Aerial Photos

1.4 Tenure
Canford Heath is also one of the largest blocks of heathland remaining in Dorset.
Some 334 ha of Canford is in the ownership of the Borough of Poole (BoP) with a
further 14 ha adjoining and in the same heathland block, owned by the Beale family;
and part of the heath and woodland surrounds of the former gravel pit and refuse
site, owned by W.H Whites. Small areas of the same heathland block are in the
ownership and management of Wessex Water and Knighton Heath Golf Club. Most
of Canford Heath was only acquired by BoP as recently as 1999, from Whites. Other
smaller parts had been acquired from Lord Wimborne’s estate since 1943, and later
secured as public open space, with small areas subsequently transferred from other
departments when development proposals were abandoned. The extent of Borough
of Poole’s ownership is shown on Map 1 and this is the land to which this
management plan applies. The compartments used to define work locations are
shown on Map 2.
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Map 2: Compartment map
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1.5 Site status
Heathland is rare globally, and many of its characteristic species are similarly rare
and restricted. Less than 15% of the original heathland in Dorset still survives and
this picture is repeated in all the areas where heathland once was found, which is
only in parts of the UK and NW Europe with suitable soils and temperate climate.
This is why it is one of our most important and distinctive habitats, and what is left is
so heavily protected by conservation designations.
Table 3: Conservation designations
Status
Reasons for designation/notification

International
Dorset Heathlands
Special Protection
Area (SPA)

Dorset Heaths
Special Area for
Conservation
(SAC)

Dorset Heathlands
RAMSAR

Notes

Nightjar - breeding
Woodlark - breeding
Dartford warbler - breeding
Hen harrier - wintering
Merlin - wintering

The whole of Canford Heath
SSSI is part of the 8169 ha
Dorset Heaths SPA – a
composite site including
most of the component
SSSIs on heathland
North Atlantic wet heaths with The whole of Canford Heath
transitions to European dry
SSSI is part of the 5731 ha
heaths and depressions on
Dorset Heaths SAC – a
peat substrates of the
composite site including
Rhynchosporion (a habitat type
most of the component
based on classic mire vegetation)
heathland SSSIs (apart from
some in Purbeck in a
separate SAC)
Northern Atlantic wet heaths
The SW compartments of
and southern Atlantic wet
Canford Heath are part of
heaths with nationally rare and the 6730 ha RAMSAR site – a
scarce wetland plants and
composite site including
nationally rare wetland
many of the heathland SSSIs
invertebrates
with mires

The 3 international designations are part of the Natura 2000 series of sites that contribute to the
conservation of key natural habitats and species across the European Community area.

National
Canford Heath
SSSI

Scheduled Ancient
Monument

One of the largest heathland
areas in Dorset with dry,
humid and wet heath and mire
supporting rare plants, birds,
reptiles and invertebrates
Bronze Age round barrows

The SSSI (412 ha) includes
the ARC1 nature reserve at
Dunyeat’s Hill west of the
A349
Several Individual barrows
and one barrow cluster on
Canford Heath

The nature conservation designations are shown on Maps 3 & 4

1

Amphibian and Reptile Conservation
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Map 3: SSSI, SAC, SPA and Ramsar boundaries.

This map is reproduced from the Ordnance Survey with the permission of Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Controller of Her Majesty’s
Stationary Office . © Crown Copyright. Unauthorised reproduction infringes crown copyright and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. 100024248 2010.
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Map 4: Scheduled Ancient Monuments
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1.6 Policy context
Table 4: Policy context

Strategy/ Policy
Open Spaces Strategy -2004

Nature Conservation Strategy
- 2004

Open Spaces Grazing Policy 2007

Poole Green Space Audit 2008

South East Dorset Green
Infrastructure Framework 2009

Comments ref Canford Heath
Classed as Natural and Semi Natural Greenspace under the
open space typology. The large size of Canford Heath
makes Merley and Bearwood the best provided ward in the
Borough for open space (approx 27 ha per thousand
population). Local Plan standard is 3.2 ha per thousand.
The Strategy highlights that Canford Heath is one of the
surviving blocks of heathland which would once have
stretched across a wide expanse of South East Dorset. The
strategy has a key objective ‘to protect the wildlife resource
in the Borough’, highlighting appropriate management such
as grazing on heathlands. The plan also highlights that sites
need active appropriate management in order to maintain
the biodiversity value via techniques such as controlling
invasive species and control of trees and shrubs.
This policy demonstrated the Council’s commitment to
return grazing to suitable heathland under the Dorset Urban
Heaths Grazing Partnership. Canford Heath is a priority site
for grazing due to its wildlife designations and grazing was
re-introduced in 2009
This audit recognised that the provision of alternative
greenspace can alleviate pressure on sensitive sites such as
Canford Heath. In delivering these greenspaces the Council
should ensure that these alternative sites provide facilities
of equal or higher quality than those offered at sensitive
sites.
This report outlined the issues and opportunities for
developing a network of green infrastructure across South
East Dorset. The report acknowledged that Canford Heath
has a network of footpaths and bridleways. ‘Sensitivity of
heathlands to recreation pressure is a major issue, and good
access on heaths, such as Canford Heath, poses a threat to
wildlife.’

1.7 Revenue and grant schemes
All of the SSSI within BoP ownership has the benefit of funding under the
Government’s Environmental Stewardship scheme. The land is within a Higher Level
Stewardship agreement that runs until February 2018, providing payments for
heathland area, capital works and a grazing supplement. At present capital works
and any project grant payments that may be eligible, are agreed on a three-year
periodicity, with the current capital work plan agreed until February 2011.
Additionally, funding from BoP budgets may be available for work on Canford Heath,
subject to availability and requirements from other sites managed by BoP.
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1.8 Climate
Dorset is the third most southerly county of England and has a mild, temperate
climate. Canford Heath, in south-east Dorset, is within the sunniest part of the
country with markedly less rain even than inland Dorset. However, the higher
elevation of most of Canford (60m) gives the heath a very slightly cooler and perhaps
damper climate than the much of the town and coastline of Poole Borough.
The annual mean temperature is 10.2° – 12°C.
The warmest months are July & August, with mean temperatures 12° – 22°C
The coolest months are January & February, with mean temperatures 2° –
8.3°C.
Average rainfall is 592.6mm, with October the wettest and May the driest
months. (All records are from the period 1971-2000).
1.9 Geology
Canford Heath, like all of the heathland in SE Dorset, has formed over soils derived
from the Tertiary deposits of the west part of the Hampshire Basin. These Tertiary
rocks comprise vast deposits of sand, (the result of an enormous period of erosion of
an arid, desert upland to the west 45 – 50 million years ago) inter-mixed with clays,
marking the variable position of river channels or coastal lagoons.
Table 5: Underlying Geology
Rock type

Character

Location

Poole Formation
(formerly Bagshot beds)
Broadstone Clay

Sand, silts, clays

Branksome Sand
Parkstone Clay

Sands & clays
Sand & clays

River Gravel

Gravels

Head

Unconsolidated

Main rock under most of
Canford Heath
Often marks wettest areas with
mires
Eastern end of main ridge
Northern ridge of heath
(including former pit)
Younger (1 million years old)
deposits overlying ridges
Eroded deposits in valleys

Silty clay

This geology has resulted in the formation of acidic soils which are strongly leached
(podsolised); and where there is waterlogging, in valleys or over thicker clays, the
soils are peaty gleyed podsols. Most of the soils support dry or humid heathland, but
locally, in conditions of a permanently high water table a shallow layer of peat has
formed, supporting mire and bog vegetation.
1.10 Geomorphology
The highest parts of Canford Heath – the east-west ridge of Lodge Hill and the higher
ground adjoining the former gravel pit/refuse site in the north - are between 60 and
70m in elevation and constitute the highest land within Poole. The heath forms a
divide between Poole Harbour – the flooded lower valley of the Frome and Piddle
rivers – and the Stour valley to the north. The ridges and less prominent breaks in
slope at lower elevations mark the position of former terraces eroded as a much
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larger ancient river flowed eastwards, to form part of the catchment of the “Solent
River”.
1.11 Hydrology
The ridge of Lodge Hill drops sharply to the south and drainage off these slopes
would have seeped into the wet heath and mires that have been lost beneath the
Canford housing development. Most of this run-off now is piped to Hatch Pond and
ultimately Poole Harbour. The larger area of the gently north-sloping plateau heath
has small streams that take drainage to the north east and the River Stour.
1.12 Biological information
1.12.1 Habitats

The distribution of habitats on Canford Heath SSSI is shown on Map 5. The areas of
Phase 1 habitats derived from this map are given in the following table.
Table 6: Phase I habitats present on Canford Heath
Habitat
Code
Status
Dry heath
D11
Wet heath
D2
Mire
E3, E31
Open water
G1, G2
Conifer Woodland
A12, A121, A122
Broadleaf woodland
A111
Mixed woodland
A131
Scrub
A21, A22

Area (ha)
261.95
22.22
1.95
0.78
18.54
14.46
6.53
5.02

Bracken continuous

C11

22.88

Marshy grassland

B5

12.74

Comments
Area estimate may be high
Area estimate may be low
Area estimate may be low
Area estimate may be low

Area estimate may be low
Area estimate may be high
Much of this habitat occurs as
purple moor-grass/bracken
habitat in valleys
Area estimate may be high;
some of this habitat is mire

Other grassland
B11, B21, B4
1.35
Bare ground
I21
0.30
Built up etc
J36, J5
6.19
Other
C31
2.22
Total
377.13
Phase 1 is a basic habitat classification developed by Nature Conservancy Council in 1981

(NB: The Phase 1 habitat map is a good start but is incomplete and some of the
habitat classifications appear anomalous. A further survey with more accurate
verification on the ground would be worthwhile. In particular the amount of
scattered scrub/incipient woodland is under represented and could give the
impression that this feature is less widespread than it appears to be. The category of
marshy grassland is questionable and some at least is mire. The unusual, rather dry,
purple moor-grass/bracken vegetation of some valleys (classed wrongly as
continuous bracken in the Phase 1survey), merits further investigation. Though dry
heath is the main vegetation type over the whole site, it is far more complex in its
mix with wet heath and mire than is apparent from the survey, and both of these are
under recorded.)
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Map 5: Phase I Habitats
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Canford, along with the other heaths in the central band of SE Dorset heaths (Upton,
Corfe Hills, Bourne Valley, Brownsea) is unusual in having western gorse Ulex gallii
with heathers as the co-dominant dwarf shrub. Heaths to the south in Purbeck and
to the east, across to the New Forest, have the other small gorse species - dwarf
gorse Ulex minor.
Though much of Canford has dry heathland, especially on the steeper slopes, the
large plateau expanse has a damper heath with a large amount of purple moor-grass
amongst the heather and gorse. In the valleys there is an unusual vegetation with a
high proportion of purple moor-grass in relatively dry conditions, together with
scattered bracken. It is not clear whether this vegetation is the response to former
drainage, since in this location wetter conditions might be expected, or is some
reflection of the geology. Further research into this locally widespread but
somewhat unusual habitat is needed (for example, detailed botanical recording to
determine the NVC (National Vegetation Classification) definition and comparison
with other nearby heathlands; and investigation for signs of artificial drainage). On
flatter areas of heath, often at the foot of steeper slopes and where underlying clays
cause springs to seep out, wet heath and mire has formed. These areas are wet at all
times and support an interesting range of characteristic bog plants like cotton-grass,
bog asphodel, sundews and a variety of bog mosses Sphagnum species, some of
which are very restricted in distribution. Fine mires can be seen in the lower ground
of Cpt 1, beneath the slope of Lodge Hill in Cpt 7, and in Cpt 13.
1.12.2. Important plant & animal species
Table 7: Breeding birds
Species
Popn. Size*
Nightjar
17pairs 2004
30pairs 2009
Woodlark
0 pairs 2006,
2009
Dartford warbler
70 pairs 2006
50 pairs 2008
Linnet
1-2 pairs
Skylark
0 pairs
Tree pipit
Hobby

Status
Annex 1; Red listed; BAP
Annex 1; Amber listed; Schedule 1;
BAP
Annex 1; Amber listed; Schedule 1
Red listed; BAP
Red Listed
Red listed

1 pair

Schedule 1

Comments
2004 national survey 2009
local site survey
2006 national
2009 RSPB
2006 national
2008 RSPB
Recent declines often linked
with disturbance
Singing birds heard in 2008
but site damaged by fire
A pair usually breeds here

Annex 1 – EC Birds Directive; Red listed – Globally threatened, or recent serious decline or
contraction of range in UK; Amber listed – decline/contraction but less sharp; Schedule 1 – birds
protected in UK by special penalties at all times; BAP – Biodiversity Action Plan in place with measures
outlined to address decline or threats
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A selection of important animal species- Dartford warbler, Nightjar, Smooth Snake, Small Red
Damselfly, Silver-studded Blue butterfly, Sand Lizard (photos Terry Elborn).

Table 8: Reptiles
Species

Sand lizard

Status

Common lizard
Slow worm
Adder

Nationally rare and
specially protected
Nationally rare and
specially protected
Widespread
Widespread
Local and declining

Grass snake

Local and declining

Smooth Snake

Comments
Dorset heaths hold ca 80% of
national population
Dorset heaths hold ca 90% of
national population
Not confined to heathland
Not confined to heathland
Not confined to heathland but
most frequently used habitat
Not confined to heathland

All reptiles are protected by law with Sand lizard and Smooth snake being fully protected at all times
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1.12.3 Summary of important features
Table 9: Summary of important biological features
Feature
Species of
Species of
National
Local
importance
importance

Birds

3

Reptiles &
amphibians

2

Bats

Total number of
species
recorded*

9
3

Comment

Annex 1 spp as listed above,
with key populations
All 6 native reptiles present.
(Rare nationally - only likely
on Dorset heath sites)
All bat species are
protected

Flowering plants
4
51
187
Mosses
1
10
Moths
15
210
Butterflies
1
2
27
Grasshoppers &
5
3
15
crickets
Beetles
3
17
Dragonflies
5
2
Spiders
5
94
Flies
3
Ants, bees &
11
wasps
*Total number of species at Canford for many groups unknown
National importance – nationally scarce, recorded in 16 –100 10km squares nationally.
Local importance – notable in Dorset as classified by Dorset Environmental Records Centre (DERC)
Some examples of the nationally scarce and notable species are given in Appendix 1

1.13 Cultural features
1.13.1 A cultural landscape

The outstanding feature of Canford heath is the scale and impact of the great
heathland landscape. Though small by comparison with what once was found in SE
Dorset, by today’s standards Canford is very large and even now a real sense of the
vastness of this unique, even desolate, character can be appreciated. A direct link
with our predecessors can be felt, stretching back to beyond the Bronze Age and
through to Thomas Hardy’s heath croppers. In the modern context of the bustling
conurbation of Poole, Canford is an amazing survival and a vital wilderness area for
exercise and spiritual regeneration. The abrupt termination of the housing along the
southern fringes, and the gradually healing scar of the potential road route slicing
through the ridge (“Route E” in Cpts 3 & 7), are reminders of the vulnerability of the
heath; losses to development were only halted in 1989.
The most obvious archaeological remains are the scattered round barrows (tumuli)
some of which are Scheduled Ancient Monuments. However, the much later traces
of extensive turf cutting can be seen still in places (a regular pattern of shallow
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ridges in the black soil); and there are the noble veteran pines that are relics of late
19th century plantations that have survived later fires; and the ornamental drives
linking Canford House with the town.
There is much to be discovered still, about the history and uses of the heath, as well
as its rich wildlife. It presents a resource of great value, for schools, academic
research and personal investigation.
The great majority of Canford Heath as heathland, is open access land under the
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000, though it was of course already open to
access before this legislation came. Access on foot for walking, and by horse and
cycle riders on the bridleways, is encouraged and most of this activity satisfies a local
demand. There is a good network of paths and tracks with many access points with
gates, and in places on steeper ground, steps. Some tracks and gates are also
suitable for disability access There are a few car-parking locations but many visitors
can reach the site easily from the nearby housing areas.
1.13.2. Rationale for heathland management

Heathland is often described as “man-made” but this is not strictly true, since that
should imply that heath was deliberately planted. Rather, it is the result of nature
responding, over millennia, to the activities of humans.
Most of Britain was once wooded, as vegetation gradually recovered after the last
Ice Age (ca 10,000 years ago). Not until humans started to settle and begin to farm
did any major impact on the “wildwood” occur, though the presence of many large
grazing animals would probably always have kept open clearings and glades. From
the Mesolithic period onwards, forest was cleared to make land for cultivation and
grazing, and probably by the Bronze Age (ca 3-4000 years ago) the heathlands in
Dorset were in existence. The record of pollen preserved in peats enables us to
establish this record of vegetation history.
As a result of tree clearance from the sandy acidic soils of this area, and attempts to
grow crops, the soils became even more impoverished and leached of nutrients so
only those plants that can manage in such demanding conditions could survive. Such
vegetation is the heather and gorse-dominated heathland that we still see today.
Originally the whole of the great sandy bowl of E Dorset would have been heathland,
bounded by the chalk uplands of the downs and Purbeck Hills, from the River Avon in
the east to Dorchester in the west, divided only by the more fertile strips of the river
valleys. Though of low productivity, this heathland provided many products that
sustained the rural community over many centuries: grazing for livestock; wood and
fuel from trees and gorse; heather and peat turves for fuel and thatch; bracken for
bedding, thatch and fertiliser (when burnt); sand and clay for building. All of these
activities ensured that the soils were always being depleted, the spread of woodland
was prevented, and heathland was thus maintained.
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This pattern of land use continued more or less uninterrupted until the 1700s but as
the rural population declined and the ability to improve soils and agricultural
techniques grew, heathlands were steadily reclaimed. Later extensive afforestation
with vast conifer plantations took more heathland as did the growth of Poole,
Bournemouth and the surrounding villages; the entire conurbation is on land that
once was heathland.
Less than 15% of the original heathland in Dorset (Figure 1) still survives and this
picture is repeated in all the areas where heathland once was found, which is only in
parts of the UK and NW Europe with suitable soils and temperate climate.

Figure 1: Historical extent of heathland in Dorset (images provided by RSPB)

So heathland is rare globally, and its characteristic wildlife is similarly rare and
restricted. This is why it is one of our most important and distinctive habitats, and
what is left is so heavily protected by conservation designations. Moreover, because
heathland formed so far back in time, and where it survives has been little affected
by modern land uses such as cultivation and ploughing, it is a landscape that is rich in
archaeology. Bronze Age round barrows, several of which can be seen on Canford
Heath, even earlier worked flint tools, peat deposits with their long record of
vegetation history, and the patterns on the soil made by turf cutting; these are all
direct links with the past and reflect the outstanding cultural landscape that is
heathland.
In the last century or so and especially since World War II, all of the historic uses of
heathland have ceased. At the same time the area of open heath has dramatically
declined, and many new species have been introduced that have spread onto
heaths, such as pines from conifer plantations and Rhododendron from ornamental
plantings. To retain what heathland is left needs active intervention and because of
its international rarity, there is a special responsibility for this in the UK. Local
communities do not now need heathland products such as fuel from gorse or turf,
small timber or bracken for animal bedding, so these historic activities that
incidentally maintained the heathland habitat and its wildlife, need to be repeated
or replicated through modern management.
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2. Site Management
2.1 Policy
Canford Heath is of national and international importance for its heathland and the
range of typical and often rare wildlife that this scarce habitat supports. The
conservation designations that cover the heath and its species require that the site
be managed to maintain or bring these features into favourable condition. This
continuing habitat and species management is the underlying priority for Canford,
underpinned by European and National legislation.
Heathlands are also of great historic and cultural interest. Conservation of these
aspects of Canford sits perfectly alongside the nature conservation direction.
Such a large site is vitally important as open countryside within Poole and visitors are
welcomed, to enjoy the fine views, openness and amazing cultural landscape,
together with its special wildlife. In particular, local people are encouraged to
participate in the conservation of Canford Heath, helping to engender a strong sense
of ownership and pride within the community.
This broad policy direction is expanded in the actions and targets described in the
Objectives in 2.4 below.

2.2 A 10 year vision – what will the heath be like in 2020?
In 10 years time Canford Heath will have retained and enhanced its position as one
of the prime heathland sites in southern England. Vegetation management through
extensive, low-intensity grazing and the sensitive control of scrub and trees has
maintained and enhanced the heaths and mires as a predominantly open landscape
in which the characteristic flora and fauna has flourished. Careful management has
given the heath a robustness that puts it in good stead to withstand the challenges
of climate change and the pressures that come with its urban-fringe location.
The historic and archaeological features of the heath have been well preserved and
together with other aspects of the site have featured in regular educational
initiatives to both adults and children.
The site is sympathetically used and appreciated by visitors and the local community
and there is a strong band of volunteers, encouraged by the Heathland Volunteer
Pack, as part of the active “Heathwatch” initiative across all of the heaths managed
by BoP. There will be good links with local schools and community groups and there
are few of the urban impacts that were a major problem on such sites in the early
part of the century.

2.3 Favourable Condition objectives
Guidance on the features to be considered in carrying out a condition assessment on
lowland dry and wet heathland SSSIs have been produced by the Joint Nature
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Conservation Committee (JNCC 2004). The following main generic criteria key
components apply, suitably adapted for Dorset heathland:
2.3.1 Dry heath/wet heath/mire

Tree and scrub cover should be less than 10% by area
Cover by area of European gorse to be 1-20% with leggy, degenerate gorse
rare
Bracken cover <5%
Cover of bare ground to be 1-10% as an intimate mosaic with vegetation,
and not disturbed; and focussed on sandy substrates with southerly aspects
Dwarf shrub cover of at least two characteristic species, and at least one
grass species, of 75-100% by area
On lowland dry heath a mixture of 10-20% cover of pioneer, 20-80% cover of
building/mature, <30% cover of degenerate phase2 dwarf shrubs and <10%
of dead ericaceous cover
Cover of mosses and lichens to be maintained
Recently burnt areas to be less than 5% by area
Requirement for a mix of dwarf shrubs (heather and its allies), grasses and
sedges and other herbs and flowers; and maximum cover of exotic species
<1%, and weeds such as nettles Urtica spp. and thistles Cirsium spp <1%, and
these mainly in edge locations.
Vegetation cover maintained (but with reductions in tree, scrub and bracken
cover) over archaeological features
There is a similar range of requirements for wet heath, but the criteria also
include: Purple moor-grass to be <50% with tussocks not excluding other
species; more than 10% cover of Sphagnum mosses, and for no artificial
functioning drains. There should be natural zonations of vegetation within
mires, and between mire and heathland

Degenerate heath (Photo Terry Elborn).
2

Strictly speaking, these divisions apply only to heather Calluna vulgaris. The division of the life of a
heather plant into pioneer, building, mature and degenerate phases was first described by Watt, A. S.
(1955). "Bracken vs heather : a study in plant socio-ecology." Journal of Ecology 43: 490-506.on the
Breckland heaths
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Pioneer heath and mature heathland in favourable condition (Terry and Karen Elborn).

2.3.2 Current Condition Assessment by Natural England
The Government has set a Public Service Agreement target for 95% of SSSIs in England to be in
‘favourable condition’ by 2010. Much of the funding for SSSI management provided by Natural
England under grant schemes is directed to this outcome. The assessments are likely to be updated
frequently as the target date is approached but the current assessment for Canford Heath is that
most of the site is still in unfavourable condition.
The chief reasons for “unfavourablity” across most units are because the site is ungrazed, with
vegetation lacking structural diversity; and due to the occurrence of excessive fires. In some places
recreational pressures and locally too much scrub are also reasons given. One unit is in
‘unfavourable recovering’ condition and this is the north-western area where grazing is already in
place. This represents about 8.25% of the whole SSSI and some 10% of that in BoP ownership.

The chief actions needed to reach favourable condition will be:
the re-instatement of extensive grazing across, as far as is practicable,
the whole site
additional continued vegetation management in the form of patch
mowing and/or burning
a sustained reduction in the amount of scrub and young trees
attention to address localised damaging recreational pressures
as far as possible, elimination of damaging wildfires from arson
These actions are thus highlighted as the top priority for the allocation of
resources.
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2.4 Objectives for the management of Canford Heath
The 10 objectives set out below should if adopted secure effective management of
the heath and bring the SSSI into favourable condition:
Objective 1. Manage dry and wet heathland vegetation and mires
Objective 2. Restore and manage mires
Objective 3 .Manage scrub and trees
Objective 4. Control invasive and non-native plants
Objective 5. Manage for key heathland species
Objective 6. Conserve historical and archaeological features
Objective 7. Local Engagement
Objective 8. Urban impacts
Objective 9. Site infrastructure
Objective 10. Survey and monitoring
Objective 1. Manage dry and wet heathland vegetation and mires

Rationale
Heathland provides the optimum habitat for the full range of typical wildlife if the
vegetation structure is managed as a mosaic of young, mature and ageing heather.
Both mowing and controlled burning can clear away old vegetation and encourage
regeneration with young, pioneer heather to restart the cycle, but their effects are
sudden and drastic – everything is removed; but both can achieve a marked
reduction in above-ground nutrients which is highly desirable on these
characteristically low nutrient heaths. A patchwork of very short growth or virtually
bare ground is formed which will help also to reduce the risk of extensive very
damaging summer fires. Cutting is limited by the terrain, and cut material and its
nutrients must be removed. Controlled winter burning is weather dependant, needs
temporary firebreaks to be mown beforehand, and is restricted by the presence of
houses, roads and powerlines, but is very effective in removing nutrients and
encouraging regeneration. It has a place on many heathland sites but could lead to
“copycat” fires at far more damaging times and without the careful controls
essential, so at Canford is perhaps avoided. Both cutting and burning can encourage
grass invasion and domination and should be followed by livestock grazing. Grazing
at appropriate levels produces more gradual change to achieve a mosaic of
vegetation of varying heights; reduces grass (controls purple moor-grass in wetter
areas and bristle bent grass on dry heath) and encourages heather communities; and
with the associated trampling, promotes regeneration and colonisation by small,
annual plants and specialist invertebrates. Livestock can also get everywhere and are
not stopped by slopes or wet ground, which can limit access for machines but their
proper control and management requires fencing and gates. Grazing animals can
also help to suppress scrub growth by browsing some species like birch and willow.
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1A. Diversify heath communities by cutting and controlled burning
Prepare a programme for patch mowing of vegetation in autumn/winter to be
carried out where ground conditions permit. This should be in a scatter of small
patches (0.1-1 ha in size) dispersed across the whole site and including the grassdominated valley bottoms. At any time some 5- 10% of the dry and humid heathland
area should have 0-3 years growth, (i.e. pioneer phase). Taking into account ground
that is too wet or too steep for mowing and where burning is impractical, the
programme for this management should aim to tackle about 5ha per year. The
programmes will need to be adjusted to take account of any unwanted wildfires. Cut
material should ideally be collected and taken off the heath. Controlled burning may
be considered in the future if deemed appropriate and it will not cause an increase in
wildfires. If used it may take place between 1st November and 31st March, but in this
case if used would be in January and possibly up to end of third week of February
subject to permission and conditions imposed by Natural England and should follow
best practice3.
Actions:
Prepare a five year cutting programme to be shown on management maps
and to take account of existing heather age and height distribution and the
needs of breeding woodlark and nightjar, and known reptile hibernation
sites.
Carry out any necessary public awareness programme.
Mow and remove cut vegetation, from 5ha per year (with periodic allowance
to be made for wildfires).
Allow for cutting and baling heather in suitable areas to provide material for
ditch blocking (see Objective2)
Investigate the possibility of composting cut vegetation or using for
heathland re-establishment on the restored pit area to the north.
In the event of using controlled burning as a management tool, train site staff
on burning procedures and management (whether to be carried out by staff
or supervised contractors), including essential site preparation

Staff managing heathland: tree clearing and firebreak cutting (photos Karen Elborn).
3

Best practice Guide for burning lowland heathlands published by Natural England (see
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/regulation/burning/default.aspx)
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1B. Progressively bring whole heath area into an extensive grazing regime
Progressively introduce grazing to the whole heath ideally using a mixture of hardy
cattle and ponies (following the successful trial in Cpt 1) to tackle the
heather/gorse/grass communities. Grazing levels should be set at about 1 beast per
8 ha for the whole grazing season, with a slightly higher level if the period of grazing
is shorter. Very short bursts of heavy grazing should be avoided. Use large grazing
units to minimise internal fencing, but provide enough variety of vegetation and
shelter for stock. (Animal management should provide freedom from hunger and
thirst, discomfort, pain injury or disease, fear and distress and allow animals to
express natural behaviours.4) The second block to be grazed, starting in 2010, will be
the west-central heath – Cpts. 2, 4, 5 & 6, to be followed as soon as possible, when
fencing is in place, by the southern and east-central compartments.
Actions:
Offer familiarisation for horses and dogs to their owners each year for three
years or longer if required
Publicise grazing proposals generally to local communities at the start of each
season
Advise visitors to the heath when grazing animals are introduced and
removed from compartments
In liaison with the Dorset Urban Heaths Grazing Partnership Manager,
achieve recommended grazing levels using cattle and/or ponies
Produce a risk assessment prior to the introduction of stock into each new
compartment or group of compartments
Carry out an assessment to ensure the maintenance of the five freedoms for
stock and periodically review this
Introduce grazing during 2010 to the block of heathland comprising Cpts 2, 4,
5 and 6
Complete fencing and introduce grazing animals to the southern
compartments (3,7,8,12,19,20) and eastern compartments
(9,10,11,13,14,15,16,17,18) by 2011
Use exclosure plots to demonstrate and monitor the effects of grazing (see
Obj 10 monitoring)

Grazing (Photo Gary Clarke).

4

The Five freedoms see http://www.grazinganimalsproject.org.uk/animal_welfare.html
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Objective 2. Restore and manage mires

Rationale
There are several areas of high quality mire on Canford Heath, with some in valley
bottoms and others on spring lines such as those along the foot of the Lodge Hill
slopes. Mires, with a permanently high water table, have less heather and gorse than
drier heath but more purple moor-grass with cotton grass and Sphagnum mosses.
Grazing is the most effective technique for this habitat as grazing animals remove
grass growth and help to open the vegetation cover by some trampling. As well as
securing grazing, restoration of the mires should include the removal of invasive
scrub such as Rhododendron. This plant can grow well in mire conditions and can
seriously damage or destroy the scarce habitat. Handwork or specialist contractors
may be needed in some locations.

High quality mire on Canford Heath (Photo Karen Elborn)

2A. Maintain Water tables
Maintain a high water table in all mires including the blocking of any drainage that
may have previously been cut. Simple barriers of turf or baled heather can be used in
the relatively minor but damaging grips that cut into the mire surface with easily
installed and low cost plastic piling in the larger drains. (If necessary consult the
Forestry Commission for advice, based on the mire restoration in place in the New
Forest). Investigate the practicality of impeding flow in the valley bottom draining
north from Cpts 6 & 13, to establish locally wetter conditions along the valley floor
and the gradual creation of mire conditions. Any conflicts between wetter mire
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conditions and path networks, numbers of weirs or barriers needed for effective
blocking and methodology to be used, will need to be explored.
Actions:
Carry out a survey to identify existing and potential mire areas and identify
artificial drains and ditches to be blocked.
Assess the effect of proposed drain blocking on paths tracks and rights of way
and allow for diversions or mitigation as required
Install simple water measuring devices to record water levels before and
after drain blocking works
Seek advice as necessary and block drains and ditches to restore mires
Objective 3. Manage scrub and trees

Rationale
Grazing, turf cutting and fuel gathering would have kept heathland like Canford
largely devoid of trees for most of the last 3 – 4 millennia, but the general decline of
those practices, together with deliberate plantings at Canford in the late 19 th century
brought about a more wooded landscape. Old OS maps indicate the area as “Canford
Heath Plantations”; and the diary entry for 8th November 1879 of the then Lady
Wimborne notes, “… drove towards Bear Cross, where we left the carriage and went
up on the heath where they are making some new plantations”. Those plantations
have gone, felled or lost to fires, but traces can still be seen in the very large old
pines that occur in various places on the heath such as the northern parts of Cpts 9 &
13. These trees have given rise to the later self-sown pines that are scattered
everywhere over the heath. Maritime pine is not native in UK, unlike Scots pine,
supporting fewer species and with the capacity to be even more invasive, especially
on wet heath and mire. Pines are supplemented by birch and willow scrub, as well as
obviously planted ornamentals such as strawberry tree, laurel and Rhododendron.
The veteran pines and boundary deciduous trees include some fine specimens of
oak, beech and sweet chestnut that have value for wildlife and perform some
screening function, but the spread of scrub out from these wooded fringes would, if
unchecked, change the dry heath into secondary woodland of much lower nature
conservation value than heathland. Pine and birch trees produce copious seed every
year so there is a continual need to remove young trees to maintain open heathland.
Removal is labour intensive but simple work, requiring no specialist training or
equipment. Volunteers could be encouraged to tackle this job and it also might be
offered to corporate groups for sponsorship or team-building events. In the mires,
there is a threat from birch, willows and especially the non-native Rhododendron.
The shading and drying out effects of these invasive species can seriously damage
the special mire plants and animals.
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Volunteers controlling pine invasion (Photo Karen Elborn).

3A Reduce number of young trees and scrub on open heath
Maintain tree cover of the whole site (including woodland areas), at less than 10%.
Pull very young trees and cut pine saplings to prevent regeneration. Draw up a
programme to target the most urgent sites each season. Some may be included in
the annual patch mowing or burning plan. Larger trees should be felled and timber
and brash removed for burning off site if appropriate, or chipping. The stumps of
deciduous trees such as birch should be chemically treated to kill them and prevent
regeneration, using qualified staff or contractors. Selected individual young Scots
pines or small clumps should be retained to become eventual replacements for
mature trees, as landscape features and bird song-posts. All young maritime pine
trees and regeneration should be removed with any required replacement for trees
in these locations being supplied by native species.
Actions:
Identify areas of young pine regeneration and prepare an annual programme
of pulling and hand cutting.
Leave selected Scots pines as replacement for mature pines and as a future
feeding resource for Dartford warblers and as song posts for nightjars
Remove all regenerating maritime pine (up to 4 m in height) and remove offsite or burn/chip cut material
Carry out a five year programme of birch control, removing or
burning/chipping cut material, and stump treat all cut stems where practical
or engage contractors to weed-wipe regrowth
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Before (left) and after (right) pine invasion control (Photos Karen Elborn).

3B Mature trees and woodland
The overall maximum tree cover limit (10%) should be observed, with a guide of up
to 5 mature trees/ha on open heathland, some in clumps. Carry out an assessment
of the larger trees and identify those for retention, while any large old trees can be
left to degenerate and die without replacements. This work to be carried out in
accordance with Borough of Poole Tree Management Policy covering tree safety
adopted on 13th April 2010. Conduct a survey to map the extent of wooded cover
along the northern boundary and draw up a programme for significant reduction in
the width of this belt, especially focussing tree/scrub removal where other habitats
of high value, such as mire or open heath, are being lost. The contribution that the
wooded fringes and other tree cover makes should be included in the calculation of
10% of the total heathland.
Actions:
Carry out an assessment of the wooded areas and plantations for their
landscape, historical and conservation value
Update the tree retention map to identify those trees which for historical,
landscape or conservation reasons are to be retained (an average of no more
than 5/ha). GPS and mark and number each tree. Ensure that the retained
trees and woodland covers no more than 10% by area of the site, and
institute a planned programme of clearance of the larger remaining trees,
and remove material off-site or burn or chip
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Objective 4. Control invasive and non-native plants
Rationale

Many of the worst problems of invasive plants damaging valued habitats come from
those species that have been introduced. They tend to have few if any natural
controls and also support far fewer dependent wildlife species. Some are especially
difficult or expensive to control, such as the notifiable weed Japanese knotweed
(which it is against the law to introduce into the wild), so should be prevented as
swiftly as possible from establishing or spreading. Some were introduced as
ornamental shrubs and some as game cover, such as the highly invasive Shallon
Gaultheria shallon, a few plants of which are known to occur at Canford. It has also
been found that the familiar purple-flowered Rhododendron ponticum is the main
host of two recently identified fungus-like pathogens Phytophthora ramorum and P.
kernoviae. These can cause disease and death in a wide range of woody shrubs and
trees including many native and introduced broadleaved trees, garden shrubs and
ericaceous species such as heather and bilberry, so there is a strong imperative to
remove all Rhododendron. Though not an introduced plant, bracken can be very
invasive on heathland to the exclusion of most other plants and control is advisable.
Several introduced pondweeds are also highly invasive, capable of choking ponds
and water bodies and crowding out most of the native wildlife. They have spread
from garden ponds through people clearing out the weed and can also be spread by
birds. There have also been introductions to heathlands from people moving species
such as fish or amphibians.
4A. Eradicate mature Rhododendron
Eliminate R. ponticum from the heath as soon as possible, with bushes growing in
mires tackled as a first priority. Where it is felt to be important as a boundary screen,
give consideration to finding an effective replacement; holly could be suitable, as a
native evergreen, well suited to acidic soils. Any important boundary Rhododendron
can be left until replacements are established, but with tight control on any spread
from these locations. Cut stumps should be chemically treated to kill them if large
enough, or the regrowth in the next one or two seasons carefully sprayed to control.
Elimination of seedlings by hand pulling should be carried out over the following
three years or so. Bulky material – branches and accumulations of leaf litter – should
be removed from site for disposal.
Actions:
Eliminate all mature plants of Rhododendron ponticum as soon as possible
from the open heath. Stump treat all cut stems and remove or burn cut
material and litter
Institute a planned programme of follow up treatment to remove re-growth
and seedlings over a further three years, such that R. ponticum is completely
eliminated from Canford Heath during the plan period
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4B. Eradicate Shallon and Japanese knotweed
Shallon Gaultheria should be eradicated by spraying as soon as possible, ideally
within three years, while the known locations have still relatively isolated plants.
Instigate measures to eradicate Japanese knotweed from Canford within three years.
All resulting material from these plants must be destroyed so that there is no risk of
reintroduction within the site or elsewhere
Actions:
Carry out a walkover survey to locate all stands of Gaultheria shallon and GPS
Begin immediate elimination by chemical treatment of all material
Revisit all former stands and treat any re-growth during 2011
Revisit and monitor all G. shallon sites for a further three years and continue
to treat any re-growth
Eliminate any stands of Japanese knotweed by spraying with repeat
treatment of any regrowth, until eradicated
4C. Control Bracken
In the past bracken was extensively harvested for use as bedding or to be burnt as
soil fertiliser but in the absence of such control can be very invasive, suppressing
most other heathland vegetation. Targeted spraying with selective chemical is a
proven control method but this must be repeated, in the growing season, until the
bracken is significantly reduced in vigour.
Actions:
Map location of bracken stands and continue annual spraying (using
contractors) until sufficiently reduced in vigour and spread
4D. Eradicate Parrot’s feather and monitor for aquatic alien plants
Check all water bodies on Canford frequently (at least annually) and if any nonnative plants are found, immediate efforts should be made to eradicate them and
destroy all material. In particular, the pondweed parrot’s feather and if found any
New Zealand pygmyweed Crassula helmsii should be eradicated within one month,
with sustained effort to deal with any re-appearance over repeated seasons.
Actions:
Check and remove any re-growth of parrot’s feather
Check all ponds every six months for invasive plant species, and if found,
remove immediately
4E. Other introduced plants
Conduct a regular check to ensure that other introduced plants such as laurel and
strawberry tree, and others that have come from gardens, such as buddleia,
cotoneaster and amelanchier are not becoming invasive. Where other heathland
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management takes place, take the opportunity to remove alien species but
otherwise remove or control if they are spreading into heathland
Actions:
Carry out an initial and thereafter periodic assessment of invasive plant
species on the site and identify those that are spreading onto heathland or
associated habitats
Initiate a programme to control and eventually eliminate such species with
priority given over the next ten years to those which are invading the heaths

Objective 5. Manage for key heathland species
Rationale

Canford Heath supports a large range of specialist heathland plants and animals,
including birds, reptiles and various invertebrates from moths to spiders and bees.
Many species are of high conservation concern because of their scarcity or restricted
distribution, both in Dorset, nationally and even on a European scale. Most species
will be accommodated by the overall heathland management prescriptions but some
can be enhanced by special, localised measures. Several species, including sand
lizards and solitary bees, need bare sand for egg laying or nest burrows. Others such
as heath grasshopper seem to favour the juxtaposition of bare sand with bushy
heather. Some bare sand exists already as a result of damage in the past, often
locally quite extensive. Further bare ground can be provided in small-scale patches
or strips but these should remain undisturbed, so care must be taken not to
encourage compaction by people, cycles or horses; and relying solely on paths and
tracks for this feature is therefore inadequate.
The provision of young heather/gorse/grass through the regular programme of
cutting and/or burning set out in Objective 1 should cater for a further range of
species that requires young, sparse or short vegetation cover. This includes silverstudded blue butterfly and woodlark. The more grass-dominated vegetation that
follows in the first year or two after cutting and especially burning will favour
woodlark feeding and also some invertebrates. Birds are highly vulnerable to
disturbance, especially when prospecting for nest sites or nesting. This can cause
failed nesting attempts and the loss of young birds and eggs to predators. The key
heathland birds Dartford warbler, woodlark and nightjar are very sensitive so any
vegetation management, or provision of bare sand, must avoid creating new access
into undisturbed areas of the heath. European gorse is not very frequent at Canford
but it is a preferred habitat requirement for several birds including Dartford warbler,
stonechat and linnet. Gorse bushes are not very long-lived and will decline and die if
unmanaged but gorse will re-grow from cut stems if coppiced or burnt before it is
degenerate. Most of the heathland species that need water, such as dragonflies, will
be provided for in the natural bog pools and seepages that are present in mires so
generally no new ponds should be created in mires or wet heathland that are
themselves rare habitats.
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5A. Bare sand
Create a scatter of sand patches in heathland, each of a few square metres, by
rotovation or hand digging. Avoid connecting these to paths. As they colonise with
heather or grass seedlings, rejuvenate them or leave to recolonise and form new
patches. Cut small vertical sand faces where slopes are steeper, and especially with a
sunny exposure, to provide nest sites for solitary bees. Take great care not to
damage any features of archaeological interest. Maintenance of some bare or
sparsely vegetated ground in wet heath could provide suitable conditions for the
nationally scarce marsh clubmoss that does occur at Canford. Overall provision of
bare ground should be in the order of 2% of the site.
Actions:
Carry out an assessment of the extent and distribution of the existing
resource of bare sand, including the sides of wide rides or tracks, the fire
hydrant route and areas formerly disturbed by human recreational activities
or management and some wetter areas
Prepare a bare ground plan to provide further bare sand areas on flat, sloping
and vertical sand faces which, with the existing resource will provide and
thereafter maintain bare ground on about 2% of the site
Clean off a proportion of the bare sand faces each year at the time most
appropriate for the species using the features
5B. Pioneer heath
Create a number of scattered patches of young heather/grass/gorse by periodic
cutting (or possibly burning), amounting to some 5-10% of the site. Provide some of
this habitat alongside existing tracks, by annual mowing of a wide strip of vegetation
to enhance the effect of the track as a firebreak. As these linear path-side locations
are likely to be disturbed or trampled to some extent, also provide a number of more
remote areas of pioneer heath (0-3 years growth). (See actions under Objective 1A)
5C. Gorse management
Locate and plot all European gorse stands and establish a programme of cutting so
that the gorse is rejuvenated to a fifteen-year rotation. Give consideration to a
programme of planting gorse in a few sheltered locations if gorse appears to be
declining or structural diversity is limited.
Actions:
Carry out a survey and GPS all European gorse stands
Prepare a management programme to cut or burn about 6% of the gorse
each year but wherever possible without removing entire stands
5D. Pond management
Conduct a survey of existing ponds to identify any use by key species and prepare a
programme of pond maintenance by clearing silt or dense vegetation growth. Take
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particular care not to spread any invasive species, such as parrot’s feather or New
Zealand pygmyweed and carry out work only at the least sensitive time for wildlife.
Actions:
Carry out a survey and map all ponds and score their condition
Prepare a pond management programme to remove dense vegetation from
within or around ponds and to remove silt at intervals of 10-20 years
5E. Disturbance
Retain and manage western gorse alongside tracks and paths by mowing or patch
burning, to keep it dense and vigorous, to discourage unwanted access away from
paths by people and especially dogs. Review bird data regularly to reveal any trends
in populations of the key species and if any are suffering due to disturbance. If so
give urgent consideration to limiting access, or requiring that dogs are kept on leads,
at least during the most sensitive time.
Actions:
Manage path-side gorse and heather to retain an informal barrier to
movement off the paths by people and dogs
Plan fire defence lines and vegetation management so as to avoid
encouraging new routes across the heath
Encourage dog owners to keep their dogs on leads or under control on the
paths during the bird breeding season.
Objective 6. Conserve historical and archaeological features
Rationale

Because heathlands have mostly escaped the effects of modern agriculture, such as
deep ploughing, and represent landscapes with a long continuity of traditional
management, they are unusually rich in archaeological remains. These range from
the more obvious features like tumuli to more subtle traces such as worked flints or
the evidence of turf cutting and pollen preserved in peat. Some of the archaeological
features have statutory protection as Scheduled Ancient Monuments (SAMs). Low
vegetation cover is a good protection for features such as tumuli, preventing soil
erosion, but more deep rooted plants such as trees and scrub can damage the
archaeology and put them at risk if the tree and its root plate fall over. They also
obscure the features and prevent appreciation of the ancient landscape.
6A. Scheduled Monuments
The location of SAMs and other archaeological features listed by DCC in the Historic
Environment Record should be noted and any particular conservation requirements,
or interpretation potential, discussed and agreed with English Heritage as
appropriate. Casual access to SAMs should be discouraged and any signs of more
serious damage, such as from a new path or by cycles, should trigger special
measures such as path diversion and public information, to halt the harm. Tree and
scrub growth should be carefully cleared from tumuli and other key historical
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features, unless advised otherwise, and re-growth prevented or controlled. Damage
to archaeological or historic features including undisturbed soil profiles, through the
use of heavy machinery or disturbance to soils, should be avoided in all management
work or the creation of any new routes. (This is in line with NE Technical Information
Note TIN054 – Protecting soils and the historic environment.)
Actions:
Consult with the County Archaeologist/English Heritage on the best measures
to conserve archaeological features on the site
Based on this advice prepare a sensitivity map to be used to guide any special
precautions to be taken to protect historic or archaeological features during
management work
Undertake any essential management work recommended by the County
Archaeologist or English Heritage
Monitor the archaeological and historic features and take measures to
prevent damage through human activities
6B. Designed landscape
Assess ornamental planted shrubs on historic routes made between Canford House
and Poole town, such as Longfleet Drive, and retain these only if the species do not
pose a threat to surrounding heathland by being invasive. Rhododendron is
particularly problematic (see Obj 4) and should be removed, if necessary with its
place taken by less invasive shrub species.
Actions:
Carry out an assessment of ornamental plantings and produce a medium
term programme to deal with invasive plant species
Remove and replace invasives with suitable alternatives to conserve the
character of the features in accordance with Objective 4

Objective 7. Local Community Engagement
Rationale

As well as having national and international nature conservation importance Canford
Heath is also a major open space within Poole and the wider conurbation, much
used for a variety of informal recreational activities. These uses must not
compromise the status of the heathland and careful management of visiting and
recreation is needed to avoid any damage. A site that is cared for and appreciated
will be far more likely to flourish and be used sympathetically. Good contact and a
close relationship with the local community are essential for the well-being of the
heath. It is also essential that neighbouring landowners are engaged and
management of adjoining land, especially within the same SSSI, is well co-ordinated.
It is assumed that most visitors to Canford Heath are locally based, many walking to
the site, however clearly some come from further away, and arrive by vehicle. A
repeat visitor survey later in the plan period would help to find out more about why
people visit and for what purpose, how far they travel and if patterns have changed.
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The additional support provided by the Urban Heaths Partnership (UHP) staff, both
on site at critical times, and as an extra resource for local liaison has been invaluable
and this joint working should be maintained (see 2.4.8).
Information about the site and what is going on is very important for visitors. This
can be on site (signs etc) and can also be taken out to the community in the form of
talks and guided walks. This is fairly demanding of resources but very worthwhile
and is the type of work that volunteers might be able to help with – giving talks to
local groups for instance. Many open space sites, commons and nature reserves
enjoy the active support of local residents as active volunteers; indeed there is a
volunteer network for the heathlands in BoP, including Canford. Not all visitors will
wish or be able to become actively involved but will of course continue to visit and
use Canford. These visitors can also help care for the heath, not least as regular users
will know the site well and may be willing to alert site staff of problems. Engaging
with all users should promote better mutual understanding within and between
groups and more often achieve a common solution.
7A. Visitor survey
Conduct a new visitor survey to update base line information on the characteristics
of visitors, why and how they use the site and their views on what it has to offer.
This will help to inform the direction of management and could also be used to
determine whether visitors use alternative, less sensitive locations, which might be
promoted for uses that are more damaging to the heathland (e.g. courses with
ramps for bikers). A survey could be questionnaire or interview-based and well-tried
techniques are available to guide the information-gathering if a survey is pursued.
Actions:
Design, carry out and analyse a repeat visitor survey on the Heath
Feed results into future reviews of management planning
7B. Local contacts
Review the way in which contacts are promoted and maintained with local
communities and organisations particularly through local Councillors and community
leaders, in the light of current and potentially available resources. Maintain frequent
contact and discussion of common issues and solutions with Dr Beale and with W.H.
Whites, the managers of the former pit under restoration, Poole Crematorium,
Knighton Heath Golf Course and the owners of ‘Beechleys’, as immediate
neighbours. Maintain close contact with the relevant statutory agencies, especially
those that have a consenting or funding role such as Natural England and
Environment Agency; and with other heathland managers.
Actions:
Carry out a review of the depth, extent and frequency of liaison with local and other bodies (with
consideration given to including representatives from the local community on the review group)
and include appropriate levels of contact in work programmes
Continue to liaise with local community organisations

Continue to liaise with neighbouring landowners
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Continue to liaise with statutory bodies
Continue to liaise with voluntary conservation bodies, UHP and associated
partners, as heathland managers
7C. Information provision
Review site signage and information provision including working, warning and
information signs, information boards, maps, way marking, leaflets, temporary
information on current management including grazing and stock, and programmes
of events. Ensure these remain appropriate and are in a standard or recognisable
format, identified with Canford, which whilst recognisable as part of BoP, will give
the site a distinctive local identity as a means of promoting a feeling of local
ownership. Develop a structured process of engagement and a programme for the
production, publication and dissemination of information about Canford Heath to
the local community.
Actions:
Review all means of communication and information dissemination with
visitors and local people and develop a strategy and further work
programmes
Review the current practice for signage on the site, both for permanent and
temporary signs, to ensure it remains informative, consistent and
recognisable
Continue to identify opportunities for engagement with local communities
through literature, events and other means, to maintain and build on the
good relationships already fostered.
7D. Volunteers
Continue to encourage more active engagement on the heath by local people for
help with activities such as wardening, work parties, information gathering and
dissemination. Whilst the activities of such supporters will be of immense value, it
needs to be recognised that establishing and maintaining the volunteer network will
take staff time and commitment.
Actions:
Promote the Volunteer Network to assist with wardening, visitor liaison, local
community engagement and site management at Canford and other
heathland sites in Poole
Commit staff time (from either existing staff or a dedicated short term
contract) to supporting local engagement initiatives
7E Dog walkers
Dog walkers are usually the largest user group on any heath, but there are particular
problems for engagement with this user group as they are seldom organised and
usually have no representatives. A recent approach has, however, seen the
formation of Dorset Dogs5 and it will be essential to monitor and respond to this
5

http://www.dorsetdogs.org.uk/
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initiative. Engage with regular dog walkers at Canford to explain the sensitivity of the
heathland and its birds to disturbance, and the need for nutrient input to be
prevented. Encourage them to adhere to the Dorset Dogs Code (see website for
information) including picking up after dogs and disposal of the bags in the bins
provided, or off site. Similarly encourage dog walkers to keep their animals on leads
and on paths, especially during the spring/summer bird-nesting season and provide
information about the availability of alternative, less sensitive sites.
Actions:
Engage with dog walkers and their representatives to inform them of the
problems of enrichment and disturbance
Liaise with dog walkers to better appreciate their views and requirements
Review the provision, siting and number of dog bins on Canford Heath
Promote a dogs-on-leads policy over most of the site during the bird breeding
season
As part of a wider approach in BoP Leisure Service, be proactive in the
planning and management of green infrastructure across the sub-region, to
provide alternative sites for dog walking

Dog walkers and Police Community Support Officers (Photo Karen Elborn).

7F. Liaison with other users
Set up liaison with local walkers, mountain bikers and horse riders to discuss
problems and encourage engagement with site management or people issues as well
as promoting peer pressure for responsible behaviour on the heath. Establish good
contact with regular horse riders at Canford, explaining the requirement for
heathland management and habitat sensitivities and improving understanding of
riders’ perspectives as users of the heath. Agree a network of permissive bridleways
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with horse riders (and cyclists) and encourage users to keep to these and to official
bridleways, to avoid damaging the expanses of open heath.
Carry out liaison and direct contact with local schools and communities to promote
awareness of Canford Heath as a very significant local resource which should be
valued and protected. All of these approaches, though necessary for the site to
flourish and for people’s enjoyment to be enhanced, need resources of staff time.
Actions:
Enlarge regular contacts with representatives of site users
Continue awareness raising initiatives with local schools and community
groups on a regular basis
Establish regular liaison with horse rider representatives on issues such as
grazing, use and maintenance of official and permissive bridleways
Consult with user groups such as horse riders and mountain bikers, to build
better mutual understanding of problems and to explore solutions
By proactively working with the BoP Rights of Way Officer, establish a
network of agreed permissive bridleways and encourage horse riders and
cyclists to keep to these
Consider staff capacity and the opportunity for further sources of funding in
order to develop and enhance liaison initiatives
Objective 8. Urban impacts
Rationale

Urban fringe open space is far more likely to be subject to damaging activities than a
comparable rural site and heathland has its own vulnerability; disturbance,
predation, trampling damage and fire can be especially harmful to this habitat and
its characteristic species. On the other hand, many eyes and ears can assist site staff
to look out for problems and the nearby community is also a source of support. The
experience of staff involvement from the Urban Heaths Partnership (UHP) in recent
years, both at Canford and other urban- fringe heaths has been very positive and this
level of input and engagement, with schools, communities, visitors and the
emergency services should be kept up. This can supplement the input of site-based
staff, especially at critical times of high fire risk, and enable more outreach into
communities. Good engagement of heath users is most likely to bring the best
results but if problems cannot be solved by this means, the possibility of byelaw
provision should be taken up with the Borough Council, though to be effective, any
byelaws would need sufficient resources to be enforced.
8A. Emergency Services
Site managers and the Urban Heaths Partnership staff have an excellent record of
fostering a good working relationship with Police and Dorset Fire and Rescue Service
(DFRS); indeed it is a model of best practice. This good, frequent liaison should be
maintained to encourage preventative and enforcement measures to be taken in
relation to fire setting, theft, fly-tipping, vandalism and other illegal or undesirable
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activities. Work with DFRS to maintain and enhance an effective system of fire
defendable lines, safe access for fire fighting equipment and personnel, and water
sources including fire hydrants, to assist in containing wild fires. Co-operate with
DFRS on any site training needed before an emergency, to familiarise personnel with
the heath. Ensure DFRS is informed of any controlled burning or bonfires from
habitat management so that they are not called out mistakenly; and can advise on
the adequacy of controls.
Actions:
Maintain close liaison with the Police and Dorset Fire and Rescue Service
Review fire precautions and access arrangements with DFRS on a regular
basis, including fire hydrant
Carry out regular updates of risk assessments with staff (and if possible
DFRS), and clarification of roles, to plan for emergencies
Maintain a system of fire defendable lines and access points for emergency
services
Inform DFRS of any controlled or management burning
8B. Urban heathland project
Maintain a close relationship with the Urban Heaths Partnership to provide
assistance with wardening, especially at high fire-risk times and to also engage
proactively with schools and the local community about the serious dangers and
harm from fire, not just to wildlife and habitats but also to people. Provide
information to local and other users of the heath, including contact details of the
Council, UHP and emergency services, to encourage the reporting of fire setting, fly
tipping, dumping and other undesirable or illegal activities taking place on the heath.
Actions:
Continue close liaison with UHP for assistance with wardening and local
liaison
Make site users aware of who to call in an emergency and how to give
directions to the emergency services (see waymarking in Objective 9)
Continue to promote the fire video to local schools
Give adequate information to site users to encourage them to report illegal
or undesirable activities on the reserve
Develop the website and encourage use
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Urban pressures on Canford Heath – fire damage and fly tipping (photos Terry Elborn).

8C. Disturbance
Avoid creating disturbance as a result of conservation activities by planning habitat
management for breeding nightjars, woodlarks and Dartford warblers away from
paths and tracks across the heath. Similarly, design any new fire defence lines,
mowing plots or controlled burning to avoid linking with access routes and so the
risk of increased intrusion into undisturbed areas.
Actions:
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Consider sources of disturbance when planning heathland management
Design management plots and firebreaks in ways which will not encourage
the creation of additional access routes onto the open heath
Objective 9. Site infrastructure

Rationale
A site that appears well maintained and cared for is less likely to invite damage and
vandalism, so keeping site infrastructure in good order and replacing damaged or
worn-out features is a wise investment. Similarly the provision of signs and other
facilities can be managed in a way that encourages visitors away from more sensitive
or vulnerable areas. A sensible balance is required, to maintain enough provision of
facilities but still to retain the character and undeveloped nature of the heathland.
9A. Paths
Keep the main paths and tracks in good repair – adequate but informal - with
sufficient maintenance and surface repairs to encourage users to keep to these
routes. Where necessary regularly cut back over-hanging trees or bushes to keep the
main routes open and safe and encourage their use. Discourage the creation of new
paths and tracks and take swift action to discourage the use of any desire lines that
appear and that might damage sensitive features. Examine the existing path network
to see if routes can be rationalised to reduce disturbance and maintain large
undisturbed areas of heath. Provide named waymarking posts on main routes across
the heaths and maps to encourage users onto main routes.
Actions:
Carry out an assessment of unofficial routes across the heath to determine
whether this can be rationalised to reduce disturbance and site damage
Carry out an assessment of the paths and routes across the heath and
prioritise maintenance in accordance with the conservation needs of the site
and the needs of users
Continue to provide for disabled access where possible
Institute a rolling programme of path and bridleway maintenance including
vegetation clearance on prioritised routes
Discourage the use of any unsuitable desire lines across open heath
Provide named waymarking to encourage the use of certain routes and to
give reference points to those wishing to report fires or undesirable/illegal
activities
Include provision in signage for maps to show the main routes across the
heaths and to encourage the use of these
Continue to arrange for all fly-tipped or dumped material, abandoned or
burnt out cars and other undesirable material to be removed promptly, and
where the perpetrator is known and evidence permits, institute proceedings
Consider the desirability of adopting byelaws for Canford heath
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Providing for disabled access (photo Karen Elborn).

9B. Site furniture
Retain only those fences, gates and stiles that are needed for management of the
site and good access provision. Ensure that all required site furniture is maintained in
good and usable condition, with damaged or redundant material removed as swiftly
as possible. Review the provision of signposts and other notices or information
boards to ensure that they are adequate but not excessive, relevant and kept in
good repair.
Actions:
Maintain gates, stiles and other means of access in good and usable condition
Maintain all notice boards and other information material and update as
necessary
Continue to institute a comprehensive system of temporary signs to advise
visitors of ongoing management, introduction or cessation of grazing and
other issues and remove notices as soon as they are redundant

Objective 10. Survey and monitoring
Rationale

Heathland management is well understood, indeed the habitat is one of the best
researched, both nationally, and locally in Dorset. There is every reason to expect
that the actions outlined above will have the desired effects on the habitat and
species. Nonetheless, monitoring will be wise to ensure that the response of wildlife
is as intended, not least as the impact of climate change may bring about differences
from the established patterns. There is also a need to properly record and store
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information, so that others can see what has been done and study the effects of
management and events. This will become a resource for site managers, supervisors
and others wishing to understand what work is planned and what has been achieved
within set time scales.
10A. Baseline
Using recent aerial photographs and on-site verification, up-date the vegetation map
of Canford, to ensure that it is currently accurate and that those changes in
vegetation communities, both in response to management actions and natural
forces are recorded.
Actions:
Prepare an up-dated map of the vegetation communities on the heath to a
minimum of Phase I but if possible to NVC standards6
Establish a fixed-point photographic record of the vegetation communities,
particularly the edges of dynamic communities which might be expected to
change over time
10B. Control plots
Establish a few long-term control plots, ahead of each area being grazed, to monitor
the effects of grazing. These should be about 4m x 4m and robust enough (post and
wire) to keep the enclosed vegetation free from intrusion by the livestock. Use the
control plots to demonstrate the benefit of grazing to vegetation structure and to
inform any adjustments to grazing levels, for instance if the effects are shown to be
too little.
Actions:
Establish and record replicated control plots on heathland areas before
grazing is introduced so that the effects of this can be monitored.
Monitor the effects of grazing on heathland vegetation and species including
the potential for new paths to develop along cattle tracks
10C. Review
Review the existing knowledge base of habitats and species, identify any gaps and
produce a strategy for prioritising future survey activities by site staff, volunteers or
commissioned researchers. Review the existing biological monitoring programme for
priorities, comprehensiveness, frequency and desirability and seek to ensure any
gaps in regular monitoring can be adequately filled.
Actions:
Review the existing knowledge base for habitats and species and prioritise
knowledge gaps for future surveys

6

NVC – National Vegetation Classification; a system of defining and describing vegetation and plant
communities across the entire country, allowing standardisation and comparison
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Review existing biological recording and prioritise this in accordance with the
above assessment
Using gap analysis, direct staff surveys, employment of specialists and
volunteer effort into prioritised areas
10D. Records
Expand the existing system of GIS maps to encompass biological and species records
and map locations of key species including use of ‘Adit site’ database; and ensure
these are stored with Dorset Environmental Records Centre (DERC) and so available
for use in a wider environmental context. Develop an interactive recording system to
encourage a wider input of recording effort. Enhance the existing system of GIS
maps and spreadsheets, to provide a simple and informative way to forward plan
and record management work, or unplanned events such as wildfires, on an annual
basis.
Actions:
Revise existing recording systems to provide mapped locations of key species
linked to records
Liaise with DERC over record collection and storage
Develop an interactive recording system to encourage more people to take
part
Enhance the existing methodology to provide an accessible and user friendly
system for planning, recording and mapping management work for
conservation and visitors on the heath
Include in recording systems off site liaison and other initiatives in
connection with the site
In the medium term, consider the introduction of a more formalised system
for management planning and recording

3. Work plan
Plan below outlines frequency and timings of actions, which will guide the annual
work plan, as weather conditions and resources permit. Annual work plans will be
prepared and will be available on www.boroughofpoole.com.
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3. Work plan
Man

Objective

Action

Year
Estimate & source of resources

2010 2011

2012

2013

2014

2016

2017

2018

2019

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

1A

Manage Heathland

Prepare 5yr cutting programme

√

1A

Manage Heathland

Staff training for controlled burning

√

√

√

√

√

1A

Manage Heathland

Conduct public awareness before grazing/burning

√

√

√

√

1A

Manage Heathland

Mow/burn 5ha per yr

√

√

√

√

1A

Manage Heathland

Remove cut material; use bales (see Obj.2) or brash

√

√

√

1B

Manage Heathland

Complete fencing of grazing blocks

√

√

√

1B

Manage Heathland

Offer familiarisation for riders/dog walkers

√

√

√

1B

Manage Heathland

Graze with cattle/ponies

√

√

√

√

√

√

2015
√

1B

Manage Heathland

Establish control plots and monitor grazing

2A

Restore mires

Identify mires for restoration

√

√

2A

Restore mires

Identify drains to be blocked and any path works

√

√

2A

Restore mires

Consult EA for advice if necessary

√

2A

Restore mires

Block drains with heather bales or simple weirs

√

2A

Restore mires

Install simple water level & vegetation monitoring

√

3A

Manage trees/scrub

Prepare/implement annual pine pulling/cutting programme

3A

Manage trees/scrub

3A

Manage trees/scrub

Remove all maritime pine regeneration
Remove invasive trees to annual plan and treat birch
stumps/regrowth as needed

3B

Manage trees/scrub

Assess wooded fringes and tree clumps

√

√

3B

Manage trees/scrub
Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants

Prepare tree retention map

√

√

4A
4A
4A
4B

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√
√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

Plot location of all Rhododendron and Gaultheria

√

√

Aim to remove all Rhododendron and treat stumps
Treat Rhododendron regrowth; remove seedlings when
practicable

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

Spray all Gaultheria and treat any regrowth

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√
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Man

Objective

Action

Year
Estimate & source of resources

Plan

2010 2011

4E

Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants
Control invasive
plants

Check heath for other invasive plants and remove periodically

√

5A

Species management

Assess total extent of bare sand

√

5A

Species management

Develop plan & maintain ca2ha bare sand

5A

Species management

Clean bare sand faces annually on rotation

√

5C

Species management

Survey for extent of common gorse

√

5C

Species management

Develop programme to cut/burn 6% gorse every year

5D

Species management

Survey all ponds and score condition

5D

Species management

Clear dense vegetation from each pond over 10-20 yrs

5E

Species management

Manage path-side gorse to maintain barrier effect

√

5E

Species management

Plan heath mgt to avoid creating new access

√

6A

Historical features

Clarify archaeological management requirements

√

6A

Historical features

Produce sensitivity map to guide management

√

6A

Historical features

Carry out archaeological management

√

6A

Historical features

Monitor to check/prevent damage to features

6B

Historical features

Prepare programme to deal with invasive plants

6B

Historical features

7A

Local engagement

Remove/replace invasives (see 4)
Revisit former visitor survey info and consider if new survey
needed – and methods

7B

Local engagement

Maintain/increase liaison with community/site users

√

√

7B

Local engagement

Maintain/increase liaison with neighbours

√

√

7B

Local engagement

Maintain/increase liaison with statutory bodies

√

7B

Local engagement

Maintain/increase liaison with other heath managers

√

7C

Local engagement

Review communication and develop strategy

√

4B
4C
4D

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

Spray all Japanese knotweed

√

√

Locate and spray bracken on annual programme

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

Check all ponds and remove any invasive plants

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√
√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√
√
√

√

√
√

√

√
√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
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Man

Objective

Action

Year
Estimate & source of resources

Plan

2010 2011

7C

Local engagement

Review and update signage practice

√

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

7C

Local engagement

Develop opportunities for locals to be involved

√

√

7D

Local engagement

Develop and promote Volunteer Network

√

√

7D

Local engagement

Engage volunteers to help with tasks and events

7E

Local engagement

Make and build contacts with dog walkers

√

7E

Local engagement

Review dog bin provision

√

7E

Local engagement

√

7E

Local engagement

Promote dogs on leads in nesting season
Work with others to provide less sensitive sites for dog walking
across SE Dorset

7F

Local engagement

Maintain close contacts with local schools

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

7F

Local engagement

Build regular contact with horse riders and cyclists

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

7F

Local engagement

Work with RoW officer to provide permissive bridleways

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

7F

Local engagement

Explore sources of funding to develop engagement work

8A

Urban impacts

Maintain close liaison with Police & DFRS

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8A

Urban impacts

With DFRS review fire prevention measures

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8A

Urban impacts

Check operation of fire hydrants

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8A

Urban impacts

Regularly update risk assessments and roles

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8A

Urban impacts

Maintain fire defendable lines & emergency access

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8B

Urban impacts

Maintain close working with UHP

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

8B

Urban impacts

Provide emergency contact details for visitors &

√

8B

Urban impacts

Promote website use to report problems

8B

Urban impacts

Promote fire video with local schools

8B

Urban impacts

Consider making byelaws

8C

Urban impacts

Plan mgt work to minimise risks of disturbance

√

9A

Site infrastructure

√

9A

Site infrastructure

Assess routes and rationalise if necessary
Maintain all desirable routes and associated access points in rolling
programme, incl disabled access

9A

Site infrastructure

Keep priority routes clear

√

9A

Site infrastructure

Discourage use of unwanted paths

9A

Site infrastructure

Encourage use of main routes

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√
√
√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√
√

√

√
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Man

Objective

Action

Year
Estimate & source of resources

Plan

2010 2011

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019

9A

Site infrastructure

Promptly remove rubbish and take action as appropriate

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

9A

Site infrastructure

Check fire hydrants function

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

9B

Site infrastructure

Maintain signs and use and regularly update temporary work signs

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

10A

Survey & monitoring

Update vegetation map

√

√

10A

Survey & monitoring

Establish fixed-point photo monitoring

√

√

√

√

√

√

√

10B

Survey & monitoring

Establish and monitor control plots and grazing effects

√

√

√

√

√

√
√

√

√

√
Year

10C

Survey & monitoring

Review and prioritise further survey needs

10C

Survey & monitoring

Review recording practice

√

√

√

10C

Survey & monitoring

Continue to find sources of survey input

10D

Survey & monitoring

Maintain mapped locations of key species records

√

10D

Survey & monitoring

Liaise with DERC over record storage & access

√

10D

Survey & monitoring

Review and update mgt/liaison record system

√

10D

Survey & monitoring

Develop interactive recording system

√
√

√
√

√
√
√

√

√
√

√

√

√
√
√

√

√
√

√
√
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Appendix 1
Examples of some of the nationally scarce and notable species
recorded at Canford Heath
Marsh clubmoss Lycopodiella inundata
Dorset heath Erica ciliaris
White beak-sedge Rhyncospora alba
Oblong-leaved sundew Drosera intermedia
Golden bog-moss Sphagnum pulchrum
Blushing bog-moss Sphagnum molle
Horse chestnut moth Pachycnemia hippocastanaria
Purple-bordered gold moth Idaea muricata
Silver-studded blue butterfly Plebejus argus
Green hairstreak Callophyrs rubi
Grayling Hipparchia semele
Bog bush-cricket Metrioptera brachyptera
Heath grasshopper Chorthippus vagans
Scarce blue-tailed damselfly Ischnura pumilio
Small red damselfly Ceriagrion tenellum
Keeled skimmer Orthetrum coerulescens
Wasp spider Argiope bruennichi
A Crab spider Thomasus anistus
Large velvet ant Mutilla europaea
Bee wolf Philanthus triangulum
Heath potter wasp Eumenes coarctus
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