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Partners initially used GIS data modeling provided by the Natural England National Although innovative, GIS-based approaches to landscape-scale conservation are limited by
biodiversity climate change vulnerability model (NBCCVM) to assess current condition of the quality of data available, and require significant investment of resources to maintain and
habitats, with a focus on fragmentation indices. Initial analysis suggests that at present test solutions. In the Greater Thames Marshes this has proved particularly challenging as
M O R E BI G GER BETTER JOINED habitats and designated sites are comparatively coherent: the NIA spans multiple local authority and regional boundaries.
Legend Building on findings from the climate change adaptation assessment, the NIA has utilised a
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The Greater Thames Marshes NIA covers over 50,000ha of brownfield, marshland and estuarine habitat and includes _ e e P
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The Greater Thames Marshes NIA has been awarded £571,875 funding over 3 years.
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0.000000 - 0.375000 This pragmatic approach is used by NIA partners to review and monitor priority actions
: : : 0-375001 - 1.125000 through our “comparative indicator of habitat connectivity”. The table below is taken from our
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5. Sustainability and Legacy — ensuring we can

continue beyond 2015 intertidal habitat creation (to compensate for losses due to rising sea levels) - i.e. MORE

habitat — and securing improved management of existing sites (“sweat our assets”), to
support species and manage natural assets (e.g. water) BETTER.

10liver, T. H., Smithers, R. J., Bailey, S., Walmsley, C. A., Watts, K. (2012), A decision
framework for considering climate change adaptation in biodiversity conservation planning.
Journal of Applied Ecology, 49: 1247-1255. doi: 10.1111/1365-2664.12003
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Delivering more, bigger, better and joined habitats

Testing
solutions

Project 1: Biodiversity Offsetting

Using innovative mechanisms to deliver a biodiversity
offsetting pilot and work with planners to incorporate
nature into new developments — the opportunity to
use the NIAto trial this work is
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Indicators of landscape recovery

. : including: Shrill Carder Bee, Brown-banded SF Environmental
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Project 4. North Kent Farm ) damage caused by natural perturbations and human activities  “rgcovery curve”, drawing on species recovery concept
Conservation Focus Area while continuing to support biodiversity and provide (RSPB 2009). Each box represents important stages in the
Supported by funding from the Greater Thames ecosystem services. process (diagnosis, testing solutions, recovery management
Marshes Nature Improvement Area, and and sustainable management).

delivered in partnership with Natural England,
the RSPB is providing targeted management

@

V T AR
b (S

b 3
)
7 4

L=

(P : -I- 2 H b.l. .I.R .I. .I. .I: \ ~ t‘\\\ &\\.1}_ advice for landowners ‘
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T such as Lapwing and

Redshank.

A partnership project with the landowner and .

. Q Legend:
grazier, funded by the Nature Improvement “@é
Area partnership, to restore 150ha of wetland
habitat as part of a sustainable farm business. | = g Nate Reserves (RSPB
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