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Isle of Wight

Local Generic Actions

Short Terms Actions (by October 2024)

1. | Support and endorse this plan and utilise its resources to help improve your

2. | Nominate a biosecurity lead in your organisation. Encaurage them to educate staff and customers about marine invasives using the resources available on these biosecurity pages.

3. || Establish a system such as a hard copy or digital log boak to record any marine invasive species found at your location. Ask the biosecurity lead to report spacies on iRecord and/or email finding details to: mari i k.

4. | Obtain a copy (free from the Solent Forum office) of the ‘Identification guide for selected marine non-native species’ and leave in a public place for staff/custamers to browse. Show and encourage any site contractors to browse through it too. &n online copy is available on these pages

rm Actions (implement as part of ongoing work progran

-

Educate your staff, customers and contractors by including information en marine invasives and biosecurity in your existing print and online media such as harbour guides and websites. Please use our media pack for copy and images. This pack contains a QR code for where there s limited space.

Support invasive non native species week (every May) with an annual refresh of communications on this issue.

7. || consider writing a biosecurity plan for your arganisation using the resources on this site. This will help you be prepared if it is asked for as part of a Marine Licence application or other consent. See: Marine Biosecurity Plan Estuary Wide template and Specific Operation/Construction Related Activities template.

8. || Consider establishing a small working group for the locality, for example to include local estuaries officer, government agencies and local catchment partnership officer, to explore further awareness raising on this topic and partnership action.

Pathway Actions: Habitat and Species Restoration

nd Spedies R
Action Owner Timescale

1 || view the Blue Marine Foundation's biosecurity Gecision cycle for an example of the factors that need to be considered when carrying out species restoration. Habltat restoration practitioners :qmned

2 || A blosecurity plan will be requested as part of a marine licence application. See the resources section in our pathway page for a link to an example. Marine licence applicants ;ulm
Whan undertaking bensficial use of dredgings for habitat creation, be prepared that grab samples could ba requested to undergo eDNA testing to chack for marine invasive species (this type of monitoring is still in its infancy but will bacome more readily used over || Beneficial use of dradgings project As
time). managers required.

- GB Non-Native Species Strategy
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Findings

50 INNS species identified

Marinas had 4.4x Near shore had
more INNS than 3.8x more INNS
near-shore than far-shore
: . Near- R
METTE Shame - Far-Shore

Evidence of spill-over from marina into natural
habitats



2022 Solent sites
Marina/Harbours
Near Shores

® Far Shores

Lymengton Estuary

Cluster sites revisited in the
follow up monitoring surveys in
2022. Tayloretal., 2022.



- Target list increased to 52 species
. . - Noticeable increase in abundance of INNS
Findings

- Significant impact of foreign substrata on ‘presence and
prevalence of INNS’




2019

A growing

Oyster spats at Hook Spit in
2019. Image by Jess Taylor

problem...

P -t Mo
Oyster spats at Hook Spit in
2022. Image by Jess Taylor



* Foreign substrata

. . - Removable
What is marine

debris?

* Minimum Size

* Not have anotherintended purpose




Marine debris

Marine debris encountered in
2024 surveys. Images: Luke Perry




Survey sites




- Quantified in a SACFOR classification:

Superabundant, Abundant, Common, Frequent, Occasional, Rare

* 5 quadrats in increasing distances from item of debris

* Pre-mapped debris identified through satellite imagery

Methodology




Watersipora subatra, Botrylloides diegensis, Botrylloides
violaceous, Didemnum spp, 2024. Images: Luke Perry
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Average species richness of INNS on natural
- substrata at increasing distances from marine
debris.
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- Intertidal ranges and at risk shorelines.

Observations - (Semi) Naturalised Species.

- Importance of debris characteristics.




- Species identification

- Sequence of events

Limitations of

the StUdy - Only investigated emersed areas of

intertidal zone




- All but one piece of debris were readily ‘removable’.

Removal of

- First time physical attributes of debris have been recorded.

debris

- Removal attempts can target high risk shorelines proactively and
be site-specific to ensure efficacy.




- Removal of debris would significantly reduce INNS, but not
eradicate.

- Management frameworks need to have multiple parallel
strategies

Recommendations

- Prioritising high risk shorelines etc.

- Continued monitoring is essential.

- Public hotline
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