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STOURBRIDGE COMMON AND MANAGEMENT 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
1. SITE INTRODUCTION 

 
Stourbridge Common is just over 17 hectares in area and forms an important part of the East 
Cambridge wildlife corridor, linking a range of habitats from Lime Kiln Hill in Cherry Hinton to 
the River Cam south of the A14. It has been designated as a City Wildlife Site an area of 
undeveloped floodplain directly associated with the River Cam County Wildlife Site and as a 
Local Nature Reserve (LNR). The grassland is relatively species poor, but is comparable to 
the other flood plain grassland City and County Wildlife Sites found within the city.  
 
There have been a large number of trees planted within the site, the majority of them are 
even aged and of non-native species. These are predominantly along the tarmac paths 
found running alongside the river and running from the Green Dragon bridge to Oyster Row. 
Along the southern boundary there is a belt of planted and self-set trees.  
  
There are areas where, in winter, conditions allow standing water to gather. The largest 
inundation area runs east to west through the main body of the site. There are other smaller 
areas found either side of the southern path. Along the southern boundary there was an 
area of more permanent water but due to a change in management of this and the 
immediate area this has also become a temporary water feature. 
 
Management of the site has been primarily by grazing with cattle and occasionally horses 
over most of the site. This occurs from 1st of April to the 1st of November. Mechanical cutting 
occasionally takes place in areas where grazing hasn’t produced the desired sward height. 
The topping of thistles occurs in the summer where it is needed. Limited creeping and spear 
thistle control has been undertaken by a volunteer team in early July every year. This has 
reduced the presence of the target species in the areas worked upon. 
 
This vegetation survey took place over the summer of 2013. The results can be found in the 
appendix. Species that are indicative of higher value grassland (indicator species) have 
been highlighted in the results and are mentioned within the descriptions for each 
management block. Incidental records of other taxa have also been included. 
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2. SITE FEATURES AND GENERAL MANAGEMENT 
 
 
GRASSLAND 
The grassland has 13 grassland indicator species recorded recently but the majority of them 
are found in very low numbers throughout the site so in this report it is classed as species 
poor. It is dominated by grasses, in particular tall fescue, Festuca arundinacea, due to the 
previous inappropriate management of the site. Dredgings from the river and general rubbish 
filled in the hollows previously found on the site and when they were full it was spread out 
over the whole site. This reduced the extent of standing water, raised the level of site and 
also led to the eutrophication of the site encouraging the ranker grass species to dominate. 
However, with appropriate management, there is the opportunity for those indicator species 
still present to increase and there may be other indicator species that will re-appear.   
 
GRASSLAND - GRAZING 
First, and foremost grazing needs to continue. It has occurred on this site for hundreds of 
years and had the site not been used as a dump then the grassland would no doubt still be 
species-rich. Grazing will not remove the need to cut completely due to the constraints on 
the site and availability of livestock but the action of cattle will create a far more valuable 
grassland habitat that cutting by tractor alone would produce.  
 
The special feature of this site, as compared to other, large, grazed sites within the city is the 
presence of inundation areas. These are areas where autumn / winter rains stay for several 
months. These provide a habitat for a different range of plant species, see the Appendix, and 
in turn for a different range of invertebrates. The presence of grazing animals helps to 
maintain these areas both through eating vegetation and by lightly poaching the ground.   
 
Grazing with cattle produces a varied sward structure, aids the movement of plant seeds to 
new areas, enhances the movement of nutrients around the site and produces dung. Over 
250 invertebrate species are found solely in or on dung, some of which were noted during 
the survey. These invertebrates provide a valuable service in recycling nutrients and also 
food for fauna further up the food chain. The Noctule bat is one of those species that relies 
on this invertebrate food source and though not recorded during the survey has been 
recorded in recent years. However, because grazing still needs to be done in a manner that 
makes it economically viable for the grazier, there are often compromises with the ideal 
management for some of the important species found on site.  
 
With the relatively un-palatable tall fescue dominating much of the site, reducing the 
opportunity for other less rampant species from growing, there is a need to find a way of 
reducing its prevalence. Increasing grazing pressure, more cattle, may well bring about an 
eventual reduction in it but that will probably come about with all other palatable species 
being removed before the livestock turn their attention to it. That in turn may cause a decline 
in condition of the animals. The current number of cattle using the site is sufficient at this 
time. Any reduction in number would mean an increase in mechanical cutting. A combination 
of mechanical cutting and grazing will have to be tried. This is explained in more detail in the 
grass cutting section below. 
 
If grazing is not possible then mechanical cutting of the grassland and the removal of 
arisings should be introduced. This should happen in late August at the earliest and not 
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cover the entirety of the grassland area. The grassland area should be divided into thirds 
and two-thirds should be cut each year with the final third being left. Over the next 2 years 
the third left uncut should be rotated so that after 3 years all of the site will have been cut 
twice. Leaving areas of grass long will allow plants to flower and set seed, invertebrates 
found within those plants will be able to complete their life cycle and small mammals will 
have a refuge. It will also mean that scrub and the ranker plant species will not have an 
opportunity to get established. 
 
Grazing animals and parasite control.  
The intensive use of ivermectin and avermectin to control internal parasites on livestock has 
significantly reduced dung fauna locally and nationally as these chemicals persist in the 
dung. This has had significant effects further along the food chain. It has recently been noted 
that some internal parasites are becoming immune to these chemicals so other means of 
controlling them will need to be developed. Using less persistent chemicals or timing the 
applications so that there are periods of time where these chemicals are not in the dung will 
help to reverse the worrying decline in dung fauna. 
 
GRASSLAND – GRASS CUTTING 
Where this occurs on site all arisings should be collected and either placed in designated 
composting areas or removed from site. This will stop the mulching effect on the plants when 
the cuttings are left. Rotting fresh grass clippings can damage plants; their rotting often 
produces a damaging build-up of trapped heat. It also returns nutrients back to the soil, 
encouraging the growth of taller, more vigorous species. Removing the grass cuttings will aid 
the growth of less vigorous plant species by reducing competition. Cutting times will vary 
depending on the specific objective of management; though it is important not to cut large 
areas too early (before 1 July). Where large blocks of grassland are to be cut there should 
also be small patches nearby left uncut. 
 
As has been said above grazing is preferred over mechanical cutting as it produces a more 
varied structure. However focussed mechanical cutting may well help to reduce the 
prevalence of tall fescue. To help cattle control it, it needs to be more palatable to them. 
Cutting areas of the site in the spring (April / early May) will encourage fresh growth which 
will hopefully be more palatable and so its growth could be kept in check when the cattle 
return to the site. Repeating this technique on further areas of the site, where tall fescue 
dominates, throughout the growing season may help encourage the cattle to graze it more. It 
will also weaken the plants. However where this occurs care should be taken to make sure 
that the more desirable species are not overly affected with this cutting. Loss of flowering 
plants reduces seed production and therefore the potential for those desirable species to 
spread throughout the site. As has been mentioned above, all arisings from this cutting 
should be removed. 
 
As a potential addition to the above suggestion it might be worthwhile returning a part of the 
site to the traditional management that would have once occurred on this site. Before the site 
was used to dump slubbings from the river it would have been an active floodplain meadow. 
The traditional management for these is to cut the grass for hay in late June / early July and 
to aftermath graze them with livestock from August until late autumn or even the following 
spring if there was sufficient grass growth and no winter flooding. This process helps remove 
excessive nutrients from the site keeping the less desirable, ranker species at bay whilst 
encouraging more desirable species to dominate. Re-instating this management technique 
to the whole site is not feasible (and probably no longer desirable) but it may well be that it 
could be trialled on part of the site. There are issues with the resources needed to carry this 
management out. However with the establishment of a Friends of Stourbridge Common 
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group and the Wildlife Trust volunteer team, who already work on the site, there may well be 
enough interest to carry out the hay cutting / removal by hand. There would be no need to 
keep cattle off of these areas as their numbers are not sufficient to cause a problem with this 
alternative management strategy, so fencing will not be needed. 
 
An important aspect of introducing this management is to monitor the area of grassland to 
see if there is an increase in the desirable plant species and a decline in the less desirable 
species. The area chosen should be surveyed before the work takes place so as to have a 
baseline from which to work from. As well as species composition, sward height should also 
be monitored. Monitoring for 3 years should pick up any change that may occur.  
 
INUNDATION AREAS 
These provide an alternative habitat within the general grassland area, see Map 1. Flooding 
in winter encourages plant species which are not commonly found elsewhere on site. This in 
turn provides an additional habitat for different species of animals, for example, common 
snipe and mallard have been recorded using these areas during the winter. There are 
several aquatic invertebrates which use temporary standing water habitats within floodplains 
and these may well be found on Stourbridge Common. 
 
The near threatened and local round-fruited rush, Juncus compressus, is found 
predominantly in these areas. A small amount of deepening of existing inundation areas that 
has been undertaken primarily to encourage amphibians has allowed this species to re-
appear / spread to new parts of the site. As well as exposing seeds in the seed bank the 
deepening also ‘reset’ these particular sites, allowing natural succession to start again. Over 
time these areas will naturally fill with vegetation and dry out. Grazing by cattle slows this 
process down. The periodic deepening of a number of inundation areas will maintain this 
particular habitat within the site. However it should be noted that any work of this kind should 
only be take place on a small proportion of inundation areas, no more than 25%, so as not to 
threaten any species that may rely on a particular part of the succession from open water to 
less frequently flooded grassland. 
 
‘Southern Pond’ 
In the past this area was open and used by livestock for drinking and feeding. Then it was 
fenced off from the livestock for several years. This meant that the vegetation was able to 
grow unchecked and combined with the planting of willow adjacent, it dried out and lost a lot 
of its species interest. Livestock now have access to it and the renewed management of the 
vegetation is helping to increase its species-richness. If possible the deepening the western 
portion would allow the retention of water for longer through the summer allowing a greater 
range of aquatic species to complete their life cycles. The resulting arisings should be 
disposed on site but where they will cause minimal damage / disturbance.  
 
SCRUB – SCRUB CONTROL 
There is only a small part of the site where scrub encroachment is an issue. Alongside 
Coldhams Brook scrub is becoming the dominant vegetation. This in turn shades out species 
of greater interest, for example skullcap Scutellaria galericulata, reducing their numbers or 
causing them to disappear. To maintain and enhance the floristic interest of this part of the 
site then scrub should be reduced to a covering of only 10-15%. Scrub adjacent to water is 
valuable for certain species so it should not be removed completely.  
 
TREES - PLANTED AREAS  
Where trees have been planted they have contributed to the reduction in quality of the 
grassland habitat. This has obviously been detrimental by severely altering the grassland 
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habitat, but also over time the trees have grown bigger and with shading, leaf-fall and 
increasing canopy size more grassland has been lost and its quality further reduced. In 
certain places the presence of trees has reduced the presence of standing water through 
evapotranspiration by mature trees. This is particularly the case around the southern pond.  
Ideally for the conservation and enhancement of the remaining grassland habitat most of the 
trees should be removed but this may not be feasible, due to amenity or landscape 
considerations. However there are some things that could be undertaken to reduce the tree 
effect and make them more valuable for wildlife.  
 
The two areas of planted trees in the centre of the site fragment the grassland habitat (see 
Map 1). If any trees fail then they should not be replaced and there should be no further 
planting in these areas.  
 
There should be no more trees planted on Stourbridge Common outside of where they are 
already present. Where it is deemed that a tree needs to be replaced then it should be with a 
species that is native to the area and is appropriate for floodplain habitat. 
  
Tree density, specifically along the footpaths, should be reduced. This can be done by not 
replacing every tree as they die. This will reduce the negative influence on the grassland 
habitat.  
 
The belt of planted trees along the southern boundary has not been managed so is now 
growing tall and thin. Thinning needs to occur to allow the remaining  trees to gain a better 
shape. In doing this the lifespan of these will be extended and in the thinning process native 
species can be selected for whilst non-native species are selectively removed.   
  
Pollarding some of the trees (particularly willows) will help to reduce leaf fall and shading 
and would also create more dead wood habitats as well as also prolong the life of the trees.   
 
PROBLEM SPECIES 
Creeping thistle and spear thistle are found throughout the site and in some areas at 
detrimental levels. Mechanical cutting has been undertaken in most years and this must take 
place when these undesirable species are flowering and before they set seed. This measure 
to control thistle can have a detrimental effect on non-target species and can alter the 
grassland habitat suddenly, severely impacting on invertebrate and small mammal 
populations, though the impact is less severe if topping of thistles is selectively undertaken.  
 
As an alternative, hand pulling / cutting of creeping thistle has occurred on areas in the south 
and east of the site. This has noticeably reduced the amount of thistle within the sward. The 
future management of creeping thistle should try to reduce the wholesale cutting of areas. 
Hand clearance, where feasible, will remove any seed source and weaken the plant without 
removing other non-target species. 
 
In areas of dense thistle then mechanical cutting (topping) or weed wiping (if a height 
differential between the creeping thistle and other grassland species can be achieved by 
grazing) would be the best options. The complete removal of creeping or spear thistle from 
the site should not be attempted as they are both native species and there are several 
species of invertebrate found solely on them. They are also a valuable nectar source for 
bees, butterflies and other insects. Scattered plants throughout a rough area of ground 
provide a valuable nectar source but they should be monitored so as not to become a 
problem a rough guideline is they should cover no more than 5% of the grassland). 
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Himalayan Balsam, an exotic and invasive plant species, is present within Coldhams Brook. 
It is an annual plant species and outcompetes with native bankside plant species, so 
increasing bankside erosion during the winter. There has been a concerted effort to control 
this species along the whole length of the Brook. This needs to continue and should be 
monitored should it be successfully eradicated.  
 
RIVER BANK 
The River Cam is a valuable habitat for many species, it is classified as a County Wildlife 
Site. Combined with adjacent habitats this value increases. Through the city and in the wider 
countryside there are many sites whose wildlife value is increased by being adjacent to the 
Cam. At Stourbridge Common the Cam forms the western and northern boundary of the site. 
At present the river bank consists of failing concrete piling with occasional bare soil. This is 
very poor habitat for wildlife. It has been proposed by Cambridge City Council to soft-
engineer approximately 300 metres of bank east of the Green Dragon bridge. This would 
involve the removal of existing structures, the re-profiling of selected stretches, then 
reinforcing the whole section with coir rolls and posts. These areas will then be planted with 
suitable, locally sourced wetland plant species.  
 
This work will continue to protect the banks from erosion and will improve the habitat for 
numerous species of aquatic and terrestrial invertebrate, bird and mammal. It is hoped that 
the nationally threatened water vole will start to spread up-stream from recently re-
established population of Ditton Meadows and on Coldhams Brook. The lack of suitable 
habitat along large sections of the Cam through Cambridge has limited this re-population, 
but with this extensive habitat improvement. This similar soft-engineering has occurred along 
the Cam north of the city at Horningsea and this has allowed water voles to spread onto the 
main river for the first time in many years. 
 
MONITORING 
An important part of introducing a management plan is the need to monitor the site to see 
whether the desired results are being attained, and if not to inform the adjustment of 
management. The grassland habitat is of major importance so regular monitoring is 
important and the main focus should be on the existing species-rich areas. Monitoring every 
3 years should cover species composition, sward height and the presence of less desirable 
species. With the introduction of more favourable grazing / cutting it is hoped that the 
distribution and population of indicator species will increase. 
 
Other taxa can also be monitored. Weekly butterfly monitoring during spring and summer 
has been taking place in many sites around the UK for over 35 years. This has highlighted 
the fortunes of many butterfly species locally and feeds into the national picture. Butterflies 
are susceptible to negative, and positive, changes to habitats that are not readily noted at 
first glance. This can also happen very rapidly. There is a standard recording method which 
can be easily followed, developed by Butterfly Conservation. The method is suitable for 
trained volunteers.  
 
Birds are also a valuable indicator of habitat quality. Like butterflies weekly bird monitoring 
has been used on many sites for many years and has highlighted the fortunes of many 
species both locally and nationally. Many species utilise the different habitats within the 
Common so can give a good overview of the quality of the habitats within the site. Certain 
species only visit the site in the summer to breed so conditions where they spend the winter 
will affect numbers returning, but national monitoring schemes help provide the context for 
local site based monitoring.   
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The importance of livestock dung and its associated invertebrates should be monitored as 
this is something that is hoped to improve if changes in the application of internal parasite 
control chemicals can occur. As this improves then this should have a knock-on effect on a 
host of other species.   
 
The site has been noted as important for aquatic invertebrates, found in the temporary pools 
in the inundation areas. It will be good to have a baseline survey of what invertebrates are 
found on the site and if any of the specialist species are still present. With the improvement 
in management species of interest may well re-colonise so it would be important to regularly 
monitor the invertebrate fauna.  
 
These monitoring projects could easily be carried out by suitably experienced members of 
the public.    
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3. MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
 
Management summary  
 
▫ Continue grazing, if not possible follow an alternative cutting regime;  
▫ Grass cutting, re-instate mid-summer hay cutting on a small portion of the site and cut 

areas of tall fescue in spring; 
▫ Control creeping thistle, spear thistle and himalayan balsam; 
▫ No more tree planting; 
▫ Pollard willow trees where suitable and thin the southern tree belt; 
▫ Reduce scrub along Coldhams Brook to 10-15% of its length; 
▫ Dredge western part of ‘Southern pond’; 
▫ Implement soft-engineering of river banks; 
▫ Monitor key species / species groups 
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APPENDIX 
 
Survey results 
 
Notes and abbreviations for survey results 
 

Botanical nomenclature follows Stace (1997) New Flora of the British Isles 2
nd

 ed 

  DAFOR 
 D dominant 

A abundant 

F frequent 

O occasional 

R 
rare (some species rated rare may be more abundant, but this was impossible to judge at the 
time of year when they were seen) 

L with 
F, A, D locally frequent, abundant, dominant 

  Survey Period 

2013 seen during the present survey, or on work parties earlier in the year 

prior 
seen before 2013 by the present surveyors or by Jonathan Shanklin & Cambridge Natural 
History Society 

  Grassland Indicators (highlighted) 

w a weak indicator of that type of old, species-rich grassland 

s a strong indicator of that type of old species-rich grassland 

  Rarity (highlighted dark-orange unless a grassland indicator) 

local uncommon in Cambs, with localised populations, although may be abundant where found 

NS Nationally Scarce (occurs in 16 to 100 10km squares in Britain) 

NR Nationally Rare (occurs in 15 or fewer 10km squares in Britain) 

NT Red Data List: Near Threatened (the lowest threat category) 

  Invertebrate Rarity 

Na Notable A (occurs in 30 or fewer 10km squares in Britain) 

Nb Notable B (occurs in 31 to 100 10km squares in Britain) 
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Scientific Name Common Name DAFOR 
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MAIN AREA             

Achillea millefolium Yarrow O 2013       

Agrostis stolonifera Creeping Bent LA 2013       

Anthriscus sylvestris Cow Parsley R 2013       

Arrhenathrum elatius False Oat Grass R 2013       

Ballota nigra Black Horehound R 2013       

Barbarea vulgaris Wintercress R 2013       

Bromus sterilis Barren Brome R 2013       

Capsella bursa-pastoralis Shepherds Purse R 2013       

Cardamine pratensis Cuckoo-flower R 2013 w     

Carduus acanthoides Musk Thistle R 2013       

Carduus crispus Welted Thistle R 2013       

Carex hirta Hairy Sedge F-LA 2013       

Carex otrubae False Fox-sedge R 2013       

Cirsium arvense Creeping Thistle LA 2013       

Cirsium vulgare Spear Thistle O 2013       

Convolvulus arvensis Field Bindweed LF 2013       

Crepis biennis Rough Hawks-beard R 2013       

Cynosurus cristatus Crested Dog's-tail LA 2013       

Dactylus glomerata Cock's-foot O-LF 2013       

Elytrigia repens Common Couch O 2013       

Epilobium hirsutum Great Willowherb R 2013       

Erodium cicutarium Common Stork's-bill R prior       

Festuca arundinacea Tall Fescue A-LD 2013       

Festuca rubra Red Fescue LF 2013       

Galium aparine Cleavers R 2013       

Geranium dissectum Cut-leaved Crane's-bill R 2013       

Geranium molle Dove's-foot Crane's-bill R 2013       

Holcus lanatus Yorkshire Fog O 2013       

Hordeum murinum Wall Barley LD 2013       

Hordeum secalinum Meadow Barley A-LD 2013 w     

Hypericum perforatum Perforate St John's-wort R prior   w   

Lathyrus pratensis Meadow Vetchling R 2013 w     

Lolium perenne Ryegrass O-LF 2013       

Lotus corniculatus 
Common Bird's-foot-
trefoil R prior w w   

Lycopus europeaus Gypsywort R 2013       

Malva sylvestris Common Mallow R 2013       

Matricaria discoidea Pineappleweed O 2013       

Ononis spinosa Spiny Restharrow R prior s s local 

Phleum bertoloni Lesser Cat's-tail O 2013       

Phleum pratense Timothy R 2013       

Picris echioides Bristly Oxtongue R 2013       

Plantago coronopus Buck's-horn Plantain R prior     local 

Plantago lanceolata Ribwort Plantain R 2013       
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Plantago major Greater Plantain O 2013       

Poa trivialis Rough Meadow-grass O-LF 2013       

Polygonum aviculare Knotgrass O 2013       

Potentilla reptans Creeping Cinquefoil O-LF 2013       

Primula veris Cowslip R prior w w   

Primula vulgaris Primrose R prior w     

Ranunculus acris Meadow Buttercup O 2013       

Ranunculus ficaria Lesser Celandine R prior w     

Ranunculus repens Creeping Buttercup O 2013       

Rumex acetosa Common Sorrel R 2013 w     

Rumex crispus Curled Dock O 2013       

Rumex obtusifolius Broad-leaved Dock O 2013       

Rumex pulcher Fiddle Dock R 2013     local 

Senecio jacobaea Common Ragwort R 2013       

Sisymbrium officinale Hedge Mustard R 2013       

Sonchus arvensis Perennial Sow-thistle R 2013       

Sonchus oleraceus Smooth Sow-thistle R 2013       

Stelleria media Common Chickweed R 2013       

Taraxicum agg. Dandelion O 2013       

Trifolium fragiferum Strawberry Clover F-LA 2013 w     

Trifolium repens White Clover F-LA 2013       

Trisetum flavescens Yellow Oat-grass R prior w w   

Urtica dioica Common Nettle LA 2013       

Veronica chamaedrys Germander Speedwell R 2013       

Viscum album Mistletoe R 2013     local 

              

INUNDATION AREAS             

Alopecurus geniculatus Marsh Foxtail LA 2013       

Chenopodium rubrum Red Goosefoot R 2013       

Atriplex prostrata Spear-leaved Orache LA 2013       

Coronopus squamatus Swine-cress R 2013       

Epilobium parviflorum Hoary Willowherb R 2013       

Glyceria x pedicellata  A hybrid sweet-grass  LA-LD 2013       

Juncus articulatus Jointed Rush R 2013       

Juncus bufonius Toad Rush R 2013       

Juncus compressus Round Fruited Rush R 2013 w   
local, 
NT 

Juncus inflexus Hard Rush LF 2013       

Potentilla anserina Silverweed LA 2013       

Ranunculus sceleratus Celery-leaved Buttercup R 2013       

Veronica beccabunga Brooklime R 2013       

              

COLDHAM'S BROOK 
BANKSIDE             

Arctium minus Lesser Burdock R 2013       

Calystegia sepium Hedge Bindweed R 2013       

Dipsacus fullonum Teasel R 2013       

Filipendula ulmaria  Meadowsweet R 2013       

Hedera helix  Ivy R 2013       

Scrophularia auriculata Water Figwort R 2013       
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Scutellaria galericulata Skullcap R 2013     local 

Solanum dulcamara Woody Nightshade R 2013       

Stachys palustris Marsh Woundwort R 2013       

              

              

FAUNA             

Aglais urticae  Small Tortoiseshell   prior       

Anthus pratensis Meadow Pipit 
 

prior       

Aphodius foetens A scarab beetle   2013       

Aphodius rufipes A scarab beetle   prior       

Bufo bufo Common Toad   prior       

Callistege mi Mother Shipton moth   prior       

Chorthippus albomarginatus 
Lesser Marsh 
Grasshopper   prior       

Chorthippus parallelus Meadow Grasshopper   prior       

Falco subbuteo Hobby   prior       

Gallinago gallinago  Common Snipe   prior       

Metrioptera roeseli Roesel’s Bush-cricket   prior       

Motacilla flava Yellow Wagtail   prior       

Natrix natrix Grass Snake   prior       

Nyctalus noctula Noctule Bat   prior       

Ontholestes murinus A rove beetle   2013       

Pipistrellus pipistrellus Common Pipistrelle   prior       

Pipistrellus pygmaeus Soprano Pipistrelle   prior       

Rana temporaria Common Frog   prior       

Sphaeridium scarabaeoides A water scavenger beetle   prior       

Zeuzera pyrina  Leopard Moth   prior       
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