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Notes on completing the self-assessment: 
The criteria are in two parts:  
 Part 1 - ’Does Outcome 1C apply to you?’ 

This is a screening stage – do you meet the scope of 1C? 
 

 Part 2 - ‘How is your partnership using the ecosystem approach in your work?’ 
This is the self-assessment stage  
 

 The questions in Part 1 and 2 refer to a ‘Plan’. This can be a partnership management plan, delivery plan or project plan – e.g. National 
Park Management Plan, AONB Partnership Management Plan, NIA Business Plan 

 

Part 1 – Does Outcome 1C apply to you? 

If you meet all 5 of these questions then proceed to Part 2 

Recording your partnership’s response to Part 1: 

 Name of partnership or project: North York Moors National Park 

 Completed by whom? (Name and organisation): Roy McGhie; North York Moors National Park Authority   Completion date: 31 March 
2016 
e.g. the officers who drafted the response on behalf of the partners 
 

 Which partners and other organisations were involved in undertaking Part 1 of this self-assessment? Environment Agency, Forestry 
Commission, Natural England, RSPB, National Trust, Country Land and Business Association, National Farmers’ Union, Historic 
England 
 
 

 

Question 
about your 
partnership or 
project  

Why are you being asked this? 

 

Examples Your partnership’s response..... 

Your reply to 
the question by 
highlighting the 
relevant 

Your reasons for the reply 

- why you responded YES or NO 
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response  below 

 

- be as specific as you can 

1. Are you a 
partnership 
seeking to 
deliver 
multiple 
outcomes?  

 

The ecosystem approach involves a range of 
partners working in partnership together across 
sectors and interests to agree management of 
an area. 

A partnership can be a formally constituted 
partnership, or a more informal partnership that 
is working together collaboratively. A key point 
is that planning and action is done together – 
see Q2. 

Types of partnerships: 

 National Park  

 AONB 

 NIA 

 Living Landscapes 

 Futurescapes 

 Catchment  

 Other landscape 
scale/large area 
partnerships 

YES e.g. give name of the partnership 
and say how long it has been in 
operation 
 
The North York Moors National Park 
was established in 1952 under the 
National Parks and Access to the 
Countryside Act 1949 which sought 
to ensure our most beautiful and 
distinctive landscapes are preserved 
for future generations to enjoy. 
 

2. Does your 
partnership 
have a shared 
plan covering 
the project or 
partnership 
area? 

 

Having a shared plan for management of the 
area demonstrates that joint decisions have 
been taken and joint action planned. 

Your partnership’s plan will help you answer the 
questions in Pt 2. 

Types of plans: 

 National Park Management 
Plan 

 AONB Management Plan 

 NIA Business Plans 

 Living Landscape 
partnerships 

 Futurescapes projects 

 Catchment Management 
plans 

 Local Nature Partnership 
strategies 

 Heritage Lottery Fund 
Landscape Partnership 

 Other landscape scale 
/large area plans 

YES e.g. give the title of the plan, and say 

what period it covers and when it 

was agreed between the partners 

The North York Moors National Park 
Management Plan is the strategic 
framework for the future of the 
National Park. It was agreed in 2012 
and has a currency of 15 or 20 years 
with a review taking place every 5 
years.  
 

 

3. Does your 
partnership 
operate at 

Ecosystems are usually large scale and cover 
large parts of a landscape. The ecosystem 
approach is about managing the function of 

Landscape scale partnership 
areas as above. 

YES e.g. say what area your partnership 

covers and give the approximate 
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landscape 
scale? 

 

ecosystems. The partnership should be 
operating at a scale that can influence the 
whole/a significant part of the ecosystems  

Generally smaller scale sites (e.g. many nature 
reserves, SSSIs and Local Wildlife Sites) may 
be part of a larger landscape scale partnership, 
and will not be assessed on their own. 

For specific sites or groups of sites to be 
assessed for the ecosystem approach they 
should cover a continuous area of at least 
10,000 ha 

area of operation 

The North York Moors National Park 

comprises 1,436 square kilometres 

of a rich variety of landscapes, 

habitats and buildings ranging from 

the largest tract of unbroken heather 

moorland in England to spectacular 

coastline, historic villages and large 

areas of woodland.   

4. Are you 
working in 
partnership in 
an integrated 
way at a 
landscape 
scale to benefit 
both 
biodiversity 
and 
ecosystem 
services? 

The recent policies that promote the linking of 
action for nature and benefits for people 
(Lawton Review; NEWP; Biodiversity 2020) all 
recognise the value of nature to people. 
Improving the health of nature will increase the 
benefits for people (ie ecosystem services). 
Management should combine improving both 
together – not at the expense of each other. 

 YES e.g. say how your partnership 

combines management for both 

biodiversity and other benefits for 

people (ie ecosystem services) – for 

example, via an integrated 

management plan and a cross-

sector board 

The North York Moors National Park 

Management Plan identifies a range 

of Provisioning, Regulating and 

Cultural ecosystem services found 

within the Park. The aspirations laid 

out within the Plan also take into 

account things to be avoided so that 

both biodiversity and ecosystems 

function in an integrated manner. 

5. Are you 
working in 

The recent policies also highlight that 
sustainable use involves integrated 

 YES e.g. say what sectors your 
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partnership to 
deliver 
multiple 
ecosystem 
services? 

management across a range of interests and 
ecosystem services. 

partnership includes, and provide a 

list of partner organisations 

A list of cross-sector partners 

(including representatives from 

Utilities, Public Sector, 

Environmental NGOs and 

Agriculture) who signed up to the 

North York Moors National Park 

Management Plan can be found in 

Appendix 3.1 

Part 2 - How is your partnership using the ecosystem approach now? 

This is the formal assessment section.  

You must complete this to determine how your partnership is delivering for Biodiversity 2020 Outcome 1C. 

 

  Ecosystem Approach Score Card  

Date of self-assessment: 31 March 2016 

Summary of your partnership’s response to Part 2: 

 Name of partnership or project: North York Moors National Park 

 Part 2 completed by whom? (Name and organisation): Roy McGhie, Rona Charles, David Renwick; North York Moors National Park Authority   
Completion date: 31 March 2016 

  
e.g. the officers who drafted the response on behalf of the partners 
  

 Which partners and other organisations were involved in undertaking Part 2 of this self-assessment? Environment Agency, Forestry Commission, 
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Natural England, RSPB, National Trust, Country Land and Business Association, National Farmers’ Union, Historic England 
 

 What is the area your partnership or project operates over (in km2)? 1,436 sq km 
 

 Proposed date for reviewing Part 2 of your self-assessment: 31 March 2018 

 

 Progressing towards meeting the criteria Meeting the criteria 

Your assessment – of how far you 

are meeting each criteria/question 

No or very 
little 
evidence  

Some 

evidence  

Good 

progress 

Near to 

meeting the 

criteria  

Meeting the 

criteria 

Exceeding 

the criteria 

Indication of progress We have little or 
no evidence to 
demonstrate that 
we are underway 
with this criteria 

We have evidence 

to demonstrate we 

are beginning to 

address this criteria 

– but we have not 

progressed far 

We are at least half 

way to meeting this 

criteria and have 

identified actions 

planned to address 

the gaps 

We have only one 

or two areas that 

require 

development and 

action to address 

these is underway 

We have sufficient 

evidence to 

demonstrate we are 

meeting the criteria 

We have met the 

criteria and can 

demonstrate good 

practice and/or 

innovative activity 

for this criteria 

Question 1 – Is your partnership actively 

considering and planning for a wide range of 
environmental assets, within your partnership area 
(beyond biodiversity, landscape and geodiversity)? 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 2 – Have you collated data to 

understand the most relevant ecosystem services in 
your partnership/project area?  

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 3– Are you involving a wide range of 

stakeholders and the local community in planning and 
delivering action for ecosystem services in your area, 

including those who benefit from them?  

1 2 3 4 5 6 
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Question 4 - Is there a management plan with 

objectives that deliver multiple benefits for 
biodiversity and other ecosystem services through 
joint action? 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 5 – Are you addressing the current and 

future risks, pressures and changes affecting the 
environmental assets in your area, and the 
ecosystem services they provide? 

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 6 - Are you considering the long term 

(10+ years) management requirements for delivering 
high quality ecosystem services from functioning 
ecosystems?  

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 7 - Are you using monitoring as 

feedback, to inform and adjust your management 
planning, actions and priorities? (I.e. adaptive 
management)?   

1 2 3 4 5 6 

Question 8 – Is your partnership taking action to 

understand what ecosystem services people value 
from your project area, and using valuation to capture 
them? (Remember values can be both monetary and 
non-monetary values?) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 
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Questions – for you to assess how you partnership is using the Ecosystem 
Approach at the moment 

Why are you being asked 
this? 

Question 1 – Is your partnership actively considering and planning for a wide range of environmental assets, 

within your partnership area (beyond biodiversity, landscape and geodiversity)? 

To understand how your partnership is 
considering the ecosystems and the 
environmental assets that underpin 
them 

[Links to CBD Principle 5] 

Question 1 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 1  

Summary:  

The North York Moors National Park Authority (NYMNPA) actively considers and plans for a wide range of environmental assets. The main evidence for this 
comes from the National Park Management Plan (MP), which identifies the key ecosystem services found within the Park (see Annex 1.1). Whilst the concept 
of ecosystem services and an integrated approach is embedded within the Plan, to avoid repetition the main chapters have been structured around different 
headings. However, cross-referencing the Management Plan Aims with the identified ecosystems (Annex 1.2) shows that they are indeed all being planned 
for. Annex 1.2 also demonstrates that the ecosystem services identified in the NCA Profile for the area (see Q2) are being considered and planned for. As the 
Management Plan is a partnership document there is a broad acceptance of the multiple benefits that flow from the environmental assets within the National 
Park by a range of partners and stakeholders. 

Evidence and examples:  

Planning is led by the Management Plan, and further refined by the Business Plan. An analysis of the MP aims demonstrates that a wide range of 
environmental assets are being planned for. Many environmental assets are covered in the MP by the section ‘Habitats and Wildlife’. This section recognises 
the importance of the 50,000 hectares of moorland plateau (particularly important for carbon sequestration, tranquillity, water supply and food production), the 
limestone grasslands of the Tabular Hills (species diversity, soil control and erosion control), the flower rich hay meadows and pastures (genetic diversity) as 
well as the interaction between farmland and wildlife (biodiversity). Species such as arable plants and farmland birds live within the agriculturally managed 
landscape, often adapting or taking advantage of the way the landscape is managed. Agri-environment schemes are enhancing the way farmland is managed 
to benefit wildlife by creating farmed features, such as cultivated margins or nectar rich areas free from fertilisers and herbicides. The woodlands of the 
National Park are also recognised (regulating water flow, soil erosion, timber production, sense of place/history/tranquillity and carbon storage), both in the 
‘Habitats and Wildlife’ section, as well as the ‘Business and Land Use’ section of the MP. The National Park follows the recommendations of the England 
Biodiversity Strategy and the Lawton Review, and aims to make the habitats in the Park a more coherent and resilient network, with the areas for wildlife 
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bigger, better and more joined up. 

Cultural ecosystem services also feature heavily in the MP. The 15 year vision for the historic environment states that the NPA and partner organisations will 
be working towards the removal of all sites identified on the Heritage at Risk Register, and that all of the National Park’s archaeological and built heritage is 
well protected and enhanced. Similarly, the MP aims that people of all ages, backgrounds and abilities will have a high quality, enjoyable experience of the 
National Park (Understanding and Enjoyment 15 year vision), but that this needs to be balanced so that that increases in visitor numbers and new 
development do not undermine the tranquillity of the National Park. 

The Landscape Conservation Action Plan (LCAP) for the This Exploited Land (TEL) (see Q4) Landscape Partnership Scheme (LPS) specifically details the 
natural capital and ecosystem services which will benefit from the project, and the associated landscape character assessment and statement of significance 
have a strong emphasis on cultural ecosystem services (the project has recently been granted an unconditional stage 2 approval from the Heritage Lottery 
Fund). 

Gaps & areas for development: 

The National Character Area (NCA) profile for the North York Moors and Cleveland Hills identifies climate regulation as a distinct ecosystem service. Whilst 
many of the MP Aims contribute towards regulating climate (such as the appropriate management of blanket peat bogs and woodland networks for carbon 
sequestration), it may be worth considering to actively plan for this ecosystem service in the future.  

Opportunities: 

Put in place a more effective system to ensure input is gained from key partners when conducting annual review of performance against the MP and allow 
effective partner input into amending the MP in light of any new issues being considered. 

To use the Outcome 1c process and this self-assessment to feed into the five year review of the MP and to subsequently conduct a bi-annual refresh of the 
self-assessment process in order to check back against the MP’s progress and contribution to the national targets. 

Dark Sky status is an area that could be more actively planned for; whilst the National Park currently has two Dark Sky Discovery Sites, the wider landscape 
may benefit from being designated a Dark Sky Park or Reserve. 

Question 2 – Have you collated data to understand the most relevant ecosystem services in your 

partnership/project area?   

Note: Natural England’s Natural Character Area Profiles consider ecosystem services in each NCA, and can help 
with this stage – see toolkit. 

To see how your partnership is 
considering ecosystem services 

[Links to CBD Principle 11] 
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Prompt questions to help you answer Question 2: 

Considering the main ecosystem services is fine – but include a range across sectors.  

Have you collated data from partners – including local and national data? Using proxy data is fine where you do not 
have direct data. 

Have you got what you need? Have you identified the gaps in data for the ecosystem services in your area? 

Question 2 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 2  

Summary:  

All of the National Park falls within NCA Profile 25 (North York Moors and the Cleveland Hills). The ecosystem services identified in the NCA profile provide 
validation for the ecosystem services that were identified prior to this in the MP (see Q1). It is widely recognised that there are several key services provided 
by the landscape, most noticeably recreation/tourism, water control (both in terms of quality and flow) and carbon sequestration (through the upland soil type, 
woodland cover and moorland habitat). 

Evidence and examples: 

Cultural Services 

The NCA profile for the area notes that one of the key ecosystem services for the area is tourism, with the Park’s “natural and cultural heritage shaping a 
distinctive sense of place, drawing many visitors from afar”. The annual STEAM report, commissioned by NYMNPA, demonstrates that tourism is the single 
largest element of the local economy, with a real term value in 2014 of approximately £582 million, involving 7.3 million visitors and 11.3 million visitor days.  
 
Casual visitor surveys help capture some of the most relevant data from the visitors to the Park, including questions such as: 
Q2. What prompted your visit to this location today? Please shade all that apply  
Q4. What activities have you or will you participate in during your visit today? Please shade all that apply  
Q10. With regard to the North York Moors, what do you see as the special qualities of this National Park? Please write down all you can think of  
 
Resident visitor surveys are also commissioned every 5 years. The next survey is due this year. 
 
Data on health and well-being is collected via numbers going on health walks and from the numbers who say they go for walks in the 5 year visitor surveys. 
We also work with local authority partners to collate data on health statistics that help inform our work and project development and delivery. We have worked 
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closely with public health teams to understand the demographics and challenges of the area and key settlements in surrounding urban settlements, for 
example in Teesside. We are aware and draw on data and information from the local Health and Wellbeing Strategies and supporting documents. We 
regularly engage with specific user groups linked to the health agenda, such as the Disability Access Group (DAG), support providers for mental health and 
disabled users (e.g. Rye Special Families, the Hayshed Experience which provides care farming experiences). 
 
Data counters are used on footpaths to record visitor numbers, and the entire network of public footpaths in the Park is surveyed annually. Coastal erosion is 
also continually monitored, and the data from this is used to inform Scheduled Monuments priority works to prevent them from being put at risk. 
 
Data is also regularly gathered from the Tourism Network (see Q3) which has over 500 tourism business signed up in the North York Moors. 

Tranquillity data (from CPRE) is used to highlight important areas in the landscape. 

The State of the Park Report helps provide data on economic, environmental and social trends within the Park. 

Supporting Services 

Agri-environment schemes play an integral role in the Park in helping regulate multiple ecosystem services. For example, a common option chosen in agri-

environment schemes is low input permanent grassland, which allows greater species diversity through greatly reduced quantities of fertiliser applied, as well 

as protecting cultural heritage with archaeology being less disturbed through limited soil disturbance. Data about the coverage and tier-level of the schemes is 

available from NE, as well as National Park records (National Park staff had a significant involvement in setting up many ELS/HLS agreements, and thus 

retains the relevant data and this has helped allocation of NP resources to manage the environmental assets). 

Provisioning Services 

The North York Moors Hill Sheep Economic Study is regularly commissioned by the NYMNPA and run by the Rural Business Research Unit at Askham Bryan 

College. The most recent study, published in 2015, confirms that without agri-environment support, and particularly HLS, the vast majority of sheep would 

likely disappear from the moor and the results from this have helped inform support the NP can offer to farmers. 

The current MP was informed by public valuation of the ecosystem services identified in the Park, either directly or via proxies.  Provisioning services such as 

food and timber in particular were studied. 

The Dales and Moors Farm Innovation Project provided integrated whole farm plans through a pilot project for some 60 farms across the Yorkshire Dales and 

North York Moors. It was funded through Skills Support for the Workforce Funding through the European Social Fund (ESF) via the York, North Yorkshire and 

East Riding (YNYER) Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) and their Local Response Fund. It provided an innovative process of skill development and support 

for the farmers taking part allowing them to consider the business resilience and sustainability alongside the environmental opportunities and assets they 

have on their holding and resulted in long-term action plans for taking forward these things in the future hand-in-hand. It also gave the National Park valuable 
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data about how farmers and landowners could help regulate ecosystem services at a local level and their linked role in landscape scale working – the farmers 

worked in small cluster groups helping each other through the process, which has subsequently fed into CSS Facilitation Fund applications. 

Regulating Services 

An analysis of the nationally recognised best practice Slowing the Flow Project (see Q4) provided a large amount of relevant data about the Pickering Beck 

Catchment and the wider Derwent Catchment of which it is part. The Slowing the Flow principles were also applied on the River Leven, which is part of the 

Tees Catchment and the Esk Catchment (through riparian buffer strip creation, tree planting along the riparian corridor and leaky dam installation).   

Environment Agency data on water quality is also used where necessary, and has informed projects which deal with multiple ecosystem services such as 

Slowing the Flow. Durham University have carried out a range of water quality research work on the Esk Catchment as part of the Esk Pearl Mussel and 

Salmon Recovery Project. One PhD research studentship and three MRes studentships have looked at catchment scale water quality (nutrients and fine 

sediment), to help the project target river restoration work for water quality and biodiversity enhancement work. This research has been supplemented by 

juvenile fisheries surveys carried out by Hull University and the Environment Agency routine water quality monitoring work.  

In partnership with the Yorkshire Peat Partnership, data on the extent, depth and condition of North York Moors peatlands has been collected and continues 

to be updated as restoration work is carried out. Consideration of the Carbon resource this holds has informed our approach to climate change issues. 

Gaps & areas for development: 

The NP does not regularly collect data on timber production in the Park.  

Greater work needs to be done to identify downstream beneficiaries of the Park’s ecosystem services. 

The health and well-being benefits of the ecosystem services are not fully understood.  

Opportunities: 

The Slowing the Flow work at Pickering and elsewhere provides a significant opportunity to take forward one specific area of ecosystem service provision not 
least due to the recent flooding in the North of England, but most importantly due to the success of these local project examples, as well as the newly formed 
Catchment Partnerships. The shift of the new Countryside Stewardship Scheme to water quality and flooding outcomes will also help broaden the 
understanding of the ecosystem services being addressed, and lead to new catchment management opportunities. This is currently being progressed through 
a strategic level Catchment Based Approach for the Yorkshire Derwent with development work already well underway and a larger catchment approach than 
Slowing the Flow for the Rye sub-catchment within the wider Derwent potentially drawing on HLF funding, Flood Defence Grant in Aid, Local Levey funds, 
LEP investment and partner match funding. 

Increased links with private sector forestry business and the Forestry Commission to determine current levels of timber production in the Park. For example 
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through the North York Moors and Howardian Hills Woodland Partnership and potentially delivered via private sector led projects through the Forestry 
Productivity priority through the area’s LEADER Programme (North York Moors, Coast and Hills) which is led by the NYMNPA. 

The results of this self-assessment should feed into the new resident visitor survey currently being commissioned for this year; there could be more questions 
to ascertain what ecosystem services residents value from the landscape (including an attempt to gather data on awareness of the regulating services as well 
as the perhaps more obvious cultural ecosystem services). The more regular visitor surveys could also be similarly adapted. In order to gain a wider 
understanding of ecosystem service values, as well as potential health and well-being benefits, partner’s surveys could be utilised and adapted if needed (this 
could be broached at partner meetings during the upcoming new management plan next year). 

The development of an evidence base linked to the review of the MP, NYMNPA Business Plan and North York Moors Local Plan (development plan) will all 
help develop the available data and will specifically consider natural capital resources and ecosystem services. 

Question 3– Are you involving a wide range of stakeholders and the local community in planning and delivering 

action for ecosystem services in your area, including those who benefit from them?   

Prompt questions: 

Have you involved a wide range of relevant stakeholders from across different sectors (economic, community and 
environment)? 

Are they involved in developing the plan AND delivery of the actions 

How have you done this? – e.g. visitor surveys, consulting beyond the boundary of your partnership 

To understand how your partnership is 
involving relevant stakeholders, and 
the beneficiaries and providers of 
ecosystem services? 

[Links to CBD Principles 1 +12] 

Question 3 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 3  

Summary:  

The MP was developed, in addition to public consultation, with a wide range of stakeholders including local communities, local and national interest groups, 
businesses, councils and landowners/managers. Appendix 3.1 lists some of the key partners identified in the plan that will help the Park achieve its MP 
policies and aims. 

Evidence and examples: 

The creation of the North York Moors Tourism Network has enabled frequent, more effective communications with its members. The Network now has over 
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500 members, and the priorities and work programmes pursued by the Authority reflect the views of the Network’s members. 

The Primary Land-Users Group (PLUG) which includes representatives from FC, NFU, Moorland Association amongst others and the Estate Representatives 
Group are two examples of how groups of stakeholders are involved in the planning and delivery process.  

The Local Access Forum was established to provide an opportunity for representatives of users and landowners and other relevant bodies to advise the NPA 
on the improvement of public access to land in the National Park for the purpose of open-air recreation and the enjoyment of the area.  

The Parish Forums are a way of ensuring a regular dialogue between Parish Councils and the NPA, and other partners who use the Forums to access local 
stakeholders. There are four forums covering the northern, southern, coastal and western areas of parishes. Parish Councilors attend them but any member 
of the public is entitled to ask a question at a Parish Forum meeting. Other User Groups, including Young People and Disabled People also report to NP 
Members, ensuring that a wide range of the local community is involved in the planning process. 

The 2014 Statement of Community Involvement sets out how the Authority intends to involve the community in the preparation, alteration and review of parts 
of the Local Development Framework and in taking decisions on planning applications. Appendix 3.2 shows an example of the different groups that can get 
involved at different stages of the process. The development of a new Local Plan for the area already has clear and significant plans for the engagement of 
local communities in this process. 

As noted in Q2, there are a number of surveys that involve both residents and visitors to the Park. 

The Dales and Moors Farm Innovation Project was a key partnership with the Howardian Hills AONB, Nidderdale AONB, North York Moors National Park 

Authority, The National Centre for the Uplands at Newton Rigg College, Yorkshire Dales Farmer Network and Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority, which 

aimed to understand and plan for how local farmers ran their businesses, which in turn impacts upon how they can regulate ecosystem services under their 

control. 

The North York Moors and Yorkshire Dales NPAs have led, in partnership with the Howardian Hills and Nidderdale AONBs, the production of a local growth 
plan for the wider Dales and Moors areas. This sets out a number of priorities for potential investment through the YNYER LEP’s growth plans and it now 
forms part of the LEP’s Strategic Economic Plan (SEP).  
 
Catchment Partnerships (the NPA are joint hosts along with the Yorkshire Esk Rivers Trust for the Esk and Coastal Streams Catchment Partnership and the 

NPA have contributed significantly to the development of the Derwent Catchment Partnership along with partners) are at the core of the planning framework 

within the National Park, and involve a wide range of stakeholders and the local community beyond the Water Framework Directive requisites. For example, 

the Rye Project and partnership has been developed out of the Derwent Catchment Partnership, and brings a range of multiple ecosystem service benefits to 

more people. 

The North York Moors and Howardian Hills Woodland Partnership is led by the NYMNPA and has a range of partners engaged in delivering joint action for 
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woodland creation, PAWS restoration and the associated ecosystem services this crucial natural capital resource provides. 

The TEL LPS is a bottom-up partnership taking forward genuine ecosystem services and natural capital improvements involving all the expected statutory 

and NGO partners, but crucially driven by a community and local interest group led partnership with land owner representation. 

Regular meetings are carried out with key partners through bi-lateral agreements (e.g. with FC, NE and Yorkshire Esk Rivers Trust) and through other more 

ad-hoc arrangements. For example, a joint meeting between all Natural England staff in the area and the Conservation Department of the National Park was 

recently held where a series of issues (including the new CS scheme and Heritage Lottery Funding landscape partnership bids) were discussed and planned 

for. At the key partners’ workshop for completion of this self-assessment, partners commented that even though there was no formalised partnership steering 

group, they still felt involved in the decision making and planning processes.  

Gaps & areas for development: 

Whilst there are visitor and resident surveys, there are currently few methods of engaging people who benefit from the Park’s ecosystem services, but live 
outside the Park’s boundary. There is an opportunity for involvement of residents in the neighbouring major conurbations such as Middlesbrough and 
Darlington, as well as smaller towns such as Thirsk and Scarborough through the use of targeted surveys and polls. 

Opportunities: 

Due to resourcing issues following cutbacks at the time of the MP’s creation it was not possible to create a permanent Partnership Group. This is something 
that could be reconsidered for the new Management Plan later in 2016, but crucially the framework of bi-lateral, thematic, formal partnerships and informal 
engagement do provide a very positive sense of open, genuine and constructive engagement that was recognised in the workshop with partners for the 
production of this self-assessment. It is likely that this pragmatic and practical approach will be embedded as part of the framework for the MP review and 
new Local Plan development. 

The majority of the National Park is covered by the Derwent and Esk catchments, but there are a further two which also fall within the boundary – the Swale & 
Upper Ouse catchment and the Tees Catchment. Although these cover a very small area compared to the Derwent and Esk catchments, if resources allowed 
it could be useful for the National Park to become more involved in the partnerships. 

At three meetings in February, hundreds of farmers from across the National Park came together to find out how the Authority and other organisations can 
offer support and assistance in looking after farmland habitats and wildlife. As a result of the NPA’s open process two groups are putting in bids for the 
Facilitation Fund, a mechanism to help them work together over a larger scale to deliver shared environmental goals that should also benefit the farm 
business with the Authority as a supportive partner. These groups have identified clear priorities linked to ecosystem services, such as water quality and 
natural flood risk management linking in with wider project work on the Rye and Derwent and in the Esk Catchments. 

Question 4 - Is there a management plan with objectives that deliver multiple benefits for biodiversity and other To see how your partnership is 
planning for future management which 
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ecosystem services through joint action? 

Prompt questions to help you answer Question 4: 

Have you identified the priority ecosystem services which require action? 

Have you considered tensions and conflicts when managing for the range of ecosystem services? Are you openly 
dealing with these?  

Is ecosystem integrity, function and health being considered?  for: 

 hydrology 

 carbon storage and sequestration 

 nutrient cycling 
 
Have you considered linkages for ecological networks and ecosystem services beyond the partnership/project 
area? 

is integrated and holistic; combining 
the conservation and use of your local 
environment. 
 
[Links to CBD Principle 10] 

Question 4 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 4  

Summary: 

The National Park Management Plan is the strategic framework through which objectives that deliver multiple benefits for biodiversity and other ecosystem 
services are delivered. It was developed in consultation with a wide range of stakeholders (see Q3) and reflects an integrated approach to delivery as each 
MP policy states the key partners who are integral for achieving the aim. The MP was the first National Park Management Plan in England to specifically 
address ecosystem services. 

The policies, plans and strategies of other organisations dealing with the issues in the Park have also been taken into account. These include plans such as 
the Uplands Policy Review, Marine Policy Statement and Biodiversity 2020 (the England Biodiversity Strategy), and locally the Yorkshire and Humber Historic 
Environment Strategy, Heritage Coast Management Plan, Catchment Flood Management Plans and Community Strategies. The following themes can be 
identified from the five community based strategies developed by the local authorities covering the National Park: 

 Conserve and enhance biodiversity, natural and built environments and cultural heritage  

 Reduce the risk and mitigate against the impact of flooding 

 Reduce carbon emissions and adapt to and plan for climate change 

 Encourage physical activity through use of green infrastructure 
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 Increase visitor numbers especially in off peak months 

 Support apprenticeships/local skills, enterprise and local businesses 

 Improve accessibility and access to public transport including community transport 

 Improve communications infrastructure 

 Maintain and improve access to services and support and grant aid for village facilities and community activities.  

The MP is further guided by specific strategies and plans published in the interim by the Authority, such as the North York Moors Local Development 
Framework, Recreation and Access Strategy, Communications Strategy, Biodiversity Action Plan and the Education Strategy and guided by the partnership 
and partner engagement mechanisms that each of these provides as well as the other partnership approaches as described in the answer to the previous 
question (Q3). 

The MP is structured around four interlinking chapters: Environment, Understanding and Enjoyment, Communities and Business and Land Management. It is 
also supported by organisations which have area wide plans that take an integrated approach at varying spatial levels, for example the Wildlife Trusts’ Living 
Landscapes and the Forestry Commission’s Keepers of Time, Woodland for Water and Trees for Health.  

Annex 1.2 (see Q1) details how the MP’s aims and chapters deliver multiple benefits for ecosystems and biodiversity. Key partners who signed up to the MP 
are listed against particular aims which they also help deliver. For example, delivery of the National Park’s Habitat Connections Map is aided by Natural 
England and other partners such as Yorkshire Wildlife Trust and Butterfly Conservation. 

Evidence and examples: 

TEL is an ambitious HLF LPS led by the NYMNPA that aims to conserve, protect and enhance a range of cultural and natural heritage in an area of the North 
York Moors National Park. It has three broad aims: 
 

 The protection, conservation and recording of six archaeological sites (linked to the ironstone industry) and structures and the implementation of a 
management plan  

 The enhancement and protection of sites of ecological significance to enhance habitat connectivity including the restoration of PAWS woodland, 
improvements to hay meadows and the removal of barriers to salmon migration along the River Esk  

 The interpretation of the industrial story in a comprehensive and compelling way. 
 
TEL will work closely with landowners and land managers to extend and strengthen natural habitats in the landscape. This will result in stronger, more 
resilient habitats for a range of types, including woodland, hay meadows and riparian corridors. Agreed changes to land management practices will enable 
these improvements to be sustained for the long term. Specific projects will: 
 
• Extend the areas of hay meadows in Rosedale and the protection of the native daffodil population; 
• Selectively fell coniferous trees in ancient woodland areas and replant with native broadleaf species; 



- Page 17 - 
 

 

• Improvements along river banks and river corridors to improve water quality and to reinforce these natural linkages and 
provide resilience in the landscape; 
• Water vole habitats will be protected and targeted to allow expansion of their range; 
• River crossings and weirs on the River Esk will be modified to enable Atlantic salmon to reach their breeding grounds in the 
upper tributaries; and 
• Nest sites and feeding grounds for the migratory ring ouzel will be protected and extended. 
 
The TEL Partnership consists of representatives from 27 local, regional and national organisations (see Appendix 4.1) and is a very much bottom-up 
partnership. 
 
Slowing the Flow is a partnership project with the overall aim to demonstrate how the integrated application of a range of land management interventions can 
help reduce flood risk at the catchment scale, as well as provide wider multiple benefits for local communities. The Partnership comprised FC, EA, NE, 
NYMNPA, North Yorkshire County Council, Durham University as well as several Parish and District Councils. The ecosystem services provided by the 
different regulatory measures were evaluated, with the most significant being climate regulation, flood regulation, habitat provision, community engagement, 
erosion regulation, and education/knowledge. The project has gained a very strong national profile and is well cited as a case study demonstrating the value 
of working with natural processes. Of special note has been its role in guiding and integrating government policy on flood risk and land use management. In 
particular, it has underpinned key regional and national initiatives on woodlands for water, including introduction of a woodland for water grant payment of 
£2,000/ha under the previous English Woodland Grant Scheme that closed in December 2013. More recently, it has informed the new CSS and a new forest 
industry initiative on the role of productive woodland in water management. Locally, the project is guiding the development of the Local Flood Risk Strategy 
and Flood Risk Management Plans, the new Derwent Catchment Strategic Plan, and an on-going joint FC/EA Woodland for Water project aimed at securing 
targeted planting on private land. 
 
The National Park’s Habitat Connectivity scheme is another programme which delivers multiple benefits to ecosystem services, such as greater resilience to 
changes in farming practises, increased biodiversity and sense of place through enhanced landscapes. Similarly, the aspirational target of 3,000 additional 
hectares of woodland would create better networks of woodland, more carbon stored in trees, species better able to adapt to climate change and a greater 
potential supply of wood-fuel. 
 
Partners and stakeholders are engaged in the MP process, both development and also delivery and progress review, through various thematic partnerships 
as well as specific MP discussions. These include Member committees, Forums, Primary Land Users Group, Estate Representatives Group, Nature 
Conservation Liaison Group, Archaeology Group, Woodland Partnership, steering groups for projects, Catchment Partnerships etc as mentioned above. 

Gaps & areas for development: 

Health and well-being is an area which is not fully explored in an integrated manner within the Management Plan. Although there is a specific policy which 
aims to improve the public’s health and well-being through reconnecting with nature (such as the Coast Alive Project and successor projects, NP walks and 
events and the volunteers scheme), there are currently no key partners identified with whom to work in order to achieve this aim. Whilst the social distribution 
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of well-being impacts to communities is becoming increasingly important, there is a significant disconnect between current knowledge and management of 
ecosystem services and current knowledge of the societal well-being effects of these services. Partnership work with key partners such as the Forestry 
Commission (and Forest Research) could help further the well-being aim of the National Park as well as develop greater understanding of how and why 
certain practises have an impact. 

Opportunities: 

The new North York Moors National Park Management Plan (due for final production in 2017 although the review process will start in 2016) could explicitly 
show how the ecosystem services are being addressed through the MP Aims. Whilst Annex 1.2 shows that they are indeed all being addressed, a direct 
correlation like this could identify areas that are being over- or under-addressed. 

The National Park is helping initiate a Facilitation Fund bid under the new CS scheme. This funding could allow farmers and land managers to develop skills 
and understanding that will benefit their management of multiple ecosystem services, which will help secure the long-term provision of these (see Q8). 

Question 5 – Are you addressing the current and future risks, pressures and changes affecting the environmental 
assets in your area, and the ecosystem services they provide? 

 

To understand how your partnership is 
addressing key risks, both for the local 
environment and the ecosystem 
services it provides.  

[Links to Principle 6] 

 

Question 5 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 5  

Summary: 

Section 1.8 of the MP identifies the most pertinent pressures for change in the National Park: Climate Change, Water Framework Directive, Food Security, 
Tourism and Branding, Upland Economy and Common Agricultural Policy Reform, Health Through Nature, Woodlands and Forestry, Localism, Skills as well 
as Contraction of Resources. These are expanded on in detail in the MP. Each of the MP’s four chapters (see Q4) go further and identify the current situation 
as well as the most relevant challenges which could affect the environmental assets and the ecosystem services they provide. Section 1.9 of the MP also 
details potential risks and hazards that should be avoided when attempting to deliver the aspirations of the Management Plan. 

The analysis of risks and pressures is kept live in between MP drafting periods through the range of different groups and partners engagement mechanisms 
as well as the Authority’s own risk management framework which feeds into partnership projects and approaches (e.g. TEL). Partners and stakeholders feed 
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in issues through various thematic partnerships as explained above for Q3 and Q4. Each of these partnerships specifically considers the relevant MP targets 
and priorities and the relevant ecosystem services that are appropriate. The NPA often acts in a lead role but encourages and facilitates input from others. 
Stakeholders are engaged and consulted through various projects (e.g. extensive consultation to feed into the development of the TEL LPS and the views of 
communities regarding the values and services the get from the landscape) and other fora (e.g. Parish Forums). 

Evidence and examples: 

Linking habitat connectivity and restoration, of SSSI and non-designated sites, to wider ecosystem management and services is being picked up 
pragmatically and by communicating priorities with partners. For example habitat connectivity has contributed to WFD water quality and bathing water issues 
on the coast where, in the Sandsend Catchment, we have linked our habitat connectivity work to the EA’s priorities for water quality. Improving habitat 
connectivity has also protected historical monuments linked to the Monument Management Scheme. Cultural heritage/spiritual ecosystem services were thus 
boosted through joined up delivery.  

Rights of Way being adapted to take into account climate change. For example, bridges being rebuilt in the National Park are being installed higher than 
before to help mitigate against potential flood damage.  

The Park’s Volunteer Strategy takes into account the aging population in the UK. With people, generally speaking, retiring later the average age of the 
volunteer workforce is increasing. This can impact upon, for example, the physicality of certain tasks. 

The Strategic Risk Register is reviewed annually in the National Park. This focusses on risks to the NYMNPA as an organisation, which in turn effects how 
the Authority can provide for the environmental assets within the Park. 

There is a rolling survey of listed buildings in the National Park, which aims to identify vulnerable buildings before they are put onto the Buildings at Risk 
Register. This recognises that early prevention of further deterioration is the best method to ensure their preservation. 

Although there has been an improvement in the water quality at river monitoring sites in the National Park, the MP recognises that there are still current and 
future pressures to water quality such as diffuse pollution and barriers to fish migration such as weirs. To help achieve the Water Framework Directive 
objectives The North York Moors National Park Authority and The Yorkshire Esk Rivers Trust (YERT) have been appointed joint hosts for the Yorkshire Esk 
and Coastal Streams and have formed an official partnership to work together to improve and care for the Esk and Coastal Streams Catchment. A steering 
group has also been established with key organisations including the Environment Agency, Natural England, Yorkshire Water and Yorkshire Wildlife Trust, 
research institute Durham University, and local landowner and angling club representatives. The objectives of the Partnership are to: 
 

 Conserve, protect and improve the water quality and biodiversity within the Esk and Coastal Streams; and 

 Advance the awareness and understanding of the public, local communities, associations, voluntary organisations, government agencies and 
companies in the importance of, and need for, conservation and protection measures and actions. 
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The National Park and other partners are also actively developing a Catchment Partnership for the Yorkshire River Derwent catchment which extends beyond 
the Park boundary. 

The risks associated with climate change are identified in the Management Plan (notably more frequent flooding, increased risk of fires, different forms of 
vegetation and tree cover, the introduction of new species and the loss/decline of existing plants and animals to pests and diseases and isolation of important 
habitats). The aspirations of the Management Plan detail how they will help in adapting to or mitigating climate change, but there are no specific policies 
which work towards this aim (see Q1 ‘Gaps and Areas for Development’). 

Emerging specific risks are often detected first by key partners, who then inform the National Park. An example of this is with the Forestry Commission and 
emerging tree diseases and the RSPB with declining bird populations. 

Health and wellbeing is being addressed by, for example, the Hayshed Experience which delivers and advocates care farming and has a local advocate. 

Gaps & areas for development: 

There are opportunities and areas for development linked to changing agri-environment schemes. Close work with Natural England will help assess where 
there may be issues with farmers struggling to construct mid-tier schemes under the changed priorities of Countryside Stewardship. 

An area for development may be the aging population of farmers within the National Park. Work with key partners such as the NFU will help identify, for 
example, any skill gaps that need addressed. 

Regarding climate regulation and carbon, stronger links to the Yorkshire Peat Partnership’s work would be beneficial and we will further develop our work on 
habitat improvement linked to water quality in current funding bids. We are also developing these themes within the S106 agreements for planning 
permissions in the Park. For example this has included significant compensatory tree planting to lock carbon up in one notable recent S106. 

Opportunities: 

A yearly review of the Management Plan by all key partners would identify any new issues that arise, as well as allow input for newer, previously 
unconsidered, issues. At the partnership meeting it was generally felt that a mid-term review would be sufficient.  

The Authority is currently helping scope out the potential for a bid or bids for Facilitation Funding under the new Countryside Stewardship Scheme. It is hoped 
that a stronger network of farmers and landowners who have relevant training on current environmental issues and practises would be more resilient and 
better equipped to counter any negative future change to ecosystem services under their control.  

Question 6 - Are you considering the long term (10+ years) management requirements for delivering high quality 
ecosystem services from functioning ecosystems?  

To see how your partnership is taking a 
long-term view to management of the 
local environment 
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Prompt questions for Q6 -  

Are you working to improve long term ecosystem function?  

Are you working to improve long term ecological connectivity? 

Are you planning to adapt ecosystems to climate change?  

[Links to CBD Principles 8 + 9] 

Question 6 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 

Summary: 

The MP operates on a five year cycle, but has a vision period of fifteen years, tying in with DEFRA’s vision for National Parks to 2030. The vision is a long-
term view of the type of place that the National Park should be. The vision was agreed with all partners and stakeholders (see Q3 Summary). The objectives 
of the MP and the activities of the NYMNPA and partner organisations working in the Park should help towards achieving the vision: 

 A place managed with care and concern for future generations. 

 A place where the diversity and distinctiveness of the landscape, villages and buildings is cherished. 

 A place where biological and cultural diversity, and other special qualities, are conserved and enhanced. 

 A place where the environment and way of life is understood 

 A place where communities are more self-sustaining and economic activity engenders environmental and recreational benefits 

 A place that is special to people and provides pleasure, inspiration and spiritual wellbeing; where calm and quality of life are celebrated 

 A place that continues to adapt to change whilst National Park purposes continue to be furthered and pursued 

 A place where natural resources are managed sustainably and environmental limits are recognised.  

Evidence and examples: 

TEL agreements (see Q4) with regards monument management cover the period of the scheme but also extend beyond the lifetime of the initial funding (30 
years in total and 15 year agreements for woodland management). TEL has a legacy period of 10 years. 

National Park owned land at Levisham Estate is managed with a long-term management plan (which fed into the current HLS), and all major moorland 
estates in the Park are currently in Higher Level Stewardship Schemes, which aid in delivery of high quality ecosystem services. 

The Yorkshire Peat Partnership (YPP) is an umbrella organisation comprising the North York Moors National Park Authority, Yorkshire Wildlife Trust, 
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority, Natural England, Yorkshire Water and the Environment Agency. It also receives support from Nidderdale AONB, 
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Pennine Prospects, Environment Agency, National Trust, Moorland Association, National Farmers Union and Yorkshire Dales Rivers Trust. The aim of the 
partnership is to restore and conserve upland peat resources in order to ensure the long-term future these unique and valuable habitats. There are wider 
ecosystem service benefits to be gained by peat restoration such as improvement in water quality, reduction of flood risk, carbon sequestration, greenhouse 
gas emission reduction and enhanced recreational enjoyment. Long-term management of peatlands integrating ecosystem services could ensure that upland 
peatland restoration continues and is maintained. By involving local communities in the stewardship of peatland resources it may be possible that Yorkshire’s 
upland blanket bogs could be returned to functioning and most importantly peat forming ecosystems once again. 

The England Coastal Path was agreed in perpetuity, but climate change (amongst other factors) will cause long term erosion of the footpath. The NYM 
successfully lobbied for the path to be movable due to coastal erosion. 

The Section 106 Agreement with York Potash has a 100 year term, which includes long-term monitoring to assess the impact on tourism as well as a host of 
mitigation and compensation measures towards landscape character including ecosystem function and ecological connectivity. 

The 15 year vision for the Habitats and Wildlife Aims of the Management plan states that the National Park will support a wide range of habitats and species, 
including large areas designated at international and national level. These habitats will be much better connected and native woodland flora and fauna will 
expand significantly. New areas of species rich grassland will have been created which will help to increase populations of pollinators. This vision explicitly 
plans to improve long term ecological connectivity. As mentioned in Q4, the National Park’s Habitat Connectivity scheme delivers multiple long-term benefits 
to ecosystem services, such as greater resilience to changes in farming practises, increased biodiversity and sense of place through enhanced landscapes. 
Similarly, the aspirational target of 3,000 additional hectares of woodland in the National Park would deliver multiple ecosystem service benefits over a long 
period of time.  

 
Climate change adaptation and possible flood prevention are being addressed through catchment management planning, for example our work on the Rye, 
Derwent and Esk & Coastal Streams Catchment Partnerships, our involvement in Slowing the Flow at Pickering and the similar work on the Leven. There are 
also examples relating to coastal erosion (made worse by climate change) e.g. coastal alum sites and the Cleveland Way (long-distance coastal path) both of 
which boost ecosystem services linked to cultural services.  
 

Gaps & areas for development: 

The majority of planning (particularly the MP) is done on a five year cycle, albeit the MP has a longer term vision for the National Park. More thought could be 
given to the longer-term management requirements of the ecosystem services within the Park, particularly woodland and moorland, as short-term 
management prescriptions on these environmental assets need to culminate to provide long-term impacts due to their slow-forming nature. 

Opportunities: 

The majority of key partners do engage in some form of long-term management planning, with the Forestry Commission proving a good example as their 
Forest Design Plans show how woods should develop over the next 30 years. The plans are strategic documents with broad-brush proposals within them. 
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More detailed site plans are prepared for each management operation as they come up and the broad proposals may well be modified. There is the 
opportunity with the next MP update to consider a longer-term strategy such as this. 

Ecological connectivity is a major part of the MP; however, more work could be done with neighbouring organisations to help ensure that strong resilient 
connections are built outside the boundaries of the Park. 

The review of the new MP gives the opportunity to strengthen or clarify some of the elements above, for example how we pick up on water quality issues and 
Catchment Partnerships, although all of the appropriate overall themes are within the existing ‘Water’ theme of the current MP. 

Question 7 - Are you using monitoring as feedback, to inform and adjust your management planning, actions and 
priorities? (I.e. adaptive management)?   

This can include qualitative assessment and feedback.  

To understand how your partnership  
uses monitoring to inform future 
actions 

[Links to CBD Principles] 

Question 7 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 7 

Summary: 

The Authority first produced a monitoring report in 1998 and continues to produce a State of the Park report every three years. This contains a standard set of 
indicators, selected through consultation with stakeholders, and has allowed change to be monitored over time. It is recognised in the MP that simple 
monitoring based on objectives, targets and indicators is not possible or appropriate, and a more sophisticated approach is needed to cover all of the 
elements. This must reflect the reality that the MP covers a large area of multi-functional land, largely privately owned, is designed to look well ahead into the 
future and be of value to a wide variety of organisations.  

Evidence and examples: 

Appendix 7.1 details the processes behind the Golden Thread, which is the National Park’s framework for review and scrutiny of the Business Plan (which 
takes forwards the aims found in the Management Plan). As an example, the Conservation Department within the National Park have quarterly Department 
Action Plan meetings in which individual work programme targets are discussed; the results of these meetings feed into the Department’s overall Action Plan, 
which then feeds into the Annual Progress Report. 

Work carried out by key partners such as the Forestry Commission ensures that plans and actions are informed and adjusted as needed. For example, with 
the rise of certain tree pests and diseases, Forest Design Plans now take into account landscapes without ash trees, and the impact that any replacement 
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trees would have in their place on the relevant ecosystem services. 

Qualitative feedback is a valuable source of information from the various groups that inform the Authority, which then informs and adjusts the Authority’s 
actions and priorities. As an example, the amount of money allocated for one of the Park’s grant schemes (the Traditional Boundary Scheme) was reduced in 
2014/15. Following concerns raised by many groups, the budget for the grant was subsequently increased for 2015/16. 

The Tourism Network (see Q3) is surveyed and their views have fed into the production of the current MP. 

The North York Moors National Park, as with all English National Parks, subscribe to a range of Performance Indicators, at both family and local level. These 
Performance Indicators feed into the National Park’s annual report which informs partners and the Authority about areas that potentially need addressing. 

Visitor pressure on a range of public footpaths and bridleways is regularly monitored, and this data is used to inform decisions about which rights of way to 
advance as Promoted Walks which are then advertised in various National Park publications. 

Gaps & areas for development: 

Greater engagement with key partners to take into account their own monitoring results and feed them into the National Park’s own feedback cycle. 

Opportunities: 

More effective mechanism to ensure that monitoring of targets is fed into revised Business Plan/Management Plan targets. 

The TEL LPS is developing a different approach to the monitoring of landscape scale change and habitat connectivity improvements and this may provide a 
useful example for how this can be embedded across the National Park. This will draw on the National Park’s involvement in Remote Sensing, for example as 
developed through involvement in the Defra Making Earth Observation Work (MEOW) Project and through own investment in Unmanned Aerial Vehicle 
Technology through a partnership project with the North and East Yorkshire Ecological Data Centre. 

The development of a new Local Plan (Spatial Plan) will provide opportunities to develop new evidence bases and frameworks for continual improvement and 
feedback, for example in progressing Section 117 of the NPPF regarding ecological networks, natural capital stocks and opportunity mapping. 

Question 8 – Is your partnership taking action to understand what ecosystem services people value from your 
project area, and using valuation to capture them? (Remember values can be both monetary and non-monetary 
values?) 

Prompt questions for Q8 –  

How are you recognising what people value? E.g. citizen panels, visitor surveys. 

To see how your partnership is taking 
account of the values people place on 
their local environment/landscape – 
both monetary and non-monetary?  

[Links to CBD Principle 4] 
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What values are you looking at? E.g. economic, perception, cultural. 

What valuation methods are you using to capture and demonstrate these different values?  

Question 8 self-assessment score 1 2 3 4 5 6 

Your response to Question 8 

Summary: 

The National Park currently undertakes a range of actions to understand what ecosystem services people value. A large part of this is through work with 
communities, and the MP 15 year vision for this is that communities will take greater ownership of activities in the National Park and are more involved in the 
provision of services. 

Evidence and examples: 

Page views on the National Park website are monitored, as well as the categories on the donations page, in order to understand which ecosystem service 
people most value. 

The North York Moors Youth Forum, Network of Community Champions and various User Groups (including the Disabled User Group and Young People’s 
User Group) all help to establish perceptions from a broad range of community groups.  

In 2014 a cost-benefit analysis of the Esk Catchment was produced by the Environment Agency. This calculated that for every £1 that is spent towards 
improving the water environment in the catchment, you could expect to receive £1.70 of benefits (a benefit cost ratio of 1.7) 

TEL (see Q4) began with an analysis of what people value in the landscape, which helped refine the aims of the project. TEL (see Q4) has also included a lot 
of work on capturing the values of the different ecosystem services that the project landscape area provides. The Statement of Significance, agreed with all 
involved partners and stakeholders, details these values which include Historical and Communal, as well as Natural. 

Public art has been found to be on the increase in the National Park. This is reflected in the recently created Inspired by…Gallery at Danby Visitor Centre. 

Feedback from the various user groups, including the young people’s user group, helps the National Park understand the ecosystem services different 
sections of society value. Feedback from school education visits similarly informs the Park. The visitor surveys (see Q2) specifically ask why people have 
come to the area, from which an idea of the relevant ecosystem services (and thus the value they have to the people in question) can be ascertained. 

Gaps & areas for development: 

More work needs to be done to capture the economic value of the ecosystem services found within the National Park. With regards people this can be done 
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by asking them through surveys which services they value most, as well as a more formal cost benefit analysis of specific ecosystem services to help inform 
future planning. However any work in this area must ensure a balance between modelling and practical approaches so that they do not compromise, but do 
inform improvements on the ground. Further national guidance on the best practical and manageable approach in this area would be positive (e.g. natural 
capital accounting).  

Opportunities: 

Recent information from economic valuation of ecosystem services carried out by other National Parks and AONBs could help inform development of an 
ecosystem accounting process in the National Park. 

Formalisation of a Public Sculpture Policy. 

There is an opportunity to establish economic valuations in the upcoming residents and visitors surveys by including questions using the stated preference 
technique; asking people hypothetical questions to ascertain how individuals respond to a range of choices which establishes the extent of collective 
willingness to pay for particular benefits 
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Areas for development of the Ecosystem Approach 

 To be completed once you have responded to Question 1-8 above. 

 Record below the actions you will undertake to address the gaps and areas for development that you have identified in your 
responses to Question 1-8, when you will deliver them by and who in your partnership will lead each action. 

 You may adjust this table to a format that best suits your partnership. 

Next Steps – Key Actions  

 

When – date 
to begin this 
action 

Lead for this action 

Hold an internal meeting to consider key gaps and opportunities and how they 
should be addressed, with prioritisation. 

2016-17 NYMNPA 

Develop a more detailed action plan for progressing improvements in areas 
identified in this self-assessment and collate best practice from other NPs who 
have completed this process. 

2016/17 NYMNPA with partners 

As part of the light-touch review of the National Park Management Plan, feed in 
findings from this self-assessment including views of partners on areas for 
improvement and consider formalising the current framework provided by 
thematic partnerships, area based project partnerships, bi-lateral agreements and 
other mechanisms in order to provide the mechanism for reviewing and refining 
MP delivery iteratively. 

2016-17 NYMNPA and partners 

Re-run the self-assessment to inform our future approach to the refreshed NP MP 
once every two years. 

2017-18 NYMNPA with partners 
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Annex 1.1 

Ecosystems identified in North York Moors National Park Management Plan 

  Moorland Farmland Woodland Coast 

Provisioning 

Sheep meat Food - crops, meat and dairy Timber Coastal industry and tourism 

Breeding stock 
Growing crops to generate 
energy     

Grouse       

Regulating 

Carbon Storage Pollination Regulating floodwater Natural Hazard regulation 

Flood management Soil and water quality Soil quality   

Water quality Water regulation Control soil erosion   

Control of soil 
erosion   Carbon sequestration   

Pollination       

Cultural 

Tranquillity Farming landscape and heritage Recreation 
Seascape and landscape 
qualities 

Remoteness       

Dark skies       

Recreation       

Spiritual refreshment       
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Annex 1.2 

Ecosystems identified in MP 
 

MP Aims/Policies 
 

Ecosystems identified in NCA Profile 

Sheep meat - 2.8/4.2 

 

2.1 Landscape 

 

Food provision - 4.2 

Breeding stock - 4.2 

 

2.2 Historic Environment 

 

Timber provision - 2.9/4.3 

Grouse - 2.8/4.4 

 

2.3 Habitats and Wildlife 

 

Biomass energy - 4.2/4.3 

Carbon Storage - 2.9 

 

2.4 Tranquility 

 

Water availability - 2.10 

Flood management - 2.8 

 

2.5 Geodiversity 

 

Genetic diversity - 4.2 

Water quality - 2.9/2.10 

 

2.6 Air Quality 

 

Climate regulation - 2.3/2.9/4.2 

Control of soil erosion - 2.7/2.9 

 

2.7 Soils 

 

Regulating soil erosion - 2.7/2.8/2.9 

Pollination - 2.3 

 

2.8 Moorland 

 

Regulating soil quality - 2.7 

Tranquility - 2.4 

 

2.9 Trees and Woodlands 

 

Regulating water quality - 2.7/2.10/4.2 

Remoteness - 2.4 

 

2.10 Rivers and Streams 

 

Regulating water flow - 2.7/2.8/2.10 

Dark skies - 2.4 

 

2.11 Coastal and Marine Environment 

 

Regulating coastal flooding and erosion - 2.5/2.11 

Spiritual refreshment - 2.4/3.2 

 

3.1 Sustainable Visitor Growth 

 

Pollination - 2.3 

Food - crops, meat and dairy - 2.7/4.2 

 

3.2 Enjoying the Park 

 

Sense of place/inspiration - 4.1/5.2 

Growing crops to generate energy - 4.2/5.6 

 

3.3 Promoting the Park 

 

Sense of history - 2.2/5.2 

Water regulation - 2.8/2.9 

 

3.4 Understanding the Park 

 

Tranquillity - 2.4 

Farming landscape and heritage - 2.1/2.2/5.2 

 

4.1 Tourism 

 

Recreation - 3.1/3.2/3.3/4.1 

Timber - 2.9/4.3 

 

4.2 Agriculture 

 

Biodiversity - 2.3/2.9 

Regulating floodwater - 2.8/2.10 

 

4.3 Forestry and Woodland 

 

Geodiversity - 2.5 

Soil quality - 2.7 

 

4.4 Moorland Shooting 

  Control soil erosion - 2.7 

 

4.5 Lowland Shooting 

  Carbon sequestration - 2.7 

 

4.6 Local Businesses 

  Recreation - 3.1/3.2/3.3/4.1 

 

4.7 Fishing 

  Coastal industry and tourism - 2.11/3.1/3.2/4.1 

 

5.1 Involvement 

  Natural Hazard regulation - 2.5 

 

5.2 Culture and Traditions 

  Seascape and landscape qualities - 2.1/2.5/2.11 

 

5.3 Facilities 

  

  

5.4 House and New Development 

  

  

5.5 Transport 

  

  

5.6 Energy 

  

  

5.7 Waste Management 
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Appendix 3.1 

 Butterfly Conservation 
 Campaign for National Parks 
 Country Land and Business Association 
 DEFRA 
 English National Park Authorities Association 
 Environment Agency 
 Forestry Commission 
 Hambleton District Council 
 Home Energy Advice 
 National Farmers Union 
 Natural England 
 North Yorkshire and Cleveland Coastal Forum  
 North Yorkshire County Council 
 North Yorkshire Police 
 North Yorkshire Sport 
 RSPB 
 Ryedale District Council 
 Ryedale Folk Museum 
 Scarborough and Ryedale Astronomical Society 
 Scarborough Borough Council  
 Tees Valley RIGS Group 
 Tees Valley Unlimited 
 Walks around Britain 
 Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority 
 Yorkshire Water 
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Annex 3.2 
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Appendix 4.1 
 
Cleveland Industrial Archaeological Society 
Cleveland Ironstone Mining Museum 
Cleveland Mining Heritage Society 
Environment Agency 
Esk Valley Railway 
Forestry Commission 
Grosmont Heritage 
Historic England 
Kirby, Great Broughton and Ingleby Greenhow LHS 
National Railway Museum 
Natural England 
NE Yorkshire Ecological Data Centre 
North York Moors Association 
North Yorkshire Moors Railway 
North York Moors National Park Authority 
Private Landowners 
Rosedale Local History Society 
Rosedale Parish Council 
Ryedale District Council 
Ryedale Folk Museum 
Scarborough Borough Council 
University of Hull 
Visit Yorkshire 
Woodland Trust 
York University 
Yorkshire Esk Rivers Trust 
Yorkshire Wildlife Trust 
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Appendix 7.1 

 


