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 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:  Jan-Mar 2016 

Summary of your partnership’s response to Part 2: 

 Name of partnership or project: Northumberland National Park 

 Part 2 completed by whom? (Name and organisation): Gill Thompson NNPA   Completion date: April 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?  Management Plan Partnership (see Q3 for 
list) 

 
 What is the area your partnership or project operates over (in km2)? 1049km2 

 
 Proposed date for reviewing Part 2 of your self-assessment: Mid-term of management plan period  i.e. approx 2 years via management plan 

partnership meetings. 
 

 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 

We are at least half 

way to meeting this 

criteria and have 

identified actions 

planned to address 

We have only one 

or two areas that 

require 

development and 

action to address 

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 
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progressed far the gaps these is underway 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 

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 partnership considers we are doing very well in this aspect. The National Park Management Plan is the main document that gives evidence for 
this with a wide spread of assets considered across the plan. There is also consideration via the Border Uplands Partnership which has developed an activity 
plan. Biodiversity and some ecosystem services are also considered and planned for in the Natural Environment Vision for the NNP area. The Northern 
Upland Chain Local Nature Partnership (NUCLNP)  is also planning for a variety of ecosystem services across the Northumberland National Park and beyond 
(see later Q2) 

Evidence and examples: 

National Park Management plan.  National Parks have the requirement to produce a management plan for the Park area and Northumberland National Park 
has had a plan since 1977.  Currently the fifth review is in final draft form and covers the period 2016-2021. The draft plan has been assessed to determine if 
the full range of environmental services are being planned and provided for – see table 1 which shows that a full range of provisioning, regulating, cultural and 
supporting services are addressed through the plan. 

Border Uplands Activity Plan. The partnership (which covers an area inside the central part of Northumberland National Park and areas outside; it is a 
locally identified NIA) has given consideration to the ecosystems underpinning the biodiversity and landscape of the area and has linked specific habitats to 
the delivery of key ecosystem services. The Partnership Activity Plan contains two relevant actions: 
• Maintain ecosystem services mapping done for project area and update as necessary 
• Use ecosystem service mapping to inform decision making on project activities and priorities 
The development of the Revitalising Redesdale project has come out of this Partnership to help deliver the actions. 
 
Natural Environment vision. This document covers the period 2014-2035 and considers the main habitats and what services they provide including 
provisioning and regulating services such as carbon storage and sequestration, clean water, flood management and also recognises the cultural benefit of the 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/conservation-enhancement/ecology/border-uplands-restoration/areas-covered/
http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/Nat-E-Vision-2014-Small.pdf
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natural environment for e.g. recreation, sporting and well-being for all of society. 

NUCLNP work – Recent Natural Capital study and report has considered investment cases over a 40-50 year period for peatland, woodland, river 
catchments and grassland improvements to benefit society via flood alleviation, water regulation, carbon storage, timber supply and recreation. 

Water resources – The Tyne catchment partnership covers the southern half of the National Park and through partners including the Tyne Rivers Trust and 

the Forestry Commission (e.g. Forest Streams Project) ecosystem services are monitored and improved; i.e. temperature, pH, silt, chemical and biological 

indicators are monitored to ensure that water quality and quantity for drinking, flood amelioration, biodiversity, recreation (fishing and water sports) are 

retained and improved.  The Cheviot futures project also contributed to this area of work in the north of the park for the Tweed catchment rivers.  See here 

for case studies including flood prevention, water availability for fire management. Many of the rivers in the NNP are already in ‘good’ condition under the 

WFD monitoring, but because of the presence of several SAC rivers and protected species such as Salmon, lamprey and Freshwater pearl mussel (FPM) 

much of the work within catchments in the NNP is to maintain this status and reach ‘high’ for more sections of river – this is a target for the Rede where FPM 

occur. 

Gaps & areas for development:  Development of the Historic Environment Vision for the Park is currently underway to add to planning for the cultural services 
of the area. 

Opportunities: Further reviews of the management plan will take place – the next one in 5 years time could include even more consideration of ecosystem 
services and perhaps be even more central to the plan. 

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. 

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? 

To see how your partnership is 
considering ecosystem services 

[Links to CBD Principle 11] 

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

Your response to Question 2  

Summary:   There is good coverage of data across the Park and also in areas adjacent and linked to the National Park (important as ecosystem services are 
not confined to administrative boundaries*). Also a variety of data from different services and provisioning, regulating, cultural and supporting services are all 

http://tyneriverstrust.org/habitat-improvements/forestry/
http://www.cheviotfutures.co.uk/ourprojects.php?id=100049
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covered.   

* Border Uplands Area plus Northern Upland Chain Local Nature Partnership area (NUCLNP) which covers Northumberland National Park, North Pennines 
AONB, Yorkshire Dales NP, Nidderdale AONB and Forest of Bowland AONB 

For the NUCLNP there is a considerable amount of data collated for the whole area on habitat distribution including woodland and peat.. 

The Border Uplands project undertook an ecosystems mapping assessment.  We focused on the ecosystems services that are important on a national level.  
This included a themes on:  

a) Timber / Biomass / Woodland; (including using yield class data to estimate the annual additions of biomass) 
b) Climate regulation / soil (peat) carbon storage / woodland carbon storage;  
c) Water supply / Fish (including value to the local economy) / Rivers / Water flow / flood storage;  
d) Cultural Ecosystems Services / recreation / tranquillity and dark skies / sense of place / geodiversity.  We illustrated all of these services overlapping.   
In addition, the value of land for Food production can be illustrated with the National Agricultural Land Classification dataset.   
 
NCAs – There are 5 NCAs that cover the NNP area: Cheviot Hills, Cheviot fringe, Sandstone Hills, Border moors and Forest, Tyne Gap and Hadrian’s Wall. A 
description of the ecosystem services for each can be found here. 

The Natural Environment Vision highlights important biodiversity and also some ecosystem services such as water quality, flood water retention, air quality, 
carbon storage, recreation and tranquillity. 

Evidence and examples: Examples are given under the different types of services showing a wide ranging spread of data.  

Provisioning 

Water Framework monitoring data gives information about the provision of clean water across the Park. Of the 68 Waterbodies in the NNP 44 are currently 
good or high quality. 

Food – Farm survey (2012) Collated data about farm sizes and number of stock in the NNP. The farming case studies found here show how the farmed area 
contributes to stock production together with other services such as flood alleviation and habitat improvement. 

Timber supply – good data from areas of woodland in commercial forestry and some information about yield classes from particularly FC long-term forest 
plans. 

Energy - a study to ascertain the solar PV potential of south facing roofs and hydro potential of the water sheds within the National Park has been 
undertaken. Wind energy data per 1km2 is available for the Park. 

Regulating  

We have an estimation of the carbon storage of all the soils in the National Park (this is also supporting service).  This is linked to the Phase 1 habitat survey 
and peat depth information we have for the Park. For some areas there is quality data including where grips have been blocked and trees removed from peat 

file://peb377fs/m290966$/XC/Border%20Uplands/Edit/Ecosystems%20services/Ecosystems%20Services%20BU%20report
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-character-area-profiles-data-for-local-decision-making/national-character-area-profiles#ncas-in-north-east-england
http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/conservation-enhancement/farming/farming-rural-enterprise-team/
http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/conservation-enhancement/farming/case-studies/
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soils. These data are within 10 years old and are being added to and updated continually.   

Carbon storage figures in woodland and forestry in the National Park have also been estimated in a study and habitat maps showing distribution and type of 
woodland are available for the area. This is based on the FC National Forestry Inventory plus up to date local data.  These data are available for the whole of 
the LNP area. 

Cultural  

Visitors surveys –The Northumberland National Park Visitor Survey is carried out every three years so information about which parts of the Park are the 
most important for recreation are available. The last Visitor Survey was undertaken in 2014. See Q3 also. Evidence from car park takings also can be used to 
provide evidence of visitor numbers at sites within the Hadrian’s Wall Corridor.  
The survey also includes questions to gauge visitor understanding of the special qualities associated with the National Park which includes ecosystem 

services such as tranquillity. 

Residents’ survey (2011) – found that majority were satisfied with the local area as a place to live with wide recognition and understanding of special 

qualities of the National Park. 

Tourism – Data collated in 2004 showed the economic value of protected areas in the North east - £42 million generated by tourists visiting the National 

Park. The Business needs survey (2006) found that tourism businesses are the second most common business type both within and on the edge of the 

National Park. 

Rights of Way – There are people counters on both National Trails within the National Park – the data is downloaded and managed by Natural England. 
Natural England has previously carried out user surveys of National Trails based on visitor experience. The last one was undertaken in 2014. 
We also have a people counter on the Sandstone Way (on a stretch outside the NP, but is on a location which should be generally recording SW users in the 
main) 
 
Health and well-being – Some regional and national data is available through the Walk to Well-being walk programme relating to use and impact of using 
the National Park for physical and mental health, and links to Public Health England, but more needs to be done to cut data to the Park area – see 
opportunities.  
 
Dark skies data – In its application to the International Dark Sky Association to secure Dark Sky Park status, volunteers from Northumberland National Park 
Authority and Kielder Observatory took a suite of SQM data from around Northumberland Dark Sky Park in order to provide an assessment of the night sky 
quality. 
This data was gathered: 
• using an SQM-L 
• across 101 sites spread around NNPA (78 sites) and KWFP (23 sites) 
• between December 2011 and December 2012 
 
Tranquillity - Mapping carried out by the CPRE showed Northumberland National Park to be one of the most tranquil places in England. Map 

Heritage – Including Historic Environment Record, Historic Landscape Characterisation and local community archaeology records. Good coverage for the 

file:///C:/Users/dwise/Downloads/NIDSPapplication.pdf
http://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/countryside/tranquil-places/item/1839-
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Park area. 

Landscape - Landscape Character Assessment for the NP and have informed neighbouring Authority Landscape Character assessments and Natural 
England’s National Character Area profiles  for a landscape scale approach. 

Supporting 

The Natural Environment vision collates information about the important habitats and services they provide. This includes: the phase 1 habitat survey is a 
proxy for most of the supporting services as it indicates where habitats and vegetation are in the Park; some sites (heather and peat have condition 
information as well as extent. SSSI/SAC condition monitoring on designated sites can also be used as a proxy. WFD data is a good indicator for the health of 
freshwater systems, and is used to identify catchment management priorities. 44 of the 68 waterbodies in the NNP are good or high quality showing this is an 
important service in the Park and for society downstream – drinking water, natural flood management, recreation etc.  

Gaps & areas for development:  More data can always be gathered and the National Park Authority is a good place for this to be held – increased information 
about the quality of habitats as well as extent could be added.  Invasive species data is an area that could do with improvement. 

Although good coverage of historic data, continual updating of non-designated assets is important. 

There is also a need to ensure that good local data also makes its way back ‘up’ to the National data sets to ensure national figures and estimates are up to 
date and accurate. 

Opportunities: Next management plan review to ensure all areas well covered. Development of the Historic Environment Vision (underway) will also be an 
opportunity to inform the ecosystems approach. The forthcoming Local Plan review and future planning policies will also be collating data sets. 

The Accord between National Parks England and Public Health England will be an opportunity to obtain further refined data for the National Park Area 
regarding use and potential of the National Park for mental and physical well-being. 

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 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/Nat-E-Vision-2014-Small.pdf
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Your response to Question 3  

Summary:  We feel that we are strong on this element as involving and collaborating lots of stakeholders is the way we work within the Northumberland 
National Park area.  The management plan partnership covers a range of organisations and the development of the plan has involved communities inside, 
around and some way outside of the National Park boundary. Local farming groups, landowners and estate managers are always consulted and their 
comments included into documents when carrying out consultation exercises. When delivering the actions the National Park Authority and other agencies do 
not own much land in the National Park, therefore land managers and owners must be involved with practical delivery. In some cases local groups have gone 
on to take ownership of projects and develop them further. Local communities have been involved in delivery through Action Area and Sustainable 
Development Fund projects. 

Members of the National Park Authority represent a range of communities and interests both inside and outside the National Park area.  They are involved in 
developing all plans and policies and in allocating resources for delivery. 

Evidence and examples:  

The management plan partnership includes Northumberland National Park Authority, Northumberland County Council, The Environment Agency, Natural 
England, Historic England, English Heritage, Northumberland Tourism Ltd., The Country Land and Business Association, The Defence Infrastructure 
Organisation, Northumberland County Joint Local Access Forum, Kielder Water & Forest Park Development Trust, The National Farmers Union, The Forestry 
Commission, the Northumberland National Park Foundation. During the development of the plan there have been local meetings across the whole of the Park 
and some in the market towns around the edges and outside of the Park e.g. Wooler, Berwick, Ashington. Consultation was open to any member of the public 
via the website and was promoted on social media. 

During the development of the Natural Environment vision farmer and land mangers meetings took place across the Park to ensure that elements that were 
important to those managing land were incorporated.  There was support particularly for ensuring wading birds such as lapwing and curlew were protected 
and this has been developed.  The vision is translated practically by incorporating into burning plans, forest management plans , new native 
woodland/forestry planting plans on estate and farm scale. 

In a similar way development of Neighbourhood plans and parish council consultations have involved local stakeholders developing plans and policies 
protecting local assets e.g. protection of cultural heritage particularly important in the Tarset and Greystead neighbourhood plan 

Visitor Surveys:  QA Research was contracted by the Authority in May 2014 to undertake the visitor survey during the summer and autumn of this year and 

to produce a report of its findings. The specific research objectives for this project were to: 

·        Profile visitors, in terms of demographics, who visiting with, party size, transport used, type of visitor, frequency of visiting, accommodation used (for 
overnight visitors), duration and visitor spend 

·        Identify motivations to visiting and sources of information used to prepare and plan a visit 
·        Understand usage of Northumberland National Park (e.g. frequency of visiting, activities undertaking and places visiting during trip) 
·        Record the value visitors place on aspects of their visit they regard as being important, and how their experience of that aspect is either being 

exceeded or otherwise. 
·        Gauge visitor understanding of the special qualities associated with the National Park 
·        Measure impressions of the visit and level of satisfaction 
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·        Measure the likelihood to recommend a visit to others 
·        Test the appeal of potential future developments 
·        Capture suggestions for changes or improvements to enhance the visitor experience 

  

In addition to the 2011 survey, visitors were also questioned on their level of awareness of the International Dark Sky Park designation given to the National 

Park and their views on what they regarded as an attractive landscape, and one they felt had been spoilt. A target of 600 face to face interviews was planned 

using a set questionnaire at a eight locations across the National Park. In the event, 525 surveys were completed, providing a 95% confidence level, which is 

within the +/- 5% standard industry error rate required to provide a statistically robust results at an overall level. In order to compare data with the 2011 survey 

and identify any trends, most of the questions were repeated from the 2011 questionnaire.   

The NUCLNP has open forums which involves people from a range of organisations (industry, statutory, non-statutory and NGO) as well as land owners, 
managers and community groups.  This is across a range of interests including nature conservation, resource protection, tourism.  The board which helps 
determine the priorities for action across the LNP includes a similar mix and includes open seats for election.  The LNP High Nature Value farming group has 
farming and landowner representatives from across the LNP and each area engages land managers locally.  

Local Access Forum  - National Park Authorities are required under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 to have a Local Access Forum. The 

Northumberland National Park and County Joint Local Access Forum is an independent body with an interest in public rights of way and access to the 

countryside. Northumberland National Park Authority works in Partnership with Northumberland County Council in the running of the Forum. The current 

forum has 15 members representing users of rights of way and access land, owners, managers and occupiers of access land  or land over which there are 

rights of way, and wider interest groups including rural business, education, tourism, conservation interests and so on. 

National Park forum an annual meeting which moves around the Park (and fringes) open to residents and local people to understand about the work in the 
Park and to contribute ideas. 

Tourism partnerships. A range of tourism providers, businesses and local authorities promote the cultural ecosystem services of the Park area to local, 
national and international visitors. Often services such as health benefits and recreation of  open space, tranquillity, wildlife and historic environment are 
used. 

Health and well-being – Walk to well-being programme operated in the National Park and has done for several years. e.g. in 2016 there are 9 walks and 
delivered by trained health walk leaders who regularly lead short(1-3) miles in towns & villages in West Tyndale. People are encouraged to do these and then 
lead to the next step of going out on their own or joining similar or longer walks such as the National park voluntary ranger led walks.  The contribution of the 
natural environment to well-being is recognised in section 5 of the Natural Environment Vision. 
 

Dark skies – A lighting master plan has been produced for the Northumberland International Dark Sky Park. Though, not yet adopted as a planning policy 
document, it encourages developers to take heed of the guidance within it to ensure that light pollution is minimised in the Dark Sky Park. Policy 19 of the 
Northumberland National Park Core Strategy and Development Policies document is used to determine whether tranquillity will be affected, due to the impact 
of light generated by any proposed development. The authority uses this policy to manage new external lighting provided in association with new 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Lighting-Master-Plan-v21.pdf
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development, along with other development plan policies and the National Planning Policy Framework.   

Revitalising Redesdale is a Landscape Partnership Scheme which has involved the community in planning and will continue to in delivering.  It involves 
protecting and enhancing the natural and built heritage and community cohesion. 

Delivering action is increasingly via volunteering through the Sill project including activities such as peat restoration, (grip blocking and tree removal) and tree 
planting. E.g. Roman Wall loughs planting for water quality and water retention. 

Delivery - The area approach to working with communities and businesses that are in or close to the park has been in place for over a decade and the Action 
Area Fund and Sustainable Development Fund has given support, advice and funding. Egs of projects developed and funded linked to ecosystem services 
include hay meadow seed harvesting business and Flood alleviation project at Alwinton. 

Gaps & areas for development:  There is potential to have more links with the Economic sector in the future.  Wider understanding of Ecosystem approach 
across these groups and perhaps even more work with communities downstream of the National Park.  Can always have wider recognition as the National 
Park is estimated to be recognised by 3% of the population. 

The last management plan review did try to include people from outside the National Park to gauge their views, understanding and input, but this is an area 
for possible further development. 

Opportunities: The forthcoming Local Development plan review will have wide public consultation and policies should include an Ecosystem Approach.   

Possible cross border work into Scotland through the Borderlands project may happen. 

National Parks England have just signed an accord with Public Health England acknowledging that partnership working would be beneficial to both 
organisations and development in this area in NNP e.g. working with local health care professionals to prescribe walks for mental and physical health. 
 

Question 4 - Is there a management plan with objectives that deliver multiple benefits for biodiversity and other 

ecosystem services through joint action? 

Prompt questions to help you answer Question4: 

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 
 

To see how your partnership is 
planning for future management which 
is integrated and holistic; combining 
the conservation and use of your local 
environment. 
 
[Links to CBD Principle 10] 
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Have you considered linkages for ecological networks and ecosystem services beyond the partnership/project area? 

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

Your response to Question 4  

Summary: We feel that we are definitely scoring highly in this area as we have been particularly innovative in linking to areas outside the National Park in our 
planning as well as having an up to date, jointly agreed management plan covering the area.  

Under the management plan are other plans such as the Natural Environment Vision and the Border Uplands activity plan which cover either the whole Park 
or large portions of it, then there are plans for specific areas or estates such as the Otterburn Training Area and the College Valley estate.  

 The National Park, together with adjacent Kielder Forest Park has been awarded Dark Sky Park status indicating that tranquillity has been considered. 

Evidence and examples: 

Management plan 2016-2020. See Q3 for list of management plan partners and Appendix 1 of the management plan which shows core and affiliated 
partners.  The management plan is reviewed every 5 years by the management plan partnership.  The draft version goes out to consultation to residents, 
users and other interested parties and amendments are made from these comments.  It is a plan for the Park area not the National Park Authority and each 
year an annual action plan is developed to plan and record action by all partners. The partnership stays together for the length of the plan, not just for the 
development of the plan document. It was agreed at recent partnership meeting (Feb 16)  that the ecosystem approach has been incorporated into the final 
version with linkages to implementation and monitoring through the annual action plan each year. 

The management plan is sub-divided into 5 aims each with a number of outcomes and some specific examples of the means to achieve. 

Aim 1: A Welcoming Park – covers mainly cultural services 

Aim 2: A Distinctive Place – good links to all types of service 

Aim 3: A Living, Working Landscape for Now and the Future – good links to all types of service 

Aim 4: Thriving Communities – good links to all types of service 

Aim 5: A Valued Asset – strongest link to provisioning and cultural services 

The matrix mentioned in Q 1 shows how the delivery of the numbered outcomes in the management plan under each of the above aims are linked to the 
various ecosystem services. Although these Aims have remained the same from the previous management plan more attention has been given to ecosystem 
services throughout the plan, including explanatory sections in the introduction and the replacement of outcomes and actions relating only to climate change 
in the previous plan. Objectives such as 3.2.1 To promote and implement sustainable land management practices which contribute to ecosystem services 
using the natural capital provided by the National Park through, (for example management of peaty soils, woodlands, moorland habitats to retain water) show 
this subtle change of approach to include coverage of a wider range of ecosystem services. The old plan objective read 3.2.1 To promote and implement 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/planning/policy-guidance/management-plan/management-plan-review/
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sustainable land management practices which contribute to effective carbon sequestration and storage. 

Objective 4.2.5 is to improve health and well-being through e.g. development further of the Walk to well being programme and improvements to walking and 
cycling infrastructure. 

There are tensions between timber production and farming and carbon storage which are being discussed with partners and mapping to help determine the 
best land use is underway. This is pertinent for the Northumberland National Park as approximately 21% of the Park is covered in plantation forestry. 

There is considerable evidence for the consideration given to how the National Park is linked to areas beyond its boundary via the Border Uplands 
Partnership and the LNP work.  These projects, plans and actions make links at a direct catchment scale across the boundary (Tyne catchment and 
Wansbeck as well as Kielder water and forest) and habitat types/ecosystems across a larger contiguous area e.g. peat protection and improvement across 
the north of England.  

Tourism Partnerships: New Dark Sky accreditation scheme for tourism businesses: Our partners at Northumberland Tourism Ltd have developed new 
criteria for accommodation providers that will help them reduce light pollution around their properties and market their businesses to interested audiences.  
Two new logos can be awarded once they agree to meet the conditions listed in each of the relevant criteria. To date, more than 40 businesses have signed 
up. 
 

Gaps & areas for development: At the last management plan partnership meeting (Feb16)  there was a discussion regarding membership of the partnership. 
It was decided by partners that there were no organisation or sector omissions in the partnership, but this will be kept under review. 

Opportunities: Annual action plan reviews to incorporate more discussion and inclusion of the ecosystem approach 

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: We think there is good progress with this area of work with some nationally used examples and pilot projects being developed in the area. National 
Park purposes take into account sustainable development and the Sandford principle 

Evidence and examples:   

file://Jabeltrew/General/PrC/Edit/Natural%20Environment%20and%20Landscape/Biodiversity%20general/Biodiversity%202020/Outcome%201C/New%20Dark%20Sky%20accreditation%20scheme%20for%20tourism%20businesses
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A Climate Change Adaptation report was produced for the period 2012-2017. This included which ecosystem services would be likely to be affected by 
climate change, to what extent and what adaptation might be needed e.g. sheep and food supply, trees and timber, peat bogs and carbon storage. 

There is a Sustainability Appraisal and Appropriate Assessment of the management plan which assesses the long-term implications of the plan on 
protected sites and all aspects of sustainability.  

In the management plan there are several outcomes which address this point, particularly under Aim 3 – 3.1 and 3.2. in e.g. promoting research and practice 
development around wildfire risk and increasing genetic diversity in future planting to mitigate from pest and disease spread. 

The Local Plan does include policies that ensure delivery of sustainable development; biodiversity, cultural heritage, water resources, air, soils, prevention of 
flooding etc are covered.  See though opportunities below for potential improvements. 

Ecosystem mapping.  Opportunity mapping and network mapping with the intention of creating robust networks across the Park for species to move and 
develop in over time. This actually covers areas outside the Park (NUCLNP and Border Uplands) to ensure that the Park is not isolated – important when 
considering climate change and species movement. 

Cheviot futures project is a good example of local work in the north of the Park which has been cited nationally. This has included risk assessment and 
planning including farm flood alleviation plans.  Creation of natural flood management areas using woody debris, riverine tree planting and flood storage 
areas to prepare areas for increased rainfall.  Creating areas for stock watering that do not pollute water courses but allow drinking in times of low flow, as 
well as solar powered drinking trailers have been trialled. There has also been provision of fire ponds to help deal with water supply on the hill in preparation 
for increased fire risk with climate change. See case studies for full details.  

Upland Hill Track project – This project is trialling and monitoring sustainable surfaces for managing upland access by vehicle which is important 
considering climate change and anticipated increases in winter rainfall and fire risk to prevent damage to sensitive habitats such as peatland and heathland. 

Wildfire project looks at the risk of wildfire and how this may change with climate change. Includes adaptations such as fire ponds and ensuring that 
appropriate equipment is available for land managers and fire fighters. 

Site management plans e.g. NNR plans consider climate change and the effect on sites and their ecosystem services and how management may have to 
change if climate changes. 

The Traditional Boundaries Training Scheme and Farming Training Scheme helped to ensuring there are skills for the future management of the Park 
area e.g. walling, farm business and stock management. 

Dark Skies: CPRE is to commission new light pollution maps of England. The data to be used is the most comprehensive and up-to-date set available and 
would produce maps at a pixel resolution of 500 x 750m and be underpinned with a 1:250,000 scale Ordnance Survey base map.   
  
There would also be accompanying statistics which would show the percentage of the total area of each National Park that falls in each light pollution 
category, along with PDF maps of each Park (as well as AONBs and local authorities). The new data and maps would be an important baseline for mapping 
change over time, could be incorporated into National Park Management Plans and support applications for Dark Sky status. 
 
The Hadrian’s Wall management plan considers the impact of climate change on heritage – Policy 6d: Management of the World Heritage Site will take 

http://www.cheviotfutures.co.uk/ourprojects.php?id=100049
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account of the likely effects of climate change that might threaten the OUV. 
 Action: Promote research on how the World Heritage Site might be affected by climate change, and how this might be mitigated. Year 2-5 

 

Gaps & areas for development: 

Opportunities: New native and conifer planting could help with increased flood risk – schemes such as Woodlands for Water and well targeted planting may 
help.  

Potential development of Slowing the Flow or Natural Flood Management pilot project linked to new woodland planting or moorland restoration.   

Also future Local Plan which may develop policies – next plan due 2016. The previous plan concentrated on climate change impacts and adaptations, but as 
in the new management plan, the revision could include a wider range of ecosystem services when describing the special qualities and services that need to 
be protected by policies. Current policies 1 Delivering Sustainable Development, Policy 2 Climate Change and Policy 3 General Development Principles 
could be possible places for improvements.  

Question 6 - Are you considering the long term (10+ years) management requirements for delivering high 

quality ecosystem services from functioning ecosystems?  

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?  

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

[Links to CBD Principles 8 + 9] 

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

Your response to Question 6 

Summary: Long term thinking is at the heart of many policies and ways of working in the Northumberland National Park and having a stand-alone Authority 
empowered to protect and enhance the area helps this. The National Park Authority vision emphasises that the future of the National Park lies in 
maintaining and enhancing the special qualities (which encompasses all ecosystem services).Northumberland National Park Authority will be proactive, 
innovative and forward-looking, working towards a National Park with thriving communities and a sustainable local economy grounded in its special qualities , 
including a richness of cultural heritage and biodiversity, a true sense of tranquillity and a distinct character associated with a living working landscape in 
which everyone has an opportunity to understand enjoy and contribute to those special qualities. 

Long-term management of areas is planned with knowledge of how they have changed over-time, in some cases using information that goes back 40+years.  
Staff often work for long periods of time in the National Park and develop relationships with land managers and owners over time, meaning that decisions 
about management are not made in isolation. This helps to work with partner organisations and projects where staff do change and initiatives are for a limited 
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time period.  Since staff work over the whole park area management is not just considered on a single farm or area basis but can be co-ordinated across 
estates, catchments, ecological boundaries – see below. 

Evidence and examples:  

The Natural Environment Vision (NEV) covers a 20 year period and considers changes that may take place to habitats and species over this time including 
climate change.  This forms the underlying direction of travel, showing what it is hoped the Park will be like in 20 years time. It sets out which habitats and 
species are a priority and these will be addressed throughout the lifetime of the plan. This vision has fed into the management plan (of which there will be 
several during the period covered by the NEV) particularly aim 2 (To manage, conserve and enhance the distinctive natural and cultural qualities of the 
National Park) e.g. Objective 2.2.1 Encourage and support land management practices to bring about measurable improvements in the natural environment 
and deliver the Natural Environment Vision 2014-3035 and 3 (To adapt to change by applying new approaches, together with traditional techniques)  e.g. 
objective 3.1.2 Ensure that all the National Park’s rivers are of the highest quality and  minimise the flood risk and  impacts to communities and businesses. 

The NEV was written as a text document with no specific separate action plan so after publication the text was converted into 63 individual actions to be 
delivered over the 20 years.  These actions form the basis of an action plan against which activity is planned and recorded each year. In reality NNPA staff 
and partners will not be working towards all 63 actions every year, so an action plan has been developed firstly for the period 2016-19 indicating which 
actions will be worked on, what activities will be undertaken with an estimation of the number of sites. 

Long-term forest plans, estate plans and co-ordinating management on adjacent holdings happens over large areas of the Park. This means that ecological 
variability is created, habitat heterogeneity is increased and ecological networks are maintained.  Existing high quality habitat is buffered and maintained by 
not only focussing on protected sites, but by taking a whole farm/estate/forest approach. E.g. work with an estate in and adjacent to Simonside SAC is 
currently underway to increase woodland cover, protect peatland, reduce run-off, increase species diversity as well as provide food, income and recreation. 
This has been planned by using habitat and network maps of the surrounding area and co-ordinating adjacent agri-environment schemes to complement the 
work. Agri-environment schemes are usually planned for a 10 year period of management in an area. Knowledge of surrounding schemes can mean 
improvements can be long-term over a geographical area not just within a farm boundary.  Long-term forest plans are designed to produce timber while 
protecting other priority habitats, species and water quality in the long-term.  They consider felling and replanting patterns over 20+ year periods. 

Revitalising Redesdale – under development the project will work to improve connectivity of habitats in that area. The bid including river water quality 
protection was also informed by climate sensitivity mapping which was undertaken by NE nationally 

LNP work on “ecological network mapping” works on a very large landscape scale, with other protected landscape partners, to target ecological connectivity 
work. This planning over a large area of contiguous habitat enables species to move over large areas and prevents isolation and fragmentation of habitat 
helping the environment to adapt to future climatic (and potentially landuse) changes. 

National Trails and other ROW - Flagging on peat on the Border Ridge, Simonside etc, pitching on steep slopes all with the aim of creating a sustainable 

walking surface and protecting the underlying habitat/vegetation taking into account visitor pressure and climate change. 

The Sustainable hill tracks project aims to get long-term plans and methods for sustainable tracks into the future.  The guidance can be used by land 
mangers and used to influence planning decisions in the future. 

Gaps & areas for development:  
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Opportunities: Partnership Projects such as Revitalising Redesdale can take an Ecoysystems Approach to engage a wide range of partners in assessing 
projects that will bring different resource opportunities together to deliver the best range of benefits over the next 10 years and beyond.  These may include: 
land management to protect peat, soils and improve water quality; natural flood management; rural development; and cultural or tourism benefits, for example 

During the Local Plan review the long term spatial vision will be reviewed and there may be more scope to include a wider view of the special qualities 
including ecosystem services 

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: Monitoring occurs at different levels from high level monitoring of progress towards plans, to estates, to farms, catchments and to individual fields 
or mires. This monitoring at varying levels feeds directly back into work programmes; if changes in status are not seen more work is planned, if improvements 
are obvious prirites change to other work areas. 

Evidence and examples:  

Achievements through the high level of the Management plan is monitored and has feedback of actions via the annual action plan.  This records activity by 
all partners and helps to identify from year to year which areas need prioritising in the following years; this is agreed at partnership meetings. This action 
translates into improvements in habitat quality, status of cultural assets etc . This is monitored through the State of the Park progress report... 

The State of the Park report monitors a variety of indicators in the medium to long term against key management plan targets – e.g. SSSI status, Heritage at 
Risk, Water Framework water bodies this helps to prioritise action through the management plan, annual action plans and the Natural Environment vision 
action plan.  If figures are declining the annual action plans will prioritise action to rectify e.g. The number of monuments on the Heritage at Risk register were 
identified as being high so a Heritage at Risk project was initiated to investigate the reasons and implement actions to improve; activity such as bracken and 
scrub removal as well as larger scale activities such as river bank erosion prevention work to protect a castle have taken place as a result. In 2008 60.5% of 
monuments were at medium /high risk, by 2015 after project initiation this had reduced to 50% - the work is going and will keep feeding back into annual work 
plans for NNPA, NE and HE staff.. 

A monitoring framework and action plan for the Natural Environment Vision is currently being developed to record progress, activity and improvements to 
habitats. This monitoring framework helps to inform partner work programmes and annual staff work programmes. Target figures for the long term (-2035) 
have been devised and progress towards these will be measured periodically and used to prioritise funding and activity e.g. Area of new native woodland, 
area and networks of species-rich grasslands for pollinators; are they increasing, if not, where is the best place for them to be developed.  See also water 
body target below. It should be noted that habitat and ecosystem change can happen slowly therefore monitoring of all things will not happen every year, but 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/state-of-the-national-park/factfile/
http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about/conservation-enhancement/historic-environment/heritage-at-risk/
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updates on condition and extent will continue to feed into work plans each time an assessment is made if the targets are still to be met. 

Annual trails and ROW survey – 5% of the PRoW in the NP are surveyed annually (half in May and the other in November to iron out any issues with 
seasonality). Both the Pennine Way and Hadrian’s Wall Path are also surveyed annually and this informs the production of a work plan to rectify these issues 
for the following year e.g. the need for stile replacement, flagging etc. Fixed point photographic monitoring is also undertaken on HWP annually to help inform 
this process. 
 
Aerial and fixed point photos e.g. Photography monitoring points have been established on some of the peat erosion sites we have worked on, which can 
be replicated in the future; this would feed back into any future practical works by knowing what is most successful techniques and where further works are 
required.   

Habitat maps (Phase 1 and information about quality) is updated at intervals and help determine where more habitat restoration and may take place. E.g. 
targeting hay meadow restoration close to other good quality hay meadows. Tree planting schemes are directed at the most suitable locations away from 
other priority and important habitats. 

There is some monitoring for CS schemes to determine the effectiveness of prescriptions e.g. hay meadows are monitored regularly to check management is 
correct and whether seed addition has worked, the results inform future management i.e. continue the same, add more seed, change cutting dates. This 
could be more extensive, particularly for larger areas of moorland and an area for improvement.  

Water environment - EA data (increased P and N in regular samples for example) can point out where work is required to increase water quality. Catchment 
sensitive farming and sheep dip projects are examples of where this monitoring has led to practical projects and improvements e.g. new watering points and 
new dip facilities. 

Periodic SSSI and SAC condition monitoring is undertaken which informs management to ensure favourable status and protect the ecosystem services of the 
site.  There are several SAC and SSSI rivers in the Park so this monitoring can trigger actions across large areas e.g. improving forestry management and 
planting design adjacent to Tweed Rivers SAC.  Burning plans on land covered by SAC and SSSI designations have helped improve peat protection (carbon 
storage and biodiversity enhancement) and water quality. Areas around water courses and deep peat are avoided and agreed by estates – the adherence to 
these plans are monitored on site visits and feedback is given into future agri-environment schemes and burning plans. 

WFD monitoring indicates which river sections and standing waterbodies are in high, good, moderate or poor condition.  The known reasons for failure are 
listed for each section and are used to prioritise improvement works e.g. barriers to fish migration removed, high N and P levels are investigated and 
improvements such as farmyard waste upgrades, fencing to prevent poaching are undertaken (Roman Wall loughs).  Some reasons for failure are unclear 
and these sections will merit further investigation and therefore feed into EA and other partner work programmes. There are 68 water bodies in NNP in 2015 
65%; 41 = good 3= high. Target is all 68 waterbodies in good or high.  

There is a regular monitoring of habitats and species (including an annual 28 x 1km square bird survey) on the Otterburn Training Area.  This information 
helps to inform agri-environment schemes and development locations on the training area to protect and improve sensitive areas e.g. rush cutting, scrape 
creation.  These surveys are annual so it can be ascertained whether improvements have been successful or whether further works need to be planned. 

Data from the regional records centre (ERIC) is available and updated by many partners and volunteers across the Park area.  This is used to inform agri-
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environment schemes e.g. local and national bird data helps target wader prescriptions and scrape creation and to inform planning decisions.    

Dark skies – A lighting master plan has been produced for the Northumberland International Dark Sky Park. Though, not yet adopted as a planning policy 
document, it encourages developers to take heed of the guidance within it to ensure that light pollution is minimised in the Dark Sky Park. Policy 19 of the 
Northumberland National Park Core Strategy and Development Policies document is used to determine whether tranquillity will be affected, due to the impact 
of light generated by any proposed development. The authority uses this policy to manage new external lighting provided in association with new 
development, along with other development plan policies and the National Planning Policy Framework. The dark sky status will be reassessed at regular 
intervals in some places and it is suggested that in some locations permanent continual readings could be taken. These data will help inform where 
improvements need to be made e.g. more downlighting.  

Gaps & areas for development: More monitoring to inform future agri-environment schemes and effectiveness of prescriptions 

Opportunities: Potential for use of remote sensing, but not convinced at the moment for all things.  Good for crude scale such as woodland change / bracken 
cover. 

As mentioned in question 2 , it is important to get information back up into larger national datasets to ensure that monitoring and change at a larger scale is 
also happening. 

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. 

What values are you looking at? E.g. economic, perception, cultural. 

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

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] 

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

Your response to Question 8 

Summary:  Consultation on various projects and areas of work has included trying to understand what people value across a whole range of Ecosystem 
services in the Park. The Management plan consultation in particular helped with this element as well as ongoing projects such as youth work. 

Evidence and examples: 

The consultation for the production of the Natural Environment vision and the LNP High Nature Value Farming groups have helped the partnership gain 
information about what local land managers value e.g. woodlands/trees for shelter from wind, rain and heat for stock, riverine planting to help prevent 

http://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/04/Lighting-Master-Plan-v21.pdf
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flooding as well as biodiversity that gives them a sense of place and well-being – lapwings were particularly popular in discussions. 

Work on peat restoration has helped the partnership to understand that people who do not necessarily live and work in the area also value the carbon storage 
and water storage properties in the uplands. Recent flooding events have also garnered support from the wider public for tree planting in the uplands.  

Cultural values are being recognised via residents workshops such as Kirknewton Conservation Area  

Consultation for the Tyne Catchment plan engaged people across the whole catchment including in the Park area and identified cultural services such as 
recreation and fishing as well as flood issues and clean water provision. 

Young people - Schools programmes such as Moorland Indicators of Climate Change Initiative (MICCI) targeting school years 7 & 8. Pupils take part in 

classroom discussions about carbon lock-up and carry out site surveys and experiments on peat bogs. Programme in place since 2011. Standard school visit 

evaluation forms are sought post activity which helps to determine learning outcomes including about ecosystem services. 

 
·        Youth Cabinet. A small group(x6) of young people aged 16-25 who are well engaged with NNPA and meet monthly. Minuted meetings record discussions 
together with documentation of consultation work. 

·        Youth Mosaic. 3 year project creating ‘Champions’ (well engaged individuals who can cascade knowledge to peers). Target group is 16-25 urban, 
disengaged.  Formal evaluation report of Youth Mosaic tracked how Young Champions rated themselves (before & after) on the nature relatedness 
(NR6) scale. See http://www.naturerelatedness.ca/Nature_Relatedness_files/Nature%20Relatedness%20Scale%20and%20scoring-
Nisbet%20et%20al.pdf 

 
In developing the Revitalising Redesdale project there was public consultation work - questionnaires were produced which asked people what they valued 
about the area; this question was also posed in a public consultation event in March 2015. Themes that came from this were mainly cultural services; the 
importance of local history and recognition for the need for better management and interpretation of the historic environment as well as a desire for greater 
access to heritage features and the provision of circular routes for safe walking, cycling and riding to enable more people to enjoy the area. 

Results from the Park’s resident and visitor surveys have helped understand what visitors value including open space, peace and tranquillity and 
wildness/remoteness. Questions included 

- Identify motivations to visiting and sources of information used to prepare and plan a visit 
·        Understand usage of Northumberland National Park (e.g. frequency of visiting, activities undertaking and places visiting during trip) 
·        Record the value visitors place on aspects of their visit they regard as being important, and how their experience of that aspect is either being 

exceeded or otherwise. 
·        Gauge visitor understanding of the special qualities associated with the National Park 
·        Capture suggestions for changes or improvements to enhance the visitor experience 

 

Gaps & areas for development:  The EA in this area is in early stages through the Catchment Groups and developing a couple of flood risk related pilot 
projects, but not in the National Park Area; this could be an area for development. 

http://www.tynecatchment.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/12/Tyne-Catchment-Plan-electronic-version.pdf
http://www.naturerelatedness.ca/Nature_Relatedness_files/Nature%20Relatedness%20Scale%20and%20scoring-Nisbet%20et%20al.pdf
http://www.naturerelatedness.ca/Nature_Relatedness_files/Nature%20Relatedness%20Scale%20and%20scoring-Nisbet%20et%20al.pdf
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General feedback from school visits doesn’t always record changes in perception and understanding of ecosystem services, this could be developed as well 
as more discussion with the youth cabinet in this area. 

Opportunities: The Sill project is anticipated to develop this area much more. It is anticipated that visitors and attendees at Sill events will be questioned about 
what they value in the landscape and how this changes through visiting and learning through the Sill.  Project development of Revitalising Redesdale will also 
develop this area further by developing the project with local communities and examining in more depth what they currently value and how the project can 
improve the ecosystem services of the project area. Delivery of management plan Outcomes 1.3 (A more diverse range of learning opportunities will be 
available to help people understand, value and contribute to conserving, enhancing and enjoying the National Park’s distinctive natural and cultural qualities) 
and 4.1(The communities in and around the National Park will have a strong connection to and appreciation of the National Park and be fully engaged in 
shaping its future) will contribute in future by e.g. by supporting and developing the Volunteer Service and by encouraging young people to be involved 
through the youth cabinet 

Future surveys and discussions should add questions to determine more precisely what people value and perhaps their understanding of services outside the 
cultural sphere, which seem to be the most cited examples of recognised services. 

http://www.thesill.org.uk/about
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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 (numbered for the questions in the assessment) 

 

When – date to 
begin this action 

Lead for this 
action 

1. Mid-term review of the management plan 2018 Clive Coyne with 
management 
plan partnership 

2a. Use Local Plan review to collate further data on a wide range of ecosystem services. 2016 Clive Coyne 

2b. Use the Accord between National Parks England and Public Health England to obtain further refined data for 
the National Park Area regarding use and potential of the National Park for mental and physical well-being. 

2017 Mandy 
Roberts/David 
Richardson 

3a.  Use Local Development Plan review public consultation to engage a wide range of stakeholders in the 

Ecosystem Approach.   
2016 Clive Coyne 

3b. Work with Public Health England to develop stronger links with people in and around the Park (public and 
health care professionals) to benefit mental and physical health. 

 

2016/17 Mandy Roberts 

3c. Involve stakeholders in Scotland through the Borderlands project. 2016 Andrew Miller 

4.   Incorporate regular discussion and inclusion of the ecosystem approach  at management Plan annual action 

plan reviews  
Annual 
(Mar/April) 

Clive Coyne and 
partnership 
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5a.  Promote Woodlands for Water and other well targeted planting.  Investigate development of Slowing the Flow 
or Natural Flood Management pilot project linked to new woodland planting or moorland restoration.   

Ongoing FC/EA 

5b. During Local Plan review include a wider range of ecosystem services when describing the special qualities 
and services that need to be protected by policies.  

May 2016- Clive Coyne 

6. Ensure development of Revitalising Redesdale takes an Ecosystems Approach while engaging a wide range of 
partners and stakeholders  

2016-2018 Lydia Speakman 

6b. During the Local Plan review the long term spatial vision to include a wider view of the special qualities 
including ecosystem services 

May 2016- Clive Coyne 

7. Investigate remote sensing for more regular feedback in habitat changes. 2016 Abi Mansley 

8a. Add questions to future surveys about ecosystem services and ensure a wide range of ecosystem 
services covered in Sill evaluation and event development.  

2017/18 Sarah Glynn  

 

8b.Also add questions to tourism questionnaires 2017 Duncan Wise 
NNPA and 
tourism 
partnership 
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