
 

 

 

Friday 9 December 2016 10:30 (followed by lunch) 

Morritt Arms, Greta Bridge 

 

AGENDA 

 

 

1. Apologies: Rob Stoneman, Peter Robertson, Richard Betton, Laurie Norris, Andrew Miller, Chris 
Woodley-Stewart, James Copeland 

 
2. Minutes of the last meeting and matters arising 

 
3. Presentation on ‘Slowing the Flow’ project (Crispin Thorn) 

 

4. Natural England national habitat and species grant bids to HLF (Adelle Rowe) (verbal) 
 

5. Financial update (Chris Woodley-Stewart) 
 

6. NUCLNP Curlew recovery project (David Hill) 
 

7. Proposal to develop / disseminate best practice on hay meadows (Elliott Lorimer) 
 

8. Annual Forum – format (Gary Smith) 
 

9. Information sharing/intelligence (standing item) 
 

10. Forward Items (standing item) (Gary Smith) 
 

11. Date of next meeting 

 



Slowing the Flow Partnership Briefing:  
Boxing Day 2015 Flood Event          
 

Background 

Pickering was much in the news over the Christmas 2015 period with various reports about how 
well or not the Slowing the Flow project measures (www.forestry.gov.uk/fr/slowingtheflow) had 
protected the town from flooding. Some claimed that they had prevented major flooding as 
experienced in York, while others suggested that the measures had not been properly tested 
because whilst rainfall was significant it was less than elsewhere. This led to a discussion about 
the merits of the new approach to flood management being evaluated at Pickering, based on 
working with natural processes. The project had implemented a range of natural flood 
management measures (including tree planting, woody dams and moorland drain blocking) in the 
Pickering Beck catchment between 2010 and 2012, followed by the construction of a large flood 
storage area in 2014/15. This note reports the results of an analysis of the Boxing Day event to 
determine whether the rainfall was sufficient to generate a potential flood and, if so, how the project 
measures contributed to protecting the properties that would have otherwise flooded. 

Event details 

The first step was to quantify the volume of rain that fell during the Boxing Day event by analysing 
the records from local rain gauges. There are two gauges in the general locality, one sited at 
Brown Howe in the upper part of the Pickering Beck catchment, and a second at Keld Head in the 
neighbouring Costa Beck catchment. Unusually, the lower elevation, Keld Head gauge recorded a 
higher rainfall total than Brown Howe but its location is considered to be less representative of the 
Pickering Beck catchment. Consequently, the record for Brown Howe was selected for this 
analysis.  This gauge recorded a total of 50mm of rain fall over a 36 hour period from Christmas 
Day, representing a marked albeit not an extreme rainfall event.  

Next, the event was examined to determine if the amount of rainfall was sufficient to generate a 
flood. The propensity of rainfall to produce a flood depends not only on the overall volume of rain 
but also on its intensity and on how wet or dry the catchment is in advance of it starting (referred to 
as antecedent wetness). Unfortunately, no two rainfall events are the same but an assessment can 
be made of the likelihood of flooding by comparing the Boxing Day event with previous floods.  

 

Event 
Date 

Flow 
Peak 
(m3/s) 

Event 
Type 

(Peaks) 

Rainfall Totals (mm) Antecedent 
Conditions 6 hr 12 hr 18 hr 24 hr 36 hr 48 hr 

Nov 00 16.9 Multi 20.4 30.4 39.6 42.6 48.8 66.8 Wet 

Aug 02 13.5 Single 53.4 72.8 78.8 98.0 98.2 98.4 Dry 

Jun 07 27.9 Single 41.2 68.0 78.0 81.4 98.0 99.8 Wet 

Sep 08 12.0 Single 23.0 36.8 49.2 51.4   Average 

Nov 09 12.1 Single 18.2 25.6 38.8 47.2 50.4 52.6 Average 

Nov 12 11.8 Multi 17.4 28.6 33.6 33.8 44.0 59.6 Wet 

Dec 15 9.9 Single 14.2 23.2 33.4 44.6 50.0 50.0 Wet 

Table 1 – Comparison of rainfall totals recorded at Brown Howe and peak flows measured at the 
Ropery Bridge gauge in Pickering for all high flow events since 2000 
 

Table 1 compares rainfall totals and resulting peak flows through Pickering, for all high flow events 
recorded since 2000. The two standout events were in August 2002 and June 2007 when between 
80 mm and 100 mm of rain fell within a 24 hour period.  

 



Despite the similarity of the rainfall totals, the 2007 event generated more than double the peak 
flow of that experienced in the 2002 storm, at nearly 28m3/s, which led to a major flood in the town. 
The much lower flood peak in 2002 resulted from the drier condition of the catchment prior to the 
rainfall, allowing soils to absorb and retain more rain water.   

The remaining five events displayed relatively similar rainfall totals, although they also differed in 
terms of peak flows. The second highest peak flow and notable flood was in November 2000, 
which accorded with the second highest 48 hour rainfall total of nearly 67 mm. It was also notable 
by following a prolonged period of wet weather, with almost 180 mm of rain falling over a period of 
10 days, meaning that catchment soils were very wet. 

The 2008 and 2009 events closely resembled each other and were the next highest in terms of 24 
hour rainfall totals (~50 mm) and peak flows (~12 m3/s). While the 24 hour totals were higher than 
in the 2000 event, the lower 48 hour totals and drier catchment conditions explained the lower 
peak flows.  

The November 2012 event occurred shortly after most of the land management measures had 
been introduced, but before the flood storage area was built in 2014/15.  Although the 24 hour 
rainfall total was the lowest, the 48 hour total and overall distribution of the rainfall were very similar 
to that of the November 2000 flood.  Antecedent conditions were also very wet but base flows were 
lower prior to the start of the event.  This suggests that the recorded peak flow of 11.8 m3/s was 
not as high as might have been expected for the conditions, indicating that the measures may have 
had an effect on reducing flood runoff.  However, a previous modelling analysis of the flow data 
was unable to demonstrate a reduction in the peak flow, partly due to the multiple peaked nature of 
the event. 

The Boxing Day 2015 event was closest to those in 2008 and 2009 in terms of rainfall amount, with 
similar 24-36 hour totals of around 50 mm. However, antecedent conditions were much wetter 
owing to repeated heavy rainfall throughout December 2015, meaning that catchment soils were 
already very wet and probably close to saturation, reflected by the fact that base-flow was elevated 
at the start of the event. It is therefore notable that the recorded peak flow was much lower than 
during the other two events, reaching a maximum of 9.9 m3/s. This suggests that the catchment 
measures reduced the expected peak flow by between 15-20%. 

Analysis of Boxing Day peak flow and response of measures 

Figure 1 shows the response of water levels recorded in the Pickering flood storage area in 
Newtondale, just upstream of Park Gate, during the Boxing Day 2015 event.  The water level in the 
storage basin peaked at 22:15 on 26th December at 38.53 mAOD, which is approximately the 
same height as the top of the concrete inlet headwall visible in the photograph below (Plate 1). The 
photograph was taken at approximately 13:30 when the water level was at 37.9 mAOD, which is 
some 63 cm or two feet below the recorded peak level.  Levels immediately downstream peaked at 
37.27 mAOD, meaning a differential water level of 1.26 m across the control structure. 
 

 

Figure 1 – Recorded water levels at the Pickering flood storage area (upstream (green) and 
downstream (red) of the flow control structure) in response to the Boxing Day rainfall event (rain 
(blue) measured at Brown Howe) 
 



At the highest rate of rise, the flood storage area was filling at ~1.0 m3/s.  From analysis of this rate 
and evaluation of the known topography within the storage basin, it has been estimated that the 
maximum volume stored would have been in excess of 20,000 m3, or 17% of the total capacity. 

 

 

 Plate 1 – View of flood storage area at Newtondale during the Boxing Day 2015 flood event.  
 

  

Plates 2 & 3 – Views of water levels on Beck Isle during Boxing Day 2015 event 
 
No properties were flooded in the town, although flood waters came close. Plates 2 and 3 were 
taken at approximately 14:30 on Boxing Day and show flood waters below the threshold of 
properties on Beck Isle (notice no flood doors were installed). 
 
Other catchment observations also show that the Boxing Day rainfall generated a marked high flow 
event. Plates 4 and 5 were taken from a camera installed to monitor water levels at one of the two 
timber bunds on Sutherland Beck in the neighbouring catchment of the River Seven. The top 
image, taken at 14:03 on Boxing Day, demonstrates that water flows were sufficient to exceed 
channel capacity and partly fill the timber bund storage area. Flows remained out of bank for 
around 9 hours and the volume of water stored at peak flow was estimated by modelling at 120 m3, 
approaching 10% of the total storage capacity of the bund.  
 
The response of the timber bund conforms with related observations that the network of 167 large 
woody dams (LWD) in both the Pickering Beck and River Seven catchments worked as expected 
by impeding water flows so that the backwaters were forced out of bank. In fact, flows were 
sufficiently strong to structurally weaken two of the dams and shift material in another eleven. It is 
important to note that those affected were among the first sets of dams installed in 2010-11, when 
less attention was paid to securing logs in place. These results are helping to inform LWD design 
and maintenance needs. 



 

 
 

Plates 4 & 5 – View looking immediately upstream of the lower timber bund on Sutherland Beck 
during the Boxing Day flood event (above) and after the event on 31st December 2015 (below).  
 

 

Analysis of peak water levels in Pickering using hydraulic modelling 

Details of the recorded peak flows and associated water levels at Ropery Bridge in Pickering for 
the four high flow events since 2008 are provided in Table 2. Property flooding in the town starts in 
the lower lying Beck Isle area when the water level at the Ropery gauge passes 30.87 mAOD.  
This critical flood level is achieved when flows approach 12 m3/s. 
 

Event Flow 
(m3/s) 

Peak Level 
(mAOD) 

Nov 09 12.1 30.91 

Sep 08 12.0 30.90 

Nov 12 11.8 30.87 

Dec 15 9.9 30.72 

Table 2 – Peak flows and corresponding water levels recorded at Ropery Bridge in Pickering for 
the last four high flow events.   
 



Plates 6 and 7 were taken during the November 2012 event and show flood waters surrounding 
the Beck Isle properties; the flood doors have been installed and there is noticeably more water 
present than in the photographs of the Boxing Day 2015 event (see plates 2 and 3 above).  This 
confirms the above understanding of the threshold for flooding in Pickering. 
 

  

Plates 6 & 7 - Views of water levels on Beck Isle during November 2012 event 
 
In order to further understand the Boxing Day 2015 event, the ‘pre’ and ‘post’ project scenarios 
were hydraulically modelled.   
 
This was essentially a run of the current Pickering town (ISIS-TUFLOW) model, with two different 
inflows to produce modelled peak flows at Ropery Bridge of: 

 9.9 m3/s – This being the observed peak flow at the gauge on 26th December 2015. 

 12 m3/s – This being the flow expected to be observed for this event (based on rainfall 
intensity and antecedent conditions associated with the 2008 and 2009 events – see 
above). 

 
An iterative process was undertaken, amending the main inflow into the top of the model and 
examining the flow hydrograph at Ropery Bridge, until peak flows here matched the 9.9 m3/s and 
12m3/s peak flows.  
 

Required flow at 
Ropery Bridge 

(m3/s) 

Inflow into 
model (m3/s) 

Modelled flow at 
Ropery Bridge 

(m3/s) 

 7 8.93 

9.9 8 9.97 

 9 11.09 

12.0 10 11.89 

Table 3 – Comparison of model fit with required/observed peak flows 
 
The derived modelled flows of 9.97 m3/s and 11.89 m3/s for the two scenarios were considered a 
near enough fit to the observed/required flows of 9.9 m3/s and 12 m3/s, respectively and so 
deemed as suitable for the purposes of this assessment.  However, it should be noted that the 
small discrepancy for the 9.9 m3/s run will potentially overestimate the actual flood outline, while 
the reverse will be the case for the 12 m3/s run. 
 
With both model runs complete, the maximum flood depth outlines were extracted and mapped as 
shown in Figure 2. 
  



 

 

Figure 2a - Modelled flood outline for a peak flow of 9.9 m3/s at Ropery Bridge 
 
 

 

Figure 2b - Modelled flood outline for a peak flow of 12 m3/s at Ropery Bridge 

 



The maps show that the modelled 9.9 m3/s flow gives a flood outline that is confined to open areas 
and largely away from buildings and properties.  In contrast, the modelled 12 m3/s flow outline 
indicates more extensive inundation, including around buildings and Wells Walk. 

Conclusions 

Based on a detailed analysis of the Boxing Day 2015 event in relation to previous peak flows, it 
can be concluded with a relatively high degree of certainty that the Slowing the Flow project 
measures prevented flooding that would otherwise have occurred to a small number of residential 
properties and the museum in the Beck Isle area of Pickering.  
 
The results suggest that the measures reduced the peak flow by around 2 m3/s or 15-20%. It is 
difficult to separate the contributions from the different measures but based on the extent of inflows 
to the flood storage area, it is estimated that around half of the reduction was due to the upstream 
land management measures and half due to the flood storage area.  
 
If this reduction is sustained, properties on the Beck Isle may be better protected by the measures 
than expected. Originally, it was thought that Beck Isle would continue to flood with the same 
frequency as it has previously, due to the main effect of the flood storage area only becoming 
active once peak flows in the beck have reached 14.5 m3/s.  This is above the level of flow at 
which property flooding occurs on Beck Isle, and is the main reason why property level protection 
has been installed in this area.  However, with the analysis of this event now complete it is 
understood that the controlling of pass-forward flows from the flood storage area and the wider 
measures noticeably affects flows through Pickering at a range well below what was expected, and 
one that corresponds with the threshold of flooding on Beck Isle.  As a result, it is clear that peak 
flows and thus flood risk to properties on Beck Isle is being reduced by the presence of the Slowing 
the Flow measures, although it should be remembered that Beck Isle is not comprehensively 
protected by the flood storage area and as such properties here remain at a flood risk that is higher 
than that of the rest of the town.  
 

 
Slowing the Flow Partnership 
March 2016 



Item 6 - Curlew recovery project 

It is for agreement by the partners of the LNP for us to progress it. Could you also ask constituent 

members of the LNP to nominate a member each to sit on the group. We will need to tweak the 

ToRs to address governance, meeting frequency, who does the work (RSPB are providing the 

secretariat but we need to work out who does the work - hopefully RSPB will provide a lead and we 

within the LNP partnership would be involved on getting the work done on the ground - however, I 

think this will need some resource - again something to discuss at the meeting). So on the agenda 

can we put the title for the project i.e. TORs for the Curlew Recovery Project, then the following : 

a) finalise membership of the group 

b) governance 

c) working arrangements i.e. getting the work done on the ground - who does what 

d) resourcing 

 

Kind regards, David 

Professor David Hill CBE, DPhil(Oxon), FCIEEM 

Chairman 

Environment Bank 

t: 01765 650022   

m: 07817 116312                       

e: dhill@davidhillecology.com; dhill@environmentbank.com 

w: www.environmentbank.com 

 

 

 

  

mailto:dhill@davidhillecology.com
mailto:lmartland@environmentbank.com
http://www.environmentbank.com/


Item 6 Draft – 22nd September 2016 

Northern Uplands Chain Local Nature Partnership Curlew Group 

Terms of Reference 

Background 

The curlew is an iconic species associated with the UK uplands. In 2015 the Eurasian curlew was 

recognised as one of the UK’s highest conservation priority bird species, based on the species 

adverse global conservation status (IUCN Near-Threatened, BoCC Red), the importance of the UK 

breeding population (19-27% of the global population) and the rapid decline in the UK (-48% since 

1995).  The main cause of the decline in the breeding population is low productivity caused by 

complex changes in land management. The UK has a global responsibility to respond now or we 

could lose the curlew from some places. 

 

The Northern Upland Chain Local Nature Partnership comprises the Protected Landscapes of 

Northumberland National Park, North Pennines AONB, Yorkshire Dales National Park, Nidderdale 

AONB and the Forest of Bowland AONB. It extends over a total of 739,260.51 hectares. Excluding the 

habitat that is not suitable for waders, for example woodland and open water, and, the priority 

habitats that are already mapped (mires, fens, heathland, meadows etc.) there is around 321,183 

hectares of ‘in-bye’ or grassland that potentially could be used by waders. Given the upland nature 

of the partnership area, it probably represents the most important area in England for curlew and an 

area where the species should be given high priority for conservation action. It will be critical to 

work with land-managers/farmers to recover curlew populations. 

Purpose of the group 

Working within the NUCLNP curlew framework (see Annex 1), the group will build on existing 

initiatives and shape, drive and co-ordinate conservation action with the aim of improving the 

prospects for the breeding population of curlew throughout the NUCLNP area. 

 

Key Tasks (timings to be considered) 

 Undertake an audit of past and existing work that is contributing to the delivery of the 

objectives within the NUCLNP curlew framework; 

 Organise a workshop that brings together key stakeholders to 1) to confirm the objectives 

within the NUCLNP curlew framework, 2) agree priority areas and actions, and 3) to develop 

an annual workplan; 

 Ensure that group members are fully informed about on-going and emerging work across 

the NUCLNP that is delivering for curlew; 

 Identify and develop funding opportunities to support the delivery of actions for curlew 

conservation across the NUCLNP; 

 Monitor and resolve issues that may impede delivery of the NUCLNP curlew framework; 

 Produce a summary progress report annually for the NUCLNP Board, to include performance 

indicators for monitoring impact on curlew breeding pairs.  

 

How the group will operate 

The group will be chaired by David Hill (Chair of the NUCLNP). 

The RSPB will provide the secretariat to the group. 

The group will meet bi-monthly. 



Item 6 Draft – 22nd September 2016 

 

Group Membership 

Group members will be the recognised first point of contact for their respective organisations – as 

such, group members are expected to be champions for the curlew, promoting awareness of the 

need for action to drive recovery of the species. They are expected to collate inputs and to feedback 

discussions to their respective organisations. 

 

 

 

September 2016 

  



Item 6 Draft – 22nd September 2016 

Goal The conservation status of the Eurasian Curlew population is 
significantly improved in the UK (i.e. downlisted from red on the BOCC 
list) 

Overall Objective  Indicator 
(Milestone/targets) 

Source of 
verification 

Assumption 

The conservation prospects for the 
breeding population of curlew are 
significantly improved throughout 
the NUCLNP area 

CU populations have 
stabilised/increased at the priority 
sites where we have monitoring. 

Annual 
Report 

1. We can work at 
a sufficient scale 
to show impact. 
 

Results (Outcomes) 
1. Knowledge of where we can 
make a positive difference for the 
breeding population of curlew 
within the NUCLNP area is 
strengthened 

Priority sites for CU identified CU map 1. RSPB Core-Edge 
work is completed 
 

2. Land-managers/farmers are 
‘empowered’ to deliver for curlew 

XX farmers sign-up to ‘formal’ 
farmer network(s) 
‘Formal’ farmer network(s) 
participate in XX consultations 

Constitutions 
Terms of 
Reference 
Membership 
Consultation 
responses 

1. Land-
managers/farmers 
want to work 
together with the 
NUCLNP 
2. Agri-
environment 
options are 
available and 
accessible 
 

3. ‘Curlew-friendly’ land 
management options are delivered 
over priority sites/habitat 

XX hectares delivering ‘curlew-
friendly’ land-management 
options 
XX farms receiving advisory 
support 

 Advisory 
materials 

1. Land-
managers/farmers 
are willing to 
undertake habitat 
management and 
predator control 
on their land 
based on NUCLNP 
advice 
 

4. Curlew response is monitored 
and used to inform the 
development of future land-
management policies including 
Countryside Stewardship/Agri-
environment schemes  

NUCLNP is designated an SPA for 
curlew 
‘Curlew-friendly’ land-
management options are included 
in future AE schemes 
Spatial plans do not impact 
negatively on curlew 
 

Monitoring 
reports 
 
 

1. Curlew sites 
meet the criteria 
for SPA 
designation (>1% 
global population 
= 6,800 pairs) 
2. Land-
managers/farmers 
work together 
with the NUCLNP 
to inform the 
development of 
future schemes 

5. Public support is built for the 
conservation of the curlew and its 
wider landscape 

XX media articles 
XX visitors submit observations 

Comms plan 1. Media is 
interested 

 

 



Item    7 Proposal to develop and disseminate best practice on hay meadows 
  
Author: Elliott Lorimer 
 
Issue:  At the Board meeting in March 2016, the Board received a request for funds 

to support the development and co-ordination of 'best practice' resources 
and research data on the management of upland hay meadows, which have 
been developed by hay meadows restoration projects and initiatives across 
the LNP.  The Board asked for the LNP Hay Meadows Group to be re-
convened to carry out a simple audit of these resources and help refine the 
project proposal (set out below). 

 
Resources: No resources are currently allocated.  The Board is asked to consider a 

proposal to allocate £4000 to resource the NUCLNP Hay Meadows Group to 
progress this work. 

 
Summary:  The Board is asked to note the proposal and offer a decision on the request 

for funds. 
 
Background 
 
1. Over the last decade, land management projects focusing on conserving and restoring 

upland hay meadow and species-rich grassland have been delivered by Protected 
Landscape teams and other partner organisations (e.g. Yorkshire Dales Millennium 
Trust).  These have commonly included both field-scale and small site restoration of hay 
meadows, working with farmers, small holders, community groups and schools.  During 
this time, a large body of best practice information, knowledge and research data has 
been developed and collated by these projects.  The audit carried out by members of 
the NUCLNP Hay Meadows Group revealed a wealth of information.  This includes web 
and/or print for the following: 
 
- Best practice guidance for field scale restoration, small site restoration and creation, 

gardening for pollinators amongst others 
- Step-by-step guides for hay meadow restoration for farmers and smallholders 
- Videos on hay meadow restoration techniques and plug plant propagation 
- Field guides 
- Survey data 
- Research papers and theses 

 
However, the dissemination of this information to date has often been limited and 
public access to these resources could be discontinued in future as time-limited projects 
complete. 
 

2. The Board previously supported an LNP-led bid for Defra 'Pollinator Strategy' funding in 
2015 to support this dissemination work.  Unfortunately, this bid was unsuccessful. 

 
  



Proposal 
 
3. The NUCLNP Hay Meadows Group will develop a 'Northern Hay Meadows' micro-site to 

sit within the LNP website as a repository for the best practice guidance and research 
data.  The information on the micro-site will be arranged using appropriate site 
navigation straplines to suit a variety of audiences from farmers and small holders to 
schools and academics. 
 
The web micro-site will be launched at an NUCLNP 'Northern Hay Meadows' event, 
aimed at both those already involved and those interested in restoring hay meadows. 
 

4. To achieve these outputs the costs of the following activity would require resourcing: 
 

- Collation and selection of resources for inclusion on the web micro-site  2 days 
- Amendments to existing resources to meet project requirements  5 days 
- Development and design of additional web content    6/7 days 
- Upload and configuration of LNP website     1 day 
- Launch event and flyer-type promotion      

  
The total cost for the above is estimated at £4000.   
 

Note: the tasks associated with i, ii and parts of iii above could be carried out by an 

existing staff member from LNP partner organisation and costs re-charged from the host 

to the project budget. 

5. In addition, the launch event programme content would offer the opportunity to link 
with- and raise the profile of other LNP activity related to hay meadows and species-rich 
grassland, such as the Results-based Agri-environment Payment Scheme pilot in 
Wensleydale and the plan for a Natural Capital prospectus for species-rich grassland.  
The event could also potentially dovetail with the NUCLNP Annual Forum in 2017. 

 
Recommendation That the Board notes the proposal and offers a decision on the request 
to allocate funds to the NUCLNP Hay Meadows Group to carry out this work; 



ITEM 8  NUCLNP Annual Forum  
 

Author: Gary Smith 

Issue:  Promoting the LNP and its work and encouraging participation 

Resources: c£800 

Summary:  Agenda items are sought for the 4th NUCLNP Annual Forum.   

 
1. Each year, the NUCLNP holds an open public forum.  The 2016 Forum was eventually cancelled 

(following its initial postponement in an attempt to secure the presence of Rory Stewart MP, 
the then Defra Minister), so it is important to re-engage with the LNP’s wider constituency .   It 
is proposed that the 2017 forum be held on 9 March, to coincide with the date of the next 
Board meeting. 
 

2. Items are sought for the agenda.  Obvious potential subjects for presentations would include: 
a. HNV Farming/Northern Farmer Panel/Results-Based Pilot; 
b. Opportunities Mapping; 
c. Natural Capital Investment Plans; 
d. A summary of the developing activities around Curlew and haymeadows 

 
3. Alternatively, we could ‘theme’ the event in some way.  Obvious candidates are: 

a. Natural Flood Management(the theme of the cancelled 2016 Forum) 
b. Brexit – implications for the upland environment 
c. Natural capital 
d. Defra’s 25 year Environment and Farming Plans (if published!) 
e. LNP priorities for future action (a fresh mandate?) 

 
4. It is important that there is some degree of interaction during the event.  This could be via a 

‘Question Time’ style panel session (as in 2015), or through ‘workshop’/discussion sessions.  
 

Election 
5. The two ‘open seat’ representatives are elected for a period of two years.  There will need to 

be an election for both seats – one of which is currently vacant.  Notice of the election will be 
given when promoting the event and candidates sought.  The current incumbent is able to re-
stand if they wish.  
 

Recommendations: 

1. That the 2017 Annual Forum be held on 9 March.  

2. The Board provides agenda items and further proposals on format and content for the Annual 
Forum. 

 



Item    10 Forward items 
  
Author: Gary Smith 
 
Issue:  Items for future board meetings. 
 
Resources: Primarily, the time of the relevant Board Members to put together the 

papers for these items. 
 
Summary:  The Board is asked to note the forward list, and consider whether there are 

any additional items that should be added. 
 
 
9 March 2017 
 
1. Social Capital (Adelle Rowe) – Board agreed in December 2015 to consider the 

importance of social capital alongside natural capital in the uplands, looking in 
particular at research done by Natural England.  Item carried forward from September 
2016 meeting as Adelle unable to attend. 

 
2. Extending the woodland opportunities map to the whole LNP (Andrew Miller) – 

Board agreed in March 2016 to develop a proposal with scope and timescales for 
extending the woodland opportunities mapping work to the whole LNP. 

 
3. Plantlife/Natural England/BSBI pilot project about widespread declining vascular 

plants (Peter Robinson) – they would like the opportunity to present the project to the 
NUCLNP, to raise awareness of the project, seek further data and discuss how the 
project might be used to drive further conservation action for these declining species. 

 
 

 
Other possible items 
 
4. Biodiversity compensation scheme (David Hill).  Three local authorities in Devon 

have formed a cross-boundary partnership to safeguard three internationally important 
conservation sites. The three councils have established the South East Devon Habitat 
Regulations Executive Committee to off-set the effects of new developments and 
population growth on the protected sites. Funding will come from developer 
contributions on new residential housing across the three areas and within a 10km 
"zone of influence" from the protected sites.  Is there an opportunity for a similar 
scheme in the NUCLNP?   

 
 
 

http://eastdevon.gov.uk/news/2016/07/councils-partner-up-to-protect-the-environment/
http://eastdevon.gov.uk/news/2016/07/councils-partner-up-to-protect-the-environment/
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