


Written submission from the Sport and Recreation Alliance
Landscapes Review (National Parks and AONBs): call for evidence

Part 1 - Opening thoughts
We would like any opening thoughts on the role played by National Parks and AONBs - you may want to make a more detailed suggestion further on.
7. What do you think works overall about the present system of National Parks and AONBs in England? Add any points that apply specifically to only National Parks or AONBs.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Being active outdoors is proven to support physical and mental wellbeing, and drive significant financial flows into local economies – visitors spent more than £17 billion in 2013/14 (Reconomics Plus, 2017). National Parks and AONBs provide invaluable opportunities for the population to be active in the natural environment, and increasing this form of engagement should be a priority for the Review.
8. What do you think does not work overall about the system and might be changed? Add any points that apply specifically to National Parks or AONBs.
Engagement with National Parks and AONBs is not consistent across the different geographies and population demographics (Monitor of Engagement with the Natural Environment, September 2018). Driving greater engagement with the natural environment, by improving access and encouraging more people to participate in physical activity and outdoor recreation, particularly those from underrepresented groups, should therefore be a priority for bodies with responsibility for National Parks and AONBs.
Government made its intent clear in the 25 Year Environment Plan, through the proposed ‘Natural Environment for Health and Wellbeing’ programme, to promote the natural environment as a pathway to good health. The Review should consider how National Parks and AONBs’ vital role in providing opportunities to be active in the natural environment can be optimised.

Part 2 - Views
We'd like to hear views on particular issues.
9. What views do you have about the role National Parks and AONBs play in nature conservation and biodiversity?
We have no comments on this question.
a) Could they do more to enhance our wildlife and support the recovery of our natural habitats?
We have no comments on this question.
10. What views do you have about the role National Parks and AONBs play in shaping landscape and beauty, or protecting cultural heritage?
We have no comments on this question.
11. What views do you have about the role National Parks and AONBs play in working with farmers and land managers and how might this change as the current system of farm payments is reformed?
Farmers and land managers have a key role to play in supporting recreational activities and working with National Parks and AONBs to optimise this should be carefully considered within the Review. Allowing responsible access is essential to enabling the public to engage with the natural environment, and this can only be optimised through more joined up working with landowners – National Parks and AONBs must do all they can to deliver this at a local level.
There is an opportunity for farmers and land managers to work in partnership with outdoor recreation networks to support the delivery of physical and recreational activities and provide social action opportunities, which also enable these networks’ users to help improve water quality, ensure healthy woodlands and support habitat restoration. National Parks and AONBs will often play a key role in facilitating and mediating these relationships, and strengthening this facilitative role should form an important part of the Review. 
12. What views do you have about the role National Parks and AONBs play in supporting and managing access and recreation?
The natural environment provides crucial opportunities for everyone to be active and in doing so generates an important public good. Responsible access within National Parks and AONBs also provides members of the public with the opportunity to connect with the natural environment and improve their health and wellbeing.
Driving greater engagement with the natural environment should be a priority for the Review and for those organisations with responsibility for National Parks and AONBs. The natural environment plays a vital role in providing opportunities to be active, with evidence from Natural England (Monitor of Engagement with the Natural Environment, September 2018) suggesting that health and exercise is the most frequently cited motivation for visiting the outdoors.
There is also strong evidence (Reconomics Plus, 2017) to demonstrate that being active outdoors contributes significantly to individuals’ physical and mental health and provides a wide range of social and economic benefits. As such, optimising access to National Parks and AONBs for as many people as possible is vital to support broader social, health and economic policy objectives – it is important that bodies with responsibility for National Parks and AONBs recognise sport and recreation organisations’ contribution to these agendas and actively engage with them moving forwards.
Likewise, the Alliance would encourage further consideration of how bodies responsible for National Parks and AONBs might expand existing educational access to enable more children and young people – particularly from underrepresented groups – to enjoy physical activity in, and engagement with, the outdoors.
13. What views do you have about the way National Park and AONB authorities affect people who live and work in their areas?
We have no comments on this question.
a) Are they properly supporting them and what could be done differently?
We have no comments on this question.
14. What views do you have on the role National Park and AONB authorities play on housing and transport in their areas?
Limited connectivity severely restricts the public’s physical access to large parts of the UK’s natural environment. The Review should consider how bodies responsible for National Parks and AONBs can provide improved infrastructure to connect the public with the natural environment, recognising the prosperity which this could drive for rural communities and the wider social and economic benefits which are delivered through individuals’ pursuit of outdoor recreation experiences (Reconomics Plus, 2017).

Part 3 - Current ways of working
We'd like to ask some specific questions about the way National Parks and AONBs work at the moment.
15. What views do you have on the way they are governed individually at the moment? Is it effective or does it need to change, if so, how?
We have no comments on this question.
16. What views do you have on whether they work collectively at the moment, for instance to share goals, encourage interest and involvement by the public and other organisations?
We have no comments on this question.
17. What views do you have on their efforts to involve people from all parts of society, to encourage volunteering and improve health and well-being?
Eco-social action programmes have the scope to support priority environmental outcomes, alongside driving enhanced social and economic outcomes. Government made reference to pursuing youth social action projects in the 25 Year Environment Plan, explicitly stating the intent to make 2019 a year of social action for the environment. The youth sector and the #iwill campaign were both cited as identified partners, but we would ask that National Parks and AONBs go further and engage the outdoor recreation sector as a primary partner for social action initiatives as these organisations will often have large pre-existing networks of potential volunteers.
There is some good outreach and partnership working with the outdoor recreation sector at present – for example, the Ramblers’ Big Pathwatch campaign and the British Mountaineering Council’s Mend our Mountains campaign – but the Review should consider how National Parks and AONBs might do more. They might for example, integrate eco-therapy programmes to deliver improved health outcomes or incentivise greater partnership working with local and national outdoor recreation networks to better engage underrepresented groups.
18. What views do you have on the way they are funded and how this might change?
We have no comments on this question.
19. What views do you have on the process of designation - which means the way boundaries are defined and changed?
We have no comments on this question.
20. What views do you have on whether areas should be given new designations? For instance, the creation of new National Parks or AONBs, or new types of designations for marine areas, urban landscapes or those near built-up areas
We have no comments on this question.
21. Are there lessons that might be learnt from the way designated landscapes work in other parts of the United Kingdom, or abroad?
We have no comments on this question.
Part 4 - Closing thoughts
22. Do you think the terms currently used are the right ones? Would you suggest an alternative title for AONBs, for instance and if so what?
We have no comments on this question.
23. The review has been asked to consider how designated landscapes work with other designations such as National Trails, Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), National Nature Reserves (NNRs) and Special Protected Areas (SPAs). Do you have any thoughts on how these relationships work and whether they could be improved?
We have no comments on this question.
24. Do you have any other points you would like to make that are not covered above?
We have no comments on this question.





