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Infroduction & workshop objectives

Following on from the three ‘Moor Views' public workshops held in February & March 2012
(report available at www.sheffieldmoors.co.uk ) the Sheffield Moors Partnership (SMP)
were keen to feedback the outputs from the comments received and share some of the
emerging issues with stakeholders.

The ‘Moors Views Feedback Workshop' was held on the morning of Saturday 21 April 2012
at Hathersage Memorial Hall. Attended by thirty-two people from a range of
organisations and areas of interest the workshop set out to achieve the following
objectives.

By the end of the workshop you will have:

+ Been updated on the outputs from the February & March ‘Moor Views' ideas
gathering workshops;

* Had the opportunity to debate and help resolve key issues within the Master Plan;

+ Understood the stages planned running up to the production of the final Master
Plan and future opportunities to contribute.

Workshop programme

The final workshop programme was as follows:

Time Session

10:00 | Welcome & infroductions

Overview & feedback from the ‘Moor Views' idea gathering workshops

Emerging issues & ideas for possible ways forward

Next steps & future input

13:00 | Lunch

Overview & feedback from the ‘Moor Views' idea gathering workshops

Rita Whitcomb, Sheffield Moors Partnership Project Officer, gave a brief overview of the
Sheffield Moors Partnership, the area covered and the process being followed to develop
a masterplan for the area.

She then fed back some reflections from the ‘Moor Views' public workshops and
intfroduced the topics, which the Sheffield Moors Partnership would welcome further

discussion on in the following session.

The key slides within her presentation were as follows:
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Workshop Summary.

> Stage 2: Public workshops — capturing your

thoughts & ideas for Sheffield Moors Masterplan

> Advertising the workshops — posters, press
release and website

> Over 100 people attended 3 workshops

> 22 Feb Totley Rise

> 1 March Quaker Meeting House, Sheffield

> 13 March Hathersage Memorial Hall

“Moor Views” Combined Workshop

Report - Feedback

> Overview of combined report

> Four key themes

> 4 questions — over the next 15 years
> 16 summaries

> Short summary of each section

Arriving at the topic areas

> Stakeholder representation

> Consensus and contradictions

» Each workshop followed same format
> 500 individual comments

> Interesting points @

Access & recreation: Topics
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> Car Parking
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Pinterprétation |
Volunteering 1\J*®
Stakeholderengagement

P ingsRIOVISION | =
of infopmation andlifterpretation

> f€ hard’ information on site

>-Others prefer isofter’ web-based,
augyjrtua(méans of accessing
information .

E Sustainable/land management: Topic Example:
- Comimenis ideniifisd Topics Heritage

soriflic d; Woodland expansion

; > There is a
2z different

recognition of the
cultural heritage of
t Livestock the area, but many
\ visitors are often
unaware of these
important features

» Managing conifers

\
% > Minimal intervention
¥ |, approach

]
» Cultural heritage.

" “Topic Example:

> Farming for public benefits
4 4

© Picture Adam Long
=

Wider benefits of the mo rs

e Final words

- Topic ; : > Opportunity for adding any omissions or
Example: o feedback on errors

> To be provided by 11t May
-
; ; > Consultation on
> Carbon:Storage andiclimate change draft masterplan (July-Nov) ¥

> How might the carbon storage role of the
area be maintained and enhanced?

For this session participants were divided
into four smaller groups so more detailed
discussions could be held.

Each group was presented with a range
of topics and questions (see Appendix 1)
that the SMP had drawn from the
comments contributed via the public
‘Moor Views' workshops. This list
represented topics and questions that the
SMP would value participants’ views on.

As a single morning couldn’t provide enough time to discuss all the topic areas
participants first voted for which topics they would most like to discuss. They then debated
the topic and questions posed by the SMP offering their suggestions and ideas. A scribe in
each group noted down a summary of the discussions.
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After a short break the groups reconvened to discuss another one or two topics. Finally
they agreed as a group two or three key points they felt should be fed back to the others
in the final plenary session, along with any personal reflections they wished to make.

A record of the content generated during this session is shown below. Please note, not all
groups discussed four topics as some questions took more time to complete than others.

Group A

Group members: Alison Baggaley; John Boyle; Robert Hawkins; Sue Quegan; Liz Rumsey;
Neil Taylor; Steven Taylor; Simon Jacques

Scribe: Annabelle Kennedy

Theme 1 - Being involved

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

What do you feel are the
benefits for and against each

It has been suggested that there should be a
approach?

Stakeholder | single ‘Stakeholder Forum’ for the Sheffield Moors,

engagement | rather than individual forums for specific parts of What other approaches fo

fhe area. stakeholder engagement
should be considered?
Comments: Stakeholder engagement | Group: A

Pros

e Representatives of user / interest groups — so individuals can feed into rep.
* Focused.

e Less unwieldy

¢ Links sites and issues for consistency.

* More co-ordinated.

Cons

e But how would individuals who aren’t necessarily represented by user/interest groups be
included?

Possible solutions

* People put themselves forward as reps but may be invited for specific reasons / issues; but
can equally put themselves forward as an individual.
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Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

Farming for There is support for viable and sustainable farming | What types of support do you

. . to deliver a variety of public benefits e.g. food, feel could be provided to help
public benefits . . .
water storage, space for recreation. farmers deliver these benefits?
Comments: Farming for public benefits | Group: A

¢ Drawing on knowledge of farming community — experience.

* Recognising the fact that the landscape has been created through farming / agriculture.

e Clear objectives set by the farming community, public, land managers and Natural England:
where to change, where to maintain, and appropriateness of livestock (on individual sites as
well as LA).

* Farmers need encouragement not discouragement. Recognising the role and valuing farming
as key to the landscape.

e Using livestock not just for meat but for habitats / species / landscape conservation.

e Education to the public re the role of livestock.

*  How farming for public benefit can be funded - to consider.

* Concerted effort to work together and appreciate different perspectives through continued
dialogue.

Theme 4 - Recognising the wider benefits of the moors

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

How should the local economy

Balancing the be supported?
g Suggestions indicated a need to support the local

economy, . . . .
.y economy whilst protecting the high conservation How can we ensure the local
conservation & . :
access and recreational value of the area. economy doesn't damage the
conservation and recreation
value of the area?
Comments: Balancing the economy, conservation & access | Group: A

* Being able to signpost visitors to the local businesses: local shops, B&Bs and cafes.

* Concerns about the unknown re PDNPA’s land holding.

e Better public fransport to reduce traffic.

e Support farming and other related industries.

* Effective management where issues are prevalent or anticipated e.g. dealing with issues
before they get ‘out of control.’

¢ Drawing on specific expertise from individuals.
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Points to feedback to the main group | Group: A

* Support for Stakeholder Forum — a voice for groups as well as individuals. Different perspectives
to be considered and reasons set out as to why certain things can / cannot be done. Benefits
of continuity through a Forum.

e Support farming / farmers — awareness / education for public / other user and interest groups
on role of agriculture so as to engender appreciation of their contribution.

Individual reflections

* Volunteers need leading from the front / to lead from the front.

* Need to be sensitive towards: archaeology, heritage, natural history, land use and climate
change (grant funding).

*  Opportunities for public consultation (Sheffield): stall on Fargate, presentation in Winter Garden,
marquee / tent at Norfolk Park Heritage Show.

* | have found this meeting very interesting and informative. Meeting people from other
organisations has been good. | hope the Moors Partnership take good advice.

Group B

Group members: Mary Birkinshaw; Tom Lewis; Stella Longden; Chris Measures; Mr Moore;
Mrs Moore; Julian Sankey; Ben Benest

Scribe: David Howarth

Theme 2 - Access and recreation

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
Where are the key conflicts?
Conflict Comments identified some conflicts between
between users | different user groups. How could these conflicts be
better managed?
Comments: Conflict between users | Group: B

* Needs to be a mutual understanding between legitimate users.

* Consider fraffic regulation orders to restrict / control 4x4 vehicular usages of Houndkirk Road /
Long Causeway.

* Fellrunning events during nesting season causing problems — other events, such as orienteering
not always regulated. Joined up approach across SMP area to have a common policy and
approach to authorising events. A common process administered by respective landowner.
Needs more presence on site —ranger / volunteer — engage local youth.

*  Mountain biking an issue — need clarity about which routes are for which user groups. Signage
needs to be considered, but overlap with consideration about interpretation.

e Consider more routes for different users where this doesn’t create conflict.
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Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

How do you feel the Sheffield
There are arange of views regarding the types of | Moors land-managing partners
Livestock livestock that should be used to help manage the | should decide what livestock is
landscape. the most appropriate for
different areas?

Comments: Livestock | Group: B

* Change in grazing should be dependent on conservation case. Avoid new fencing. No in-
principle objection to cattle.

* Grazing regime also needs to be economic and sustainable.

* Need to consider deer in the context of the overall grazing regime — needs a decision on what
is a sustainable herd and manage accordingly.

* Do not guess or re-invent the wheel. A proper understanding is needed as to what livestock
should be infroduced to benefit the landscape / moors from a conservation view point.

Theme 4 - Recognising the wider benefits of the moors

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

How should the local economy

be supported?

Balancing the Suggestions indicated a need to support the local

economy, . . . .
.y economy whilst protecting the high conservation How can we ensure the local
conservation & . :
access and recreational value of the area. economy doesn't damage the
conservation and recreation
value of the area?
Comments: Balancing the economy, conservation & access | Group: B

* Need to focus employment opportunities on local communities.

* Economic benefits of improving bridleway network — compatible with conservation objectives.

* Need to win over local communities to see the opportunities to derive income from existing
user groups.

* Focus on commercial opportunities from existing users rather than promoting more intrusive
commercial uses.

* Consider inspiring visitor centre in village location with a positive impact on the local
community (mixed viewsl).

Points to feedback to the main group | Group: B

«  Common approach to access by groups across the whole SMP area adopted by all
landowners.

* Need to work closely with local community (utilise their knowledge).

* Endorse masterplanning approach to infroduce positive change.
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Individual reflections

* Very stimulating morning | learnt a lot! Raising the varying interests and concerns made me see
how vital this work is.

* The Masterplan should be: aspirational, visionary and long-term.

* Imperative for partnership to be clear and honest in its aims / objectives.

* Involvement of young people.

* Please get the heather burnt on Burbage - between Ringinglow and Burbage Bridge. This is
desperate before a fire lit accidently destroys the lot.

e Look closely at improving communication to the local community as whole — now.

* Need for education, communication between user groups.

e Better lidison between users and locals.

* The Masterplan is an opportunity to achieve better connections between the different moors
and partnerships e.g. so that bridleway routes are linked up together. This would bring better
recreational experiences for users and wider appreciation of the moors.

Group C

Group members: Pauline Dale; Neil Fitzmaurice; Leigh Hackel; Christine Handley; Stella
McGuire;

Scribe: Jane Chapman

Theme 1 - Being involved

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

There are a mixture of views regarding provision of
information and interpretation — some wanting
more ‘hard’ information on site, such as How can this balance be best
information boards, others preferring ‘softer’ web- | achieved?

based, and virtual means of accessing
information.

Interpretation

Topic: Interpretation | Group: C

*  Way forward to balance provision with other objectives — conservation etc.

* Focus on web-based virtual experience and information at visitor centres and car parks.

*  Minimal / no signage at sites and ensure they are sensitive to the environment.

¢ Develop aninterpretation plan for SMP — ask people what they want — who we are trying to
reach and why it leads to decision on which tools.

* Find out what is currently available.

e Ensure that the wider landscape of the SMP is not cluttered with signage or any other creeping
urbanisation — benches etc.

Page 9 of 20 Moor Views Feedback Workshop Summary Report



Theme 2 - Access and recreation

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
Where are the key conflicts?
Conflict Comments identified some conflicts between
between users | different user groups. How could these conflicts be
better managed?
Comments: Conflict between users | Group: C

Key conflicts
* Farmers / recreation users
* Foot / wheels / horses
* Noise from helicopter rides
 Country park concept / wilderness experience.

How can we resolve?
* Mediation
* Education — user groups, wardens, mentoring / peer group pressure.
* Ownership — engage people so that they want to protect it.

But should everyone / all interest groups have the legal right2

Strategy Framework
Who wants to use?
[
Legitimate right?
[
Should that right be limited?

Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

If new woodland was to be
planted which areas would be
most suitable?¢

Woodland There are a variety of views regarding increasing
expansion woodland and frees in the Sheffield Moors.

Comments: Woodland expansion | Group: C

Develop a clear plan starting with audit of what we have and agree future vision:
*  More / less woodland / interface with other habitats
* Nature — deciduous natural woodland / natural regeneration and minimal management
* Location
*  Purpose - multi— commercial / natural enjoyment.
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Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

There is recognition of the huge cultural heritage How do you feel the cultural

Cultural - heritage can be best protected
. of the areq, but many visitors are often unaware . .
heritage ) and interpreted without
of these important features A .
compromising its conservation?
Comments: Cultural Heritage (in its widest sense) | Group: C

Ensure all survey information pulled together to inform baseline and address any gaps in information if
resources are available:

* Toinform management

e To tell the story and to raise awareness

* To monitor

* Cultural heritage should include its natural components.

Points to feedback to the main group | Group: C

Way forward to be determined by:
* Guiding principles
* Sound evidence base.

The special nature of each area should not be eroded by an over-arching Masterplan.

Individual reflections

* | have found the discussion process very valuable / interesting. The ‘small group’ worked well.
Lots of good, thought-provoking discussion.

Group D

Group members: Henry Folkard; Rhiannon Owen; Les Seaman; Steven Wainwright;
Elizabeth Waller

Scribe: Nick Sellwood

Theme 1 - Being involved

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

What do you feel are the
benefits for and against each

It has been suggested that there should be a
approach?

Stakeholder | single ‘Stakeholder Forum’ for the Sheffield Moors,
engagement | rather than individual forums for specific parts of

the areq. What other approaches to

stakeholder engagement should
be considered?
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Comments: Stakeholder Engagement | Group: D

* Keyis user group representation.

Theme 2 - Access and recreation

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
There is support for a more joined-up access Where are the key areas and
Access .
network network, suitable for a range of user groups, routes where changes could be
across, intfo and out of the Sheffield Moors. made?
Comments: Access Network | Group: D

(Note: increase engaging frial bikes and 4x4 forums)

* Better joint-working between DCC and SCC Highways Departments.

* Involve representative groups of the access groups and understand their needs.

*  Working to the PROWIP (DCC and SCC) and helping implement them.

* Making the most of NIA monies to help deliver a more integrated network.

* Pressure is greatest for increased access for horse-riders, cyclists / motorbikes and the disabled
(more of a byway issue than footpath issue).

Suggestions of changes / improvements
Detail from Rhiannon Owen (see letter attached to the Combined Feedback Report)

* Lady Canning's Plantation — multi-use routes proposed.

* Green Drive, Burbage Valley — back to bridleway - in principle agreed by group, (issues that
need to be considered if this were taken forward include providing a safer access route from
the end of the Green Way into Longshaw). Needs to link to rest of bridleway network.

* Blacka Moor - linking byways to Houndkirk Road, on Burbage Moors (be a multi-use route) - see
map. Agreed in principle by group. (Avoid running any routes along road, for safety reasons).

*  Maintenance regime that makes network suitable for all legal use.

* Anyimprovements / maintenance needs to be appropriate to a designated landscape.

» Discrete, appropriate and clear PROW signage.

* Road safety for other users e.g. cyclists

Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

How do you feel the cultural
heritage can be best protected
and interpreted without
compromising its conservation?

There is recognition of the huge cultural heritage
of the areq, but many visitors are often unaware
of these important features

Cultural
heritage
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Comments: Cultural Heritage | Group: D

Firstly, good basic data and understanding this at a landscape scale, rather than at a site level.
Using this to target protection, management and interpretation.

Cultural heritage includes ancient, industrial and sociological (people).

Keep interpretation low-key, and at entrances into landscape or web-based etc.

Doing nothing is not the answer e.g. Froggatt Edge stone circle (inadvertent damage from
those who are not aware of its presence/importance).

Theme 4 - Recognising the wider benefits of the moors

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)

Balancing the

How should the local economy
be supported?
Suggestions indicated a need to support the local

economy, . . : .
.y economy whilst protecting the high conservation How can we ensure the local
conservation & . :
access and recreational value of the area. economy doesn't damage the
conservation and recreation
value of the area?
Topic: Balancing the economy and conservation | Group: D

Prioritise local farmers to undertake land management where possible.

Maintaining a wild feel to the landscape, with freedom of access and quiet enjoyment is
essential to drawing visitors to the area, and in turn benefitting the local economy e.g.
Hathersage.

Close monitoring of the health of wildlife and numbers e.g. deer, badgers and the implications
for local farming operations and woodland management.

Need a very good understanding of how the existing (rural) economy works and the existing
interests of the SM (like archaeology and PROW), before making suggestions for major changes
or ‘improvements.’

Better to have a holistic approach to the landscape, than disjointed in terms of economy and
other benefits.

Sustainability is key.

Minimising new commercial activities in the landscape. Keep these in appropriate areas like
Hathersage.

Improvements to public fransport network seen to be generally beneficial.

Any future leasing arrangements for the land within the SM should be guided by the SM
Masterplan.

Points to feedback to the main group | Group: D

Major support for integrated and sustainable network for all user groups (commitment to
ROWIP).

We focused on the importance of the cultural heritage, and the fact that much of it is
neglected.

The importance of involving local people in land management decisions and their
implementation (feeling part of the process).
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Individual reflections

¢ Sheffield's commitment to all this apart from pious platitudes (MW).
* Prioritise safety of user groups in relation to access, reduce any unnecessary riding, cycling or
walking on public highways.

Questions & answer session

The final session allowed participants to ask any remaining questions. They are listed below, along
with the response from the Sheffield Moors Partnership.

Question

Response

1. Consultation period - July to
November. Is there a set plan
for focus groups etc. during this
phase? E.g. stakeholder
groups.

The Sheffield Moors Partnership (SMP) Steering Group has recently
met to discuss the consultation process for the draft masterplan. A
range of approaches will be utilised to engage stakeholder groups
further in the development of the draft masterplan, and in the
consultation on the draft. For the latter, a mixture of SMP ‘roadshows’
within the Sheffield Moors landscape, at places where people
congregate like Upper Burbage car parks, and a larger public events
in the surrounding communities, for example the Sheffield Fayre in
Norfolk Park in August, will be some of ways the SMP reaches a wider
audience to gather views on the draft masterplan. This will be
complimented by consultation through the Sheffield Moors website
for example. The above will be publicised in due course

2. How will SCC relate to
Masterplan ideas in terms of
the future of Burbage,
Houndkirk and Hallam Moors
ref Q7 in Moor Views Workshop
Summary Report?

Burbage, Houndkirk and Hathersage Moors are owned by Sheffield
City Council (SCC). The City Council has decided to defer further
consideration of long-term arrangements for the management of
Burbage, Houndkirk and Hathersage Moors until the outcome of
consultations on the wider ‘Sheffield Moors’ is known. Any long-term
change in the current arrangements for Burbage, Houndkirk and
Hathersage Moors will be determined separately by SCC's Cabinet
and not the SMP. At the same time, as a partner in the SMP, Sheffield
City Council will have regard to the masterplan in whatever future
management arrangements are considered.

3. What subsequent
opportunities are there to
comment on this process?

There will be a range of opportunities to comment on the masterplan
as outlined in the response to Q1.

4. How is SCC going to afford
car parks etc. as finances are
very tight?

At present, no decisions have been made about the management
of existing car parks within SCC control in the SMP area, as the
masterplan is still being developed. The high level financial
implications of the masterplan will be reported to SCC Cabinet for
consideration in due course. In addition any capital improvements
delivered by SCC would be subject to the normal Council approval
process.

5. How muchis SCC
conftributing to this exercise?
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Sheffield City Council (SCC) is not contributing any direct financial
resources into the SMP and the masterplanning process. However, it
is committing a good level of Officer time, for example, through
participation in the SMP Steering Group and the various workshops
that have been held, and is also providing mapping support to the
SMP Project Officer. Support has also been provided through the
SCC South-west Community Assembly in raising awareness of the
SMP and the masterplan, through an Assembly meeting, and via their
email list of local residents
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Question

Response

6. Nature of process of whole
Masterplan: Comments on
format and length of
consultation; and a lack of
discussion around some topics.
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To date, the masterplanning process has followed two of four
planned stages:

Stage 1 - Awareness raising about the Sheffield Moors Partnership
including its inception and the partnership purpose and aims
(Timescale: Oct-Dec 2011)

* Deliverinitially to key user groups and community forum and
develop a stakeholder database for use in Stage 2

* Inform those being approached about the proposal for
developing a masterplan and gather their views of how they
would like to be involved and consulted.

This stage involved meetings and presentations to nearly 25
stakeholder organisations (such as Parish Council’s, Local Access
Forum'’s, Ramblers Association, the SCC South-west Community
Assembly, etc), reaching nearly 250 people. From this stage, general
endorsement for the principle of developing a masterplan and the
approach proposed was received.

Stage 2 (in progress) — Develop a draft masterplan with stakeholder
input (Timescale: Jan-July 2012)

* Engage with stakeholders to ascertain their views and
aspirations for the SMP area through 3-4 workshops in
Sheffield and the North Derbyshire area

¢ Compile and analyse the information gathered, and provide
a feedback session on the stakeholder input collated to
check the key information and aspirations have been
properly gathered.

* Take the outcomes of the above forward to inform the
production of an initial draft masterplan

* Produce the draft masterplan proposal and associated maps
for wider community consultation.
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Question

Response

To date, the Stage 2 process has directly engaged over 170 people,

through a mixture of the 3 public workshops, the feedback session on
the 21st April 2012 and a workshop with Officers from the SMP partner
organisations and other statutory bodies in late March 2012

Stage 3 - Consultation on the draft Masterplan (Timescale: August-
Nov 2012)

* Take the draft masterplan out and use a variety of
consultation techniques to capture views and comments

e Subsequently, refine and finalise the masterplan.

Stage 4 - Final Masterplan Production and Adoption (Timescale: Dec
2012/end Jan 2013)

* Produce the final Masterplan

* Adoption of masterplan by organisations at board and
committee level

e Launch of the final masterplan

The masterplanning process began in Autumn 2011 and will be
completed by early 2013. This is considered an appropriate and
reasonable timescale to initiate and complete the process and allow
robust engagement and consultation with stakeholders.

In terms of the *topics’ within each theme discussed on the 21st April
2012 Feedback workshop, it is recognised that the workshop would
not provide time to cover all the emerging topic areas. However, by
asking participants to vote for which topics they would most like to
discuss, a consensus was reached on the topics of most interest to
the group as a whole, and thus targeted participant’s views on
potential ways forward for the most important areas of interest.

7. Can the real decision
makers be involved e.g. senior
people in Natural England?
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Natural England is an active partner within the Sheffield Moors
Partnership, they sit on the associated Steering Group and have
been involved in the Partnership since its inception in 2010. Most of
the Sheffield Moors are Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI's) in
recognition of their national value for wildlife and geology. SSSI's are
designated by Natural England, the government’s advisors on the
natural environment. Decision making on the management of the
various land-holdings with the SMP is made by the relevant land
managing organisation, in consultation with Natural England and
other stakeholders
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Question Response

The Sheffield Moors lie within the ‘Dark Peak Nature Improvement
Area’. To view detailed information on this project, go to:

http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/ourwork/conservation/biodiversity
/funding/nia/projects/darkpeak.aspx

Nature Improvement Area (NIA’s) are part of a government (Natural
8. Will there be any England) led programme to bring a ‘step-change’ in nature
consultation on the NIA? conservation at a ‘landscape scale’ both for wildlife and for people.
The Dark Peak NIA includes the maijority of the Sheffield Moors, and
secures funding for a variety of access improvements and habitat
management and restoration. The detail of the work that happens
will be heavily influenced by the outcome of the SM masterplanning
process, and the great majority of the NIA related work would be
implemented during 2013 and 2014, after the masterplan has been
finalised following extensive consultation

The Sheffield Moors masterplanning process to date has been
attended by a variety of members from the Stanage Forum. The
masterplan’s development will take account of the management
plan for North Lees/Stanage Estate that the Forum shaped and the
principles that flow from it.

9. Neverignore the evidence
from the Stanage Forum.

10. Could invite comments at Due to the timing of the start of consultation on the draft masterplan
Sheffield Environment Week on | (from August 2012) it is not possible to undertake consultation on the
the draft plan. draft during the Sheffield Environment Week

11. Have you considered
attending events at Please refer to the response to Question 10.
Environment Week?

Individuals gave the following suggestions on ways that the consultation could be
promoted to ensure as many people and groups were aware of the opportunity to feed in
their views as possible.

* Hope Show * Localradio
*  Message board * Local press
* National conference (!) *  Facebook / Twitter
* National press * Posters
* User group publications / meetings * NT/ Wildlife Trust (via members)
* Parish Councils * Email noftification
* Displays in shopping centres
(supermarkets)

Rita Whitcomb, SMP Project Officer thanked everyone, and asked that if they had any
further comments or additions to the draft Combined Workshop Report, they should
forward them to her by email or letter by the 11t May 2012. The report would then be
updated on the website by early June 2012.

Participants were thanked for their contribution throughout the morning. The workshop
finished with lunch at 13:00.

vV @ 20/5/12
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Appendix 1 - Moor Views Feedback Workshop

Topics & Questions

This document summarises some of the observations the Sheffield Moors Partnership (SMP)
have drawn from the ‘Moor Views' workshop comments, and the questions they'd value
your thoughts on in the group discussions.

Theme 1 - Being involved

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
Engaging There is supporT for greater efforts fro engage with What are the most effective
. , | ‘hard to reach’ groups, such as minorities, young . ;
hard to reach . approaches to engaging with
people as well as creating a greater sense of . ,
groups hard to reach’ groups?

ownership of the moorlands.

Interpretation

There are a mixture of views regarding provision of
information and interpretation — some wanting
more ‘hard’ information on site, such as
information boards, others preferring ‘softer’ web-
based, and virtual means of accessing
information.

How can this balance be best
achieved®?

Volunteering

Suggestions included the need to improve co-
ordination of volunteering programmes across the
whole area whilst linking these more strongly to
fraining and employment.

How could this be best
delivered®?

Stakeholder
engagement

It has been suggested that there should be a
single ‘Stakeholder Forum’ for the Sheffield Moors,
rather than individual forums for specific parts of
the area.

What do you feel are the
benefits for and against each
approach?

What other approaches to
stakeholder engagement should
be considered?

Theme 2 - Access and recreation

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
There is support for a more joined-up access Where are the key areas and
Access .
network network, suitable for a range of user groups, routes where changes could be
across, info and out of the Sheffield Moors. made?
Where are the key conflicts?
Conflict Comments identified some conflicts between

between users

different user groups.

How could these conflicts be
better managed?
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Theme 2 - Access and recreation

Topic

SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops

Discussion question(s)

Visitor facilities

There are a range of views regarding visitor
facilities — some asking for more or improved
facilities, some for less.

How could the negative impact
of visitor facilities be best
managed?

Where should any potential new
visitor facilities be located?

There are concerns about car parking in the
Sheffield Moors. This varies from there being

What are your ideas for better

Car Parking insufficient provision to a lack of management at managing current provision?
busy times.
How could this be best taken
2
Camping There is some support for developing further forwards
facilities camping facilities within the area.

Where would be the most
suitable locations for campsites?

Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
Woodland There are a variety of views regarding increasing If new WOO(?”OHd was fo be
. . ) planted which areas would be
expansion woodland and trees in the Sheffield Moors. .
most suitable?
What changes would you like to
. There is support for managing the coniferous see?
Managing . ; . . .
conifers plantations in the Sheffield Moors to improve their
wildlife and recreation value. Which areas would you
concentrate on?
How do you feel the Sheffield
There are arange of views regarding the types of | Moors land-managing partners
Livestock livestock that should be used to help manage the | should decide what livestock is
landscape. the most appropriate for
different areas?
. Mlnlmql Suggestions were put forward calling for a What might be the pros and
intervention removal of animals from the area to see how the . .
cons of taking this approach?
approach landscape would change.
There is recognition of the huge cultural heritage HOW do you feel the cultural
Cultural - heritage can be best protected
. of the areq, but many visitors are often unaware . .
heritage and interpreted without

of these important features

compromising its conservation?
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Theme 3 - Sustainable land management

Topic

SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops

Discussion question(s)

Farming for
public benefits

There is support for viable and sustainable farming
to deliver a variety of public benefits e.g. food,
water storage, space for recreation.

What types of support do you
feel could be provided to help
farmers deliver these benefitse

Theme 4 - Recognising the wider benefits of the moors

Topic SMP observations from the Moor Views workshops Discussion question(s)
Carbon The carbon storage and climate change How might the carbon storage
storage mitigation role of the Sheffield Moors is well role of the area be maintained

recognised.

and enhanced?

Balancing the
economy,
conservation &
access

Suggestions indicated a need to support the local
economy whilst protecting the high conservation
and recreational value of the area.

How should the local economy
be supported?

How can we ensure the local
economy doesn’'t damage the
conservation and recreation
value of the area?

Products from
the landscape

There was recognition that the Sheffield Moors are
a working landscape.

What types of products could
be sustainably produced from
this landscape and how?
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