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Nomination Form
Form and guidance for recognition
Introduction
Naure30 represent a fresh approach to conservation being taken internationally to achieve the global 30 by 30 target. Strongly rooted in the international criteria for Other Effective area-based Conservation Measures (OECMs) as developed by the IUCN, countries are adapting these criteria to find the best fit for their national approach to achieve 30 by 30. 
An iterative approach will be taken to the Nature30 nomination and recognition process. Whilst the criteria and associated questions laid out below will remain the same the supplementary guidance will be periodically added to and improved as we gain more experience on how Nature30 sites work in Scotland. The first review of the Nature30 nomination process will be carried out in Winter 2025/26.
Given the broad scope of land uses and land ownership across Scotland, it’s recognised that one set of guidance, whilst remaining user-friendly, cannot cover every eventuality. It is important that the approach to Nature30 in Scotland, and the process of their recognition, remains robust but as simple as possible. Alongside clear guidance this will be achieved by:
an iterative approach with ongoing learning as a broad range of sites pass through the nomination and recognition process
a supportive process; NatureScot staff being able to support those individuals or organisations seeking recognition as a Nature30 site
fairness, robustness and transparency; final decision making on recognition of Nature30 sites being carried out by an approved Panel made up of government and non-government experts who provide clear and succinct rationales for decisions
facilitating peer support networks to allow for the sharing of sector relevant information and experiences.
Filling in the nomination form
The nomination process is designed to be straightforward to complete. It is made up of six criteria with 17 associated questions between them (three of which are optional/site dependant). NatureScot are available to support anyone considering recognition as a Nature30 site and can be contacted by email at 30x30@nature.scot or, through contacting your local NatureScot office. 
For each criterion insert your answers into the grey response fields that come in the line below each question. There is a notes section where you may provide supporting information that demonstrates how the Criteria/Questions are being met. Where it is easy to demonstrate you meet the criteria there is no need to provide extensive extra information. Similarly, where you’re providing supporting documentation there is no need to duplicate information on this form; please use the notes section to signpost to relevant documents/sections where the information can be found. 
The guidance section for each criteria aims to provide further clarity on the criteria and guides the type of information that you may wish to provide to clearly illustrate how a site aligns with the criteria. Given the variety within potential sites that could be recognised as a Nature30 site this information aims not to be overly prescriptive. If you have any questions over the criteria or how to meet them, we’d be happy to talk with you about it.
Using a screen reader
When using a screen reader use the ‘up’ and ‘down’ arrow keys to navigate the instructional text and input areas (i.e. the response fields) of the form, rather than ‘Tab’ or ‘Shift+Tab’. Information relating to each question field is displayed in the status bar. Use the F1 Help Key when in a response field to get help on how to complete the field.
Summary of Criteria and Questions
The first two questions are effectively “screening questions”. If you are unable to answer, or answer no, please get in touch with NatureScot at 30x30@nature.scot for a conversation before continuing.
	Criteria 
	Associated Questions 

	Screening
The site is not an existing Protected Area
	Have you confirmed the site is not entirely a designated Protected Area?

	Screening
The site has a legitimate governance authority
	Please choose the governance type? (Choose from the list below)
· Government
· Private individuals/companies or organisations (including charities)
· Local community 
· Shared or jointly managed
Name(s) and contact details

	The site is geographically defined
	Has a map been provided with clearly identifiable boundaries?
Has the site boundary been agreed upon by the governing body?

	The site is of importance for the in-situ conservation of biodiversity values 
	Does the site demonstrate importance for at least one biodiversity values as outlined below?
· Ecosystems supporting rare, vulnerable, threatened, or endangered species and habitats
· Ecosystems that are under-represented in protected area networks including those under restoration
· A high level of ecological integrity or intactness, including areas under restoration
· Significant populations of range-restricted ecosystems or species
· Important species aggregations and life stages, such as feeding, moulting, breeding, spawning, and migration
· Areas of importance for ecological connectivity
If your site’s long-term objectives are not biodiversity conservation, will they continue to sustain the benefits to the biodiversity value(s)?
Additional questions for restoration sites:
Are pressures on the site understood with suitable management proposed?
Does the site show natural regeneration at a scale that is expected to regain and maintain the biodiversity value(s)?

	The governance and management of the site is expected to be sustained long term 
	Is there a clear long-term assurance mechanism (at least 25 years) for the continuation of management arrangements that deliver in-situ biodiversity conservation outcomes, secured through legal or other effective means?
At the end of the long-term agreement, is it currently planned to change management in such a way that it removes the biodiversity value of the site?

	The site is managed, and evidence is available that the management of the site is effective in delivering positive and sustained outcomes for biodiversity conservation  
	Is there a management plan in place?
Is biodiversity conservation the primary or secondary management objective or an ancillary result of another management activity?
Is there reasonable likelihood that there will be available resources to carry out your management plan?
Is there monitoring in place to effectively cover the biodiversity values, threats and pressures?
Are there known limitations, future threats or interactions with the wider landscape (positive or negative)?
Are biodiversity values being delivered as a byproduct of site management for a different purpose?


The nomination form starts on the next page.
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Site Name?
[bookmark: SiteName]     

Screening Criterion 1
The site is not an existing Protected Area.

Have you confirmed the site is not entirely an existing designated Protected Area?
[bookmark: SC1Yes][bookmark: SC1No]Yes |_|	No |_|
Notes:
[bookmark: SC1Notes]     

Guidance
The area that is covered by existing Protected Areas, listed below, that are contributing towards 30 by 30 cannot also be recognised as a Nature30 site (this list can also be viewed spatially): 
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)
Special Protected Areas (SPAs) 
Special Areas of Conservation (SACs)
Ramsar sites 
National Nature Reserves (NNRs)
Where a site overlaps with one or more Protected Areas, the unique area not covered by a Protected Area can still Nature30 recognition. NatureScot will work with those interested in Nature30 recognition on sites that overlap protected areas to minimise any duplication and to simplify any consenting associated with management. 
Within Scotland’s National Parks, geographic areas that are not under any of the designations above can still be recognised as a Nature30 site.


Screening Criterion 2
The site has a legitimate governance  authority.

Please choose the governance type
[bookmark: C2governance]
Main contact details?
[bookmark: SC2MainContact]     
Additional contact details? (i.e., details of anyone else you would like to be included in all direct communication)
[bookmark: SC2AdditionalContact]      
Notes:
[bookmark: SC2Notes]     

Guidance
A Nature30 site can only be recognised with free, prior and informed consent of the landowner(s) and rightsholder(s). We therefore recommend that you receive consent from all relevant rightsholders and stakeholders responsible for management before moving forward with the nomination form as it is not possible to recognise without consent of all directly affected parties. 
Consent is sought at two stages within the Nature30 recognition process; first at the end of this Nomination Form where consent is needed for an assessment to be carried out and then secondly, where all criteria are met, consent is required prior to recognition as a Nature30 site. 
A Nature30 site needs to have governance to ensure it can operate effectively and that someone, or some body, has the power to set goals, make decisions, and hold those accountable for the management resulting in the conservation of important biodiversity. 
With regards to a site’s governance and its ability to function as a Nature30 site, appropriate governance bodies or individuals would be those with the ability to make decisions over matters such as those listed below:
Establishing the boundary of the Nature30 site
Establishing the long-term goal or vision and main management objective
Establishing a management plan and/or rules, deciding who will implement them and working to ensure the resources to pursue the management objectives and/or rules
Establishing how to monitor, evaluate, and adjust the management plan and implementation process in light of results.
If the governance authority does not want to become a Nature30 site at the end of the assessment, it will not be recognised as a Nature30 site. Consent should be ongoing and so can be subsequently withdrawn after recognition so that the site is no longer recognised as a Nature30 site. Where incentives associated with Nature30 recognition were received and utilised, it would be for the governance body to ensure any actions required of them were taken. 
The type of governance and management is not a factor in assessment of a Nature30 site but allows NatureScot to understand if we’re supporting broad and varied uptake of Nature30 sites. What is important is the effectiveness of governance and management in achieving conservation. As such the governance authority must have adequate control to regulate activities that are incompatible with the conservation of the biodiversity values and apply what mechanisms they have available to ensure incompatible activities do not occur.
Equitable governance 
The success and long-term security of areas is often linked with equitable governance and that is encouraged.
Considerations for best practice in equitable governance include:
A fair and balanced system of decision making where management and recognition of a Nature30 site may impact local communities and stakeholders
Transparency of ownership, use and management with clear, publicly available information containing relevant detail
Costs and benefits resulting from management are equitably shared among different rights-holders/stakeholders including provision of community benefits where possible 
Consultation with opportunity for cooperation with neighbours where landscape scale pressures impact the site’s ability to deliver against its, or neighbour’s, objectives.  
Best practice in governance is strongly encouraged, including community consultation. Further information on this can be found in the Land Commission’s Protocols which support best practice. 
Alternatively, the IUCN also have a tool available for assessing effective governance of Nature30 sites (OECMs) and Protected Areas. The Site Assessment for Governance and Equity (SAGE) can assist thinking about good governance.


Criterion 3
The site is geographically defined.

Has a map been provided with clearly identifiable boundaries?
[bookmark: C3MapYes][bookmark: C3MapNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
Has the site boundary been agreed upon by the governing body?
[bookmark: C3BoundaryYes][bookmark: C3BoundaryNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
Notes:
(Site boundaries should be provided using open data sources, such as OpenStreetMap (OSM). Please let us know how your map has been created, we will be able to re-digitise maps where necessary to ensure they can be shared. Note, we are currently developing a web application allowing you to simply create your site boundary and submit this to us in an easy way.)
[bookmark: C3Notes]     

Guidance
NatureScot can support any applicants who do not have access to GIS, including with technical aspects like boundary identification. 
Size: Nature30 site boundaries will be clearly mapped, have agreement by all involved, and be of a sufficient size to achieve the long-term in-situ conservation of the biodiversity values, including all ecosystems, habitats and species communities for which the site is considered important. Given the variations in geographic scale required by different biodiversity values, there is no minimum or maximum site size proposed.
Inclusion: A site can include land, coastal and inland water ecosystems in any combination. OECMs in the marine environment are not supported by the Nature30 nomination process but where there is intent for the site to extend into the marine environment you may include this area for completeness.  
The boundary will cover the area where management controls are in place that support conservation of biodiversity. This could be a whole land parcel, parts of land under one ownership, or a mosaic of sites under one or more ownerships. The boundaries can be defined by the limits of ecosystem types, geographic or identifiable features on the ground, customary boundaries or administrative limits. 
As Nature30 sites do not need to be managed primarily for biodiversity it is recognised that within a site’s boundary will be included areas that do not directly contribute towards the biodiversity values (e.g. infrastructure or business operations that do not produce biodiversity benefits). Boundaries do not need to be drawn to exclude such areas although clearly demarcating them on maps will be helpful as part of the assessment. 
Where the proposed site represents multiple landownerships as part of a partnership or cluster, it may be useful to demarcate the different landholdings on the map. 
Dynamic Boundaries: It is recognised that boundaries can change over time due to administrative reasons or natural causes (e.g. dynamic rivers or coastlines). Where changes occur, the governing body will need to submit the new boundary to NatureScot at the earliest opportunity to determine whether this change has an impact on the important biodiversity value of the site and whether Nature30 reassessment is required.
Criterion 4
The site is of importance for the in-situ conservation of biodiversity values.
Does the site demonstrate importance for at least one of the following biodiversity values for Scotland, as outlined below?
Please check the applicable biodiversity value(s). For sites undergoing restoration this may be the value(s) being worked towards. 
Use the notes section following the checklist to provide details.

1.	Ecosystems supporting rare, vulnerable, threatened, or endangered species and habitats?
[bookmark: C41Yes]Yes |_|
2.	Ecosystems that are under-represented in protected area networks, including those under restoration?
[bookmark: C42Yes]Yes |_|
3.	A high level of ecological integrity or intactness, including areas under restoration?
[bookmark: C43Yes]Yes |_|
4.	Significant populations of range-restricted ecosystems or species?
[bookmark: C44Yes]Yes |_|
5.	Important species aggregations and life stages, such as feeding, moulting, breeding, spawning, and migration?
[bookmark: C45Yes]Yes |_|
6.	Areas of importance for ecological connectivity?
[bookmark: C46Yes]Yes |_|
Notes:
[bookmark: C4Notes]     
If your site’s long-term objectives are not biodiversity conservation, will they continue to sustain the benefits to the biodiversity value(s)?
Please describe how the site’s long-term objectives link to the delivery of the biodiversity value(s).
[bookmark: C4LongTerm]     

Additional questions for restoration sites:
Please briefly describe the restoration efforts while answering these questions.

Are pressures on the site understood, with suitable management proposed?
[bookmark: C4Additional1]     
Does the site show natural regeneration at a scale that is expected to regain and maintain the biodiversity value(s)?
[bookmark: C4Additional2]     

Guidance
Nature30 offers a holistic approach to conserving biodiversity, through the recognition of effective management for wider ecosystem function (including geological and geomorphological processes) rather than exclusively focusing on specific habitat or feature state. The biodiversity values, while robust, are by necessity dynamic and less prescriptive than those criteria which we have become familiar with through existing traditional designations. While such criteria serve their purpose, and may lend weight to a Nature30 determination, a more nuanced approach is necessary for demonstrating biodiversity value in Nature30 sites.
A site may be considered for inclusion as a Nature30 site where at least one of the biodiversity values listed above is present, and its maintenance is an outcome of long-term management on site.
The provision of ecosystem services or local community/economic value, although not recognised as biodiversity values themselves can be important benefits, or even the primary purpose, of a site provided management facilitating these benefits is compatible with the biodiversity values of the site.
Restoration and Nature30: Not all damaged or degraded ecosystems will meet the biodiversity value requirements above. However, sites with restoration as an objective that can demonstrate effective management, proposed and secured for a suitable timeframe to deliver the desired biodiversity values from the area, are likely to meet the criteria.
Where a Nature30 site has restoration at its core, there are useful internationally recognised standards available. 
Regarding restoration, the site will:
1. have reduced the threats that caused the original degradation and biodiversity loss
1. show successful ecosystem recovery based on the principles of ecological restoration
1. contribute to long-term maintenance of a resilient and evolving ecosystem
1. Demonstrate active ecological restoration or natural regeneration of a type and at a scale that is expected to deliver biodiversity values.
Where restoration is needed over most of a site, for the site to have Nature30 recognition, management to facilitate restoration should be in place and have started. NatureScot are happy to work with such sites, or those planning on managing a site for restoration, to understand their objectives, management, and monitoring. Monitoring is particularly important for sites with a significant restoration component. These sites will need to provide assurance that the desired outcomes are on track to be met through the proposed management. 
Biodiversity Values and Change: Over time Nature30 sites may change either through design, or due to changes in management objectives, or condition of the surrounding landscape. Consequently, it may no longer deliver the original biodiversity value/conservation outcomes. However, Nature30 sites can be agile and so, with the governing authority’s consent, may be attributed different or additional Biodiversity Values to what the site was originally recognised for, where management plans and monitoring programmes are adapted to align.
Where events occur that significantly damage a sites biodiversity values (e.g. natural disaster, accidents) there will be an expectation that the governing authority notifies NatureScot.  
1.	Ecosystems supporting rare, vulnerable, threatened, or endangered species and habitats
Consideration under this value can be shown with reference to relevant existing species, habitat and ecosystem datasets e.g. those used to identify existing Protected Areas:
IUCN Red List of Threatened Species
IUCN Red List of Ecosystems 
Scottish Biodiversity List (Due for update 2026)
Schedules 1, 5 and 8 under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)
Annex I and II of the Birds and Habitats Directives
European Red List of Habitats 
This value applies at a range of scales, including global, national or regional. Local Biodiversity Action Plans may signpost towards ecological priorities relevant to the wider landscape of the site. It is important that the underlying ecosystems (or habitats) that underpin the rare species or habitats are recognised, and that management of the site safeguards these in the long-term. Nature30 sites should not be recognised where management is for a single species without broader ecosystem benefits also incorporated.
2.	Ecosystems that are under-represented in protected area networks, including those under restoration
Recovering ecosystems: Much of Scotland’s landscape has been impacted by human activity, leaving few pristine ecosystems remaining. Emphasis for inclusion under this biodiversity value would be placed on those habitats and ecosystems considered to be in a near or semi natural state.  
Under-represented: Underrepresented ecosystems will be given equitable representation within the overall Nature30 suite to secure the greatest ecological diversity. Within current protected areas in Scotland there are a number of broad habitat types that represent a very small percentage of the suite. These include the following, for which there is a desire to see greater representation within Nature30 sites:
Native woodlands
Freshwater habitats
Scrub
Dry grasslands
Coastal marshes
Dunes
There are no set targets for ecological representation within Nature30 sites, the approach to representation will be reviewed periodically to respond to new data, tools and information.
3.	A high level of ecological integrity or intactness, including areas under restoration 
Ecological integrity or intactness: Ecosystems demonstrate ecological integrity when their components – such as native species, biological communities, natural or near natural landscapes, and ecological functions – are known or expected to occur in a particular site or ecosystem.
Sites recognised under this biodiversity value will sustain intact ecological communities and their wider ecological processes. Changes to the ecosystems due to climate change are expected but with exact impacts unknown.
Emerging/updated databases on areas identified as Key Biodiversity Areas (KBAs), Important Plant Area (IPAs), Important Bird Area (IBAs), Important Invertebrate Area (IIAs), Important Fungus Areas (IFUs) or Gene Conservation Units (GCUs) may be valuable tools in exploring alignment/recognition under this value.
4.	Significant populations of range-restricted ecosystems or species
Range-restricted species and ecosystems: Range-restricted species are those with a restricted distribution, as measured by range, extent of suitable habitat or area of occupancy, and hence largely confined or endemic to relatively small areas. As with all Nature30 biodiversity values, management of such sites should take an ecosystem approach.
Range-restricted ecosystems would include those with limitations on the necessary underpinning geomorphological or climatic conditions (e.g. raised bogs or montane habitats). 
Climate refugia: Range restricted species are especially vulnerable to climate change and so this value will play an important role in safeguarding them through climate refugia. Climate refugia will be interpreted to mean areas where specific environmental conditions act as a buffer against broader-scale climatic changes and may support species to be able to withstand the impacts of climate change.
Identification of such refugia and the recognition of their importance for biodiversity will be considered sufficient for inclusion as a Nature30 site. The range and distribution of such refugia are likely to change with an unpredictable climate, and as such this sub-criterion will necessarily adapt accordingly.
Historic pressures refugia: In Scotland many species, habitats or ecosystems have become range-restricted due to pressures acting on them at artificially high levels for sustained periods. 
The biodiversity within such refugia e.g. inaccessible ledges or ravines may not represent rare or endemic species, or nationally significant population sizes, but are valuable for the assemblages they hold and their ability to act as key nodes for restoration across wider sites.  
5.	Important species aggregations and life stages, such as feeding, moulting, breeding, spawning, and migration
Species aggregations: These can be described as a geographically restricted clustering of individuals that typically occurs during a specific life-cycle process such as breeding, feeding or migration. This clustering is indicated by highly localised relative abundance.
Sites recognised under this value will demonstrate importance for aggregations of species and their life stages (e.g. spawning/mating, feeding and moulting) crucial to sustain a particular population or populations.
As with other biodiversity values it is important that the health of the underlying/supporting ecosystem is considered and not just the current presence of species aggregations which can be subject to natural changes and variations over time.
6.	Areas of importance for ecological connectivity
Connectivity is necessary for functioning and healthy ecosystems, key for the survival of animal and plant species, and to ensure genetic diversity and adaptation to pressures such as climate change.  
Recognising that ecosystem processes are often functionally connected at a landscape level, a site recognised for this value will demonstrate its importance for ecological connectivity at scale, and/or the site is part of a wider network of sites which, together, support biodiversity values. 
Ecological connectivity is especially important for conservation occurring across shared lands, urban or post-industrial sites as well as agricultural land and isolated sites where habitats may be more fragmented. 
For a Nature30 site to be delivering ecological connectivity it does not need to directly join two or more existing sites and may instead act as an important stepping stone within a landscape. The PARC-Connectedness index can be used to infer the extent to which existing terrestrial protected areas are ecologically well-connected and where there are sites that may particularly benefit from nearby areas that are also delivering significant outcomes for biodiversity. 
As Scotland’s Local and Planning Authorities begin to publish their spatially defined Nature Networks this will be another useful resource in understanding how a site could possibly contribute towards improving strategic connectivity. A Nature Network Toolbox has been created by NatureScot to provide a resource for landowners and managers and stakeholders to facilitate decision making on nature connectivity at a range of scales.
Criterion 5
The governance and management of the site is expected to be sustained long term.

Is there a clear long-term assurance mechanism (at least 25 years) for the continuation of management arrangements that deliver in-situ biodiversity conservation outcomes, secured through legal or other effective means?
[bookmark: C5Management1]Yes |_|	No |_|
At the end of the long-term agreement, is it currently planned to change management in such a way that it removes the biodiversity value of the site?
[bookmark: C5Managment2Yes][bookmark: C5ManagementNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
Notes:
Please give a brief description of the long-term objectives or vision for the site with regards to biodiversity.
With regards to long-term assurance please describe the legal, official, or other recognised status of the site that contributes to the site’s long-term status or, where separate documentation is being provided specify the document name to be looked at for this criterion.
[bookmark: C5Notes]     

Guidance
A Nature30 site will be able to demonstrate long-term commitment, of at least 25 years, for the continuation of management benefitting biodiversity conservation. This will be secured through effective means (e.g. contractual agreements) and be supported by long-term stated objectives, management and monitoring plans. 
The factors that govern and manage a Nature30 site should be expected to be on-going and long-term. There will be no prior intention to sell or develop the site in a manner incompatible with biodiversity conservation during the agreed period.  
Ideally, there will be the intention of management over an even longer period (e.g. in perpetuity) recognising the benefits to biodiversity of maintained efforts over long timeframes. The appropriate length of assurance will be determined by the biodiversity values of the site (i.e. a site requiring significant restoration where the biodiversity values/vision of the governance body is for a native woodland that may take significantly longer than 25 years to be fully realised). 
Long-term commitment could be secured through legal or other effective means that provide reasonable likelihood that the important biodiversity values for which the site is identified for will be conserved in situ over the length of time agreed.  
Examples of commitments that could provide long term assurance include but are not limited to:
Planning Conditions 
Lease or tenancy agreement linked with management plans 
Accreditation via relevant Codes (e.g. Peatland, Carbon or Woodland code)
Conservation Burdens on land or Conditions on land sales
Appropriate legally binding charity constitutions 
Green burial sites 
Bespoke contractual agreement.
A more detailed list of existing mechanisms for long-term assurance will be published and kept updated as the use of different mechanisms are explored and clarified. NatureScot will be able to help in confirming if a mechanism is sufficient for the biodiversity values identified. Ancillary sites may already have suitable long-term protections applied for their primary objective. 
Short-term, regulatory instruments that are renewed continuously, are unlikely to meet the requirements of long-term assurance on their own, however, may be suitable when paired with another mechanism. Memoranda of Understanding (MoU) do not provide long-term assurance in themselves but may provide useful information of ongoing management intentions and governance relationships. 
Please make NatureScot aware of ownership/governance changes to the site to allow new owners/governance authorities to be approached for consent to continue Nature30 recognition. If they do not consent, the site will no longer be a Nature30 site.
Criterion 6
The site is managed, and evidence is available that the management of the site is effective in delivering positive and sustained outcomes for biodiversity conservation.

Is there a management plan in place?
[bookmark: C6PlanYes][bookmark: C6PlanNo]Yes |_| (please provide copy)	No |_|
If ‘No’, please briefly explain:
[bookmark: C6PlanNotes]     
Is biodiversity conservation a primary or secondary management objective or an ancillary result of another management activity?
[bookmark: C6Objectivetype]
If ‘Ancillary’, please explain how biodiversity conservation is the ancillary result of long-term management activities:
[bookmark: C6AncillaryNotes]     
Is there reasonable likelihood that there will be available resources to carry out your management plan?
[bookmark: C6ResourcesYes][bookmark: C6ResourcesNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
Please briefly explain answer:
[bookmark: C6ResourcesNotes]     
Is there monitoring in place to effectively cover the biodiversity values, threats and pressures?
[bookmark: C6MonitoringYes][bookmark: C6MonitoringNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
Are there known limitations, future threats or interactions with the wider landscape (positive or negative)?
[bookmark: C6LimitationsYes][bookmark: C6LimitationsNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
If ‘Yes’, please highlight these:
[bookmark: C6LimitationsNotes]     
Are biodiversity values being delivered as a byproduct of site management for a different purpose?
[bookmark: C6ByproductYes][bookmark: C6ByproductNo]Yes |_|	No |_|
If ‘Yes’, please make clear how these interact and identify any safeguards in place to ensure the continued delivery for biodiversity alongside the site’s primary outcome:
[bookmark: C6ByproductNotes]     

Notes:
If information on management and monitoring plans are found in supporting documentation, please provide the document(s) and reference the name of the document(s) to be looked at for this criterion here. 
OR
Please describe the management activities, especially those that impact the biodiversity values and ecosystem services of the site. This should include information on how any existing identified pressures on the site (or from outside the site) are being controlled by the management and how monitoring will help inform adaptive management.

[bookmark: C6Notes]     

Guidance
Management: Conservation of biodiversity does not have to be the primary objective of the site or its management and can be a secondary objective or a byproduct of other management (i.e. integrated land management or water quality management). Where in-situ conservation of biodiversity is not the primary objective of the site, conservation of biodiversity must not be compromised by other objectives. Areas under management not associated with benefitting biodiversity should not negatively impact in such a way that they prevent delivery of the biodiversity values across the site. 
The site will have documented conservation objectives aligned to the biodiversity values (Criterion 4) and management arrangements, regardless of their purpose, which are consistent with delivery of the in-situ conservation of this biodiversity. This includes sites where the management decision is to leave the area untouched, such sites would still require a management system in place able to recognise and potentially respond to emerging risks. 
Existing management plans or statements for a site will often provide all the relevant information for demonstrating adherence with these criteria. When submitting existing management plans, or developing a bespoke one, the elements that would be expected to be present will include:
1. A clear link back to the biodiversity value(s) for which the site is important
1. The conservation objectives (sites with ancillary conservation should still be able to clearly articulate the biodiversity value their management will continue to provide)
1. Known threats (including onsite and offsite/landscape scale pressures such as herbivore pressure). Mechanisms should exist to identify and respond to future threats 
1. Outlines what monitoring is in place to allow for effectiveness of management to be checked.
Note: Proposed management/monitoring activities must be in adherence with other responsibilities on a landowner/manager (e.g. Outdoor Access Code, Deer Code, non-native species management, licenced activities, water Controlled Activity Regulations (CAR), protection and management of cultural heritage such as Scheduled Ancient Monuments).
For long-term management to be effective, management arrangements will need to be dynamic, adaptive and responsive. They will be reviewed periodically (e.g. every 5 years) to allow flexibility and adaptation to changing circumstances and allow threats and pressures to be effectively identified and responded to.
Collaborative management is encouraged, wherever possible integrating management of the Nature30 site with the wider landscape, other protected or conserved areas and Nature Networks. 
NatureScot can help sites who do not have experience of creating management plans and we would encourage potential applicants to get in touch if they would like to discuss this before embarking on writing a management plan. 
Monitoring: If you are already carrying out monitoring or have existing monitoring requirements (e.g. as part of an existing accreditation scheme), we will aim to use this information. 
To be recognised as a Nature30 site, the site will have a monitoring plan that is appropriate for the site and its biodiversity values, reporting at a frequency that allows for actionable information that can inform/direct management. Monitoring will prioritise the identification and assessment of the most important factors for improving or maintaining the health and resilience of the biodiversity values while also considering gaps in knowledge. 
The monitoring should also be suitable and appropriate for those carrying out the monitoring. 
There is no one specific way in which monitoring must be carried out on Nature30 sites but the approach being developed for Scotland's protected areas, monitoring for Delivering Healthy Ecosystems (DHE), outlines a simple approach to monitoring. 
Monitoring for Delivering Healthy Ecosystems
The monitoring for Delivering Healthy Ecosystems (DHE) approach is currently under development within NatureScot, and as such may change. This section will be updated to reflect changes as appropriate. 
Minimum Monitoring Criteria to allow assessment under the DHE approach:
1. The monitoring plan must detail baseline conditions, known pressures and threats, the site’s potential for recovery, and state the desired outcomes and goals
1. Management targets and actions should be SMART (Specific, Measurable, Achievable, Relevant, and Time-bound)
1. Monitoring must directly measure the management targets using consistent and reliable methods that allow tracking of changes over time
1. Monitoring should address nature recovery where pressures have been reduced (e.g. is the grazing pressure reduction delivering nature recovery and addressing the site goals?)
1. Site monitoring should identify emerging pressures and threats, which can inform management strategies as needed
1. There should be high confidence there will be enough resources for ongoing management, reporting, and monitoring throughout the life of the Nature30 site
1. Assessment results should be publicly available (open data guidelines), high-quality, and follow the FAIR principles (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, and Reusable), ensuring that data is easy to use and meets robust quality assurance standards
1. Reporting should be consistent and guide future management and monitoring efforts, recognising that monitoring needs may change over time
1. It is important to establish clear governance and accountability for ecological performance at the site.
Demonstrating management effectiveness: Effective management is at the core of Nature30 which includes a site being able to demonstrate clear management objectives, activities and monitoring showing impacts. The management will consider the different pressures of the site and be able to demonstrate effectiveness through trends or achievement of the target that has been set to manage or relieve the pressure. 
Some pressures will come from outside the site and may be at a landscape scale. Where these pressures cannot be relieved by onsite management alone, it may be necessary to attempt collaborative management at a larger or landscape scale or take further steps onsite to address the pressure. The site must be able to demonstrate that this management is in place and will relieve the pressure. 
There will be no one-size-fits-all for approaches to demonstrate effectiveness as different sites will have different objectives and different techniques in place. Monitoring can use a combination of traditional methods and emerging technologies (e.g. the Farm Biodiversity Scotland tool), with a focus on maximising the efficiency and effectiveness of data collection and analysis.
Deer pressure example
Here are the types of information useful to provide to demonstrate management effectiveness:
Deer plan or management plan with relevant deer management details including objectives or targets (target density or HIA level to achieve site objectives)
Summaries of deer counts (to inform management)
Summaries of annual cull returns, and authorisation returns - if not already provided to NatureScot (to demonstrate works completed) 
Summaries of monitoring of deer impact such as Herbivore Impact Assessments (to inform management and measure changes to pressure).
Further details on deer management best practice can be found in the Code of Practice on Deer Management as well as  Best Practice Guides website.
A Deer population modelling tool is also available to help identify a desired population over a specified timeframe. This information can be found on the NatureScot Deer management: Policy, Guidance and Best Practice webpages.

Invasive non-native species example 
Here are the types of information useful to demonstrate management effectiveness. The exact monitoring approach will differ based on the species of INNS, management objective and control method:
Evidence of long-term planning and managing populations at an appropriate ecological scale
Biosecurity plan that identifies current and potential INNS threats with strategies for prevention, surveillance and rapid response for new arrivals and sleeper species (plants that have not yet spread) and long-term management for established species that are already widely spread
Where a significant element of long-term management is proposed, an invasive species management plan is required. This should include relevant details of geographical extent of INNS populations being managed, management objectives, control measures and collaborative actions to control INNS populations at appropriate spatial scales
Where the INNS population extends beyond the Nature30 site boundaries onto neighbouring land holdings, the invasive species management plan should include evidence of collaborative actions and cooperation across different land holdings to control INNS at appropriate spatial scales.
Appropriate management process for the different stages of invasion
Proportion of target area under each phase of management – i) population reduction, ii) regular monitoring and follow-up, iii) long-term surveillance and rapid response.
Summaries of management inputs, outputs and outcomes for the target area
Effort - person-days, litres of herbicide, trap-nights, time of year
Returns - invasive animals captured/detected, invasive plant density at fixed points
Benefits - evidence for recovery of vulnerable habitats and species. 
For further information on things to consider when planning effective management of INNS pressures please visit the Nature Networks Toolbox INNS page. 
Further details on best practice management can be found in the Guidance for delivering invasive non-native plant control projects and the nonnativespecies.org website.
Sites that are recognised for multiple biodiversity values do not necessary require additional monitoring as a result. Monitoring that can demonstrate management effectiveness at the ecosystem scale will often satisfy monitoring requirements across different biodiversity values.
NatureScot are available to support individuals or organisations seeking Nature30 recognition in understanding monitoring requirements, discuss how existing monitoring information can be best used.
Reporting: To ensure the continued recognition of Nature30 sites is comprehensive there will be an agreement for a summary of management and monitoring data to be provided to NatureScot in line with the monitoring cycle agreed upon during recognition. This provides both assurance that Nature30 sites are delivery effectively whilst also providing touch points where planned changes to management or monitoring, by the governing body of the Nature30 site, can be discussed if needed. 
As part of Scotland’s commitment to 30 by 30, NatureScot will report annually on progress. This will include summary information on the number, area and status of all protected areas and Nature30 sites in Scotland.
Basic data for Nature30 sites (e.g. site name, site boundary, biodiversity values, and summary of management effectiveness) will be publicly shared on SiteLink and will form part of reporting at the UK level to the World Database of OECMs via the Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC).
Complete the consent for assessment on the next page.


Consent for assessment
Consent at this point is for assessment for Nature30 recognition, consent for recognition will be sought at the end of the assessment process. 
Following assessment, a summary of the outcome will be communicated to the contact(s) provided and, where the site meets all the criteria, will request final consent for recognition.
I agree that by submitting this nomination form, consent has been granted by all affected parties to be assessed for recognition as a Nature30 site.

[bookmark: ConsentGrantedYes]Yes |_|

I declare that the detail provided in this document and any additional supporting information is true and accurate to the best of my knowledge. I understand that where there are significant material omissions this may result in Nature30 recognition being removed.

[bookmark: ConsentDeclareYes]Yes |_|

[bookmark: CName]Name:      
[bookmark: CDate]Date:      


Nature30 Responsibilities Checklist
For sites meeting the Nature30 criteria, who are consenting to recognition, it’s important for fully informed consent that governing bodies understand what responsibilities are being expected of them. The requirements of those managing Nature30 sites, which are all concerned with helping to keep the Nature30 recognition robust and delivering against its ambitious aims, are summarised below as a simple check list. 
As the governing body you will notify NatureScot of: 
Changes to the named lead contact for the site 
Change of land ownership where the new landowner is not bound by the long-term assurance for the Nature30 site 
Significant changes to the site boundary 
Significant changes to the management   
Significant incidents of damage to the Nature30 that have occurred.
As the governing body you agree to: 
A recognition verification visit from NatureScot 
Other potential visits if there are major changes to the site or management 
The site name, boundary, biodiversity value, governance type, and summary of management effectiveness of the Nature30 site only, being published on the national (Sitelink) and international (World Database of OECMs) public reporting databases 
Report on the agreed monitoring and management cycle.
If you have questions around any of the above requirements, please get in touch: 30x30@nature.scot. 
End of nomination form.
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