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Executive Summary; 	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): A brief overview of the whole report that stands alone and does not refer to the report the way an abstract would. The purpose of the executive summary is so a reader who doesn’t have time to read the whole report can find all the important information 'at a glance'. 
This report will examine in detail how to create a sustainable management plan for Dinefwr Park. The report will begin by providing a background to the project and will then progress onto identifying specific problems in relation to the project, which were identified as lack of information regarding behave, and accessibility and maintaining pathways.
[bookmark: _Int_iGNNoPKH]To meet these challenges the following proposals were made to reduce the amount of unwarranted accessibility in the night time, and improve safety of all by using cameras. Also providing signs around the park informing the visitors of to behave in parts of the park and letting them know the accessibility for push prams and wheelchairs.
It was felt that in adopting these proposals, a sustainable management plan could be achieved to benefit the Dinefwr Park and the visitor experience.

Introduction: 	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): Introduces the topic and its background and significance, identifies the specific problem within that topic area that you are investigating, previews the sections of the report, and defines any important terms used. 
Background: 

This report is about creating a sustainable recreation management plan for Dinefwr Park to boost the area to thrive not just for the people that visit but also the nature and landscape of the park. It was chosen for the easy access it provides to a wide range of people of mixed backgrounds and abilities to move around the park with the possibility of it benefiting more people and the land it is on. Dinefwr Park is located in Wales, Carmarthenshire near to the town centre of Llandeilo. The Park is an 800 acres estate and is surrounded by a National Nature Reserve and is owned by the National Trust. On the land there lies the ruins of Dinefwr castle, Newton House and a Deer Park. The National Trust (2024) has information about the general history of Newton House and the castle on its grounds, but the castle is manged by Cadw (2024) who are a historic environmental service under the Welsh government.	Comment by jo kelleher: with	Comment by jo kelleher: who

Specific Problems
The specific problems identified in relation to implementing this plan were identified as the following: firstly, the location of where people can walk and the erosion that happens on the paths, secondly, the information provided to people about the land and the facilities and signage around the park to be improved and lastly, looking at the security of the park and where the access to places is allowed, how the park interacts between visitors and the locals and how they can access the land.



Preview of Sections
This report is divided into main three sections. The first section will be about the management plan and that will include the following, firstly a section on conceptual frameworks where it will be looking at idea and concept of the plan. Secondly, there be a section on the problems and impacts of some of areas of the park. And finally, there will be a section on solutions and management of how to solve the previous paragraph on the problems and impact. To conclude, the report will summarise the key information and make recommendations about improving the benefits of Dinefwr Park. 	Comment by jo kelleher: This para is in a different font - change to keep it consistent with the rest of the report	Comment by jo kelleher: This report is divided into three sections. The first section will be about…..	Comment by jo kelleher: Replace with
And will include the following, firstly a section on conceptual frameworks….
Secondly, there will be a section on the problems and impacts….
And finally, there will be a section on ….	Comment by jo kelleher: To conclude, the report will summarise the key information and make recommendations about improving the benefits of Dinefwr Park.

Management plan:	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): Treatment of the problem is divided up into different aspects (e.g. definition of the problem, analysis of its features, stages, and/or causes, and proposals for different ways of approaching or managing the problem or situation) 
Conceptual Frameworks:
The underlying idea/concept for this plan is sustainability of the park to maintain the park and by using Manning and Anderson’s (2012) book titled Managing Outdoor Recreation: Case Studies in the National Parks. This is relevant as Manning has broken down how to manage a park for recreation purposes, and this report will mention indicators of quality, limits of acceptable change, carrying capacity and recreation opportunity spectrum.	Comment by jo kelleher: titled	Comment by jo kelleher: broken down how to….
Carrying capacity 
The first area to look at is carrying capacity. This relates to the maximum number of visitors using the park and whether the area being used is sustainable to accommodate this number of visitors without a decrease of natural and cultural resources. Manning and Anderson (2012) mention this in their book and Prato (2001) has used it in management of national parks. They mention how important it is when protecting the parks resources and maintaining the wilderness areas of the parks while also providing areas where humans can interact with nature by creating zones to reduce how much of an area get effected by the visitors. Manning et al., (2002) have used carrying capacity by the use of indicators and standards of quality which help make up the plan of how it increases visitor experience while at the same time having a small effect on the park's natural resources.	Comment by jo kelleher: The first area….	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop.
	Comment by jo kelleher: This relates to the maximum number of visitors….	Comment by jo kelleher: And whether the area being used is sustainable to accommodate this number without….	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop. They mention how important…..	Comment by jo kelleher: With nature?	Comment by jo kelleher: Not sure what you mean here
Can you rephrase this sentence?	Comment by jo kelleher: while at the same time having….	Comment by jo kelleher: A small effect on the park…



Limits of acceptable change 
Next is limits of acceptable change which Manning and Anderson (2012) have also discussed. This relates to it being about how to apply the carrying capacity to parks and increase the visitor experiences, for example, the trample of soils and vegetation and disturbing the wildlife. With these examples it allows the park to look at how to balance out the increase of people and the impacts it has on the environment and wildlife in the park.	Comment by jo kelleher: New sentence
This relates to….	Comment by jo kelleher: Comma, for example, the trample of ….
 [image: ]
 (Figure 1 – limits of acceptable change)
From the figure above Manning and Anderson (2012) show that the relationship between the impacts of outdoors and visitor use is not always in place but it can come together to be balanced and provide the best usage and understanding of using a parks natural resource and increasing visitor experiences. Miller, et al., (2021) have used limits of acceptable change in their framework and used a plan of zoning which is about creating an area made for the purpose of holding people and experience the place with the use of natural resources. The term zoning is good as it has provided and area for the balance of natural resource and people to learn in that area, and it is manageable in areas then over the whole park.	Comment by jo kelleher: is not always in place ??	Comment by jo kelleher: acceptable change
Indicators and standards of quality
[bookmark: _Int_1ciQ1kAJ]Manning and Anderson (2012) talk about that the indicators and standards of quality that are about determining the acceptable level of change in parks recreation; the indicators of quality can be specific measurable variables that reflect meaning of the management objectives. The standard of quality defines the minimum acceptable conditions of the indicator variable. For example, this could be providing solitude in some areas of the Dinefwr Park as they have bird hides on the land. Laven and Krymkowski, (2005), similar to Manning and Anderson (2012) refer to how the indicators and standards of quality are good for parks to use as it helps protect the parks’ own natural resources. By using this objective, it can reveal how much of the park’s resources they can allow visitors to experience without damaging the park’s natural resources.	Comment by jo kelleher: That are about	Comment by jo kelleher: this could be….	Comment by jo kelleher: Take out discuss
Similar to….
	Comment by jo kelleher: Refer to how the indicators….	Comment by jo kelleher: Are	Comment by jo kelleher: Check sense here
By using this objective it can reveal how much of the park’s resources….	Comment by jo kelleher: Without damaging the park’s natural resources
Recreation opportunity spectrum
Finally, the last framework this report will look at is the recreation opportunity spectrum (ROS). Manning and Anderson (2012) describe it as a spectrum to help create a more diverse park and outdoor recreation. It applies the indicators and standards of quality to the components of resources, experiences, and management. All three areas a inter link to help develop the best course of actions depending on the area of the park and weigh the options of where they could use zoning depending on what visitors want to experience.	Comment by jo kelleher: Finally,
[image: ]
(Figure 2 – A simplified example of recreation opportunity Spectrum (ROS))
Other places have used the ROS to help manage their outdoor facility, according to Gundersen, Tangeland and Kaltenborn (2015). They have said how it helped them know what the visitors wanted out of the experience and the behaviour that visitors could experience in the forest. They used ROS to find the right method and created zoning in their forest to let people know where to go depending on what they wanted and how to behaviour in those areas creating by the ROS.	Comment by jo kelleher: Other places have used the ROS….	Comment by jo kelleher: according to Gundersen….	Comment by jo kelleher: experience in the forest	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop. They used ROS to…
Problems and Impacts
This report will identity the problems and impacts, such as problems that can happen if they are not managed correctly on the park. The report will mention some of the problem as a starting point to since how the management would go with solving these problems. Will also be looking at the amount of information provided from Dinefwr Park and looking at the accessibility and maintenance of the park and these two sections links very closely together.	Comment by jo kelleher: This needs a rewrite into proper sentences….
This report will identify the problems and impacts such problems can have if they are not managed correctly…..
[bookmark: _Int_8SkWh6sl]Information provided by the Dinefwr Park is lacking in some areas, for example, it is not obvious to visitors that you can only obtain a map of the park by visiting the house. In addition, there are no signs around the park indicating which direction one should go and then there is not enough information provided about the deer park and how to behave in certain areas of the park. The problem with not providing enough information can lead to people stealing items either from the house or the signs around the park., There are also people being too noisy in certain areas of the park particularly in the deer park. Jenkins and Pigram, (2006) discuss how the effects of noise and visitor behaviour can impact on visitor experience which can cause problems for the park. If people are unaware of appropriate noise levels in certain areas of the park, this can affect the wildlife in the park and make the animals either move location or not show up during the day as much due to the number of people and the noise they create. Lynch, Joyce and Fristrup (2011) have research how the more visited the area is the more noise is produced and that can make animals move location to find a quieter spot to live as that is what the animal would be more used to out in the wild. According to Carol (2024) who is a ranger for the park, there are similar cases of how visitors can sometimes go to see the animals but with the number of people and noise they puts the animals off. At Dinefwr Park, they had a case where the deer got sick and needed to be shut off from the public till the deer were healthier to be around visitors entering their area.	Comment by jo kelleher: For example, it is not obvious to visitors that you can only obtain a map of the park by visiting the house and requesting one.  In addition, there are no signs indicating which direction…..	Comment by jo kelleher: Behave	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop.
There are also people being too noisy….particularly in the deer park	Comment by jo kelleher: Can impact on visitor experience	Comment by jo kelleher: If people are unaware of appropriate noise levels in certain areas of the park, this can affect…..	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): refernce about noise effects animals	Comment by jo kelleher: number of	Comment by jo kelleher: The noise	Comment by jo kelleher: number of	Comment by jo kelleher: Noise they create puts the animals off. At Dinefwr park, they had a case where…
[bookmark: _Int_e6Z3mi2L]The other main issue is the accessibility and maintenance of the park. Carol (2024) the ranger who looks after the park has talked about how easy it is for maintenance of the park to be slowed or changed either due to visitors walking where they shouldn’t and creating a path through vegetation, or the damage done to the bird hides from the lack of security and the number of people that travel on the pathways. In addition, when people do not walk on the paths provide, they trample over vegetation and soil which changes the ecosystems that are in that area. This also relates to the problem of the bird hides being damaged from kids getting into the park at night and using the hide as a hang out which causes damage, particularly when litter is also left around the place. It is a major security risk when young people enter the park at night because don’t know what they are doing and what they could affect the wildlife and environment around the area. Blount et al, (2021) mention from there experience why having camera up in the park showed benefit as they could key an eye out on the local wildlife and that they stayed healthy. This raises issues about accessibility to the park, given it is possible for people to enter at night time unsupervised. In addition, this raises questions about whether there should be restricted access to some pathways. On a separate note, but related to accessibility, the pathways in the deer park are not suitable for pushchairs or wheelchairs and this should be stated in the information provided about the park or at the entrances of the gate to the deer park. With talk about the accessibility of the park, Chikuta, du Plessis and Saayman (2023) discus the benefit of opening their park to all but that can only happen due to the terrain giving in their park and they try and make sure to include the accessibility to all people but they have more space to work with and then Dinefwr park. Dinefwr Park is a Site of Special Scientific Interest and National Nature Reserve which have to work alongside the nature environment.	Comment by jo kelleher: Number of	Comment by jo kelleher: In addition, when people do not walk on …	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop. This also relates to the problem….	Comment by jo kelleher: At night	Comment by jo kelleher: damage, particularly when litter is also left around the place.	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): refence a place that had similar issuse	Comment by jo kelleher: It is a major security risk when young people enter the park at night because…..	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): refernce the accessabilty to park


Solutions and Management
[bookmark: _Int_Zz2p6ILs]With the problems identified, it is possible to find solutions for each problem stated above. Firstly, the solution to the lack of information around the park would be to put up signs for people to find their way around the park. In addition, cameras could be put up around any areas where there have been problems with people causing trouble coming in. People would need to be informed that there are cameras around the park and the signage could include instructions about how to behave around the animals in order to protect them and the environment they inhabit. The cameras could come equip with night vision but also be on a motion system, so they only activate if there is movement. Having camera on motion detection system would minimise the problem for the rangers if they don’t know the cause of a problem and taking care of the cameras won’t cause to much of a problem to take care of them. Fairfax, Dowling and Neldner (2014) mention how having cameras helped protect not just the wildlife but also watch the visitors for any problems.	Comment by jo kelleher: With the problems identified, it is possible to find solutions….	Comment by jo kelleher: Firstly, the solution to….	Comment by jo kelleher: Full stop. In addition, cameras could be put up around areas where….	Comment by jo kelleher: Where there are issues 	Comment by jo kelleher: New sentence
People would need to be informed that there are cameras around the park and the signage could include instructions about how to behave around the animals in order to protect them and the environment they inhabit.	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): refernec where a park has used cameras	Comment by jo kelleher: This is a bit jumbled…
Delete or rephrase
For other solution to lack pf information can look at spreading information from the park about the best times to see the animals or the views people want to see, there could also be a sign that lets people know what the terrain is like to the pathways and difficulties that could happening. From the map of Dinefwr Park could provide a little more information about how to behave in certain areas.
[image: ]
(Figure 3- map of Dinefwr Park)
Another solution for the people that cause trouble let them be aware that law enforcement can be called to sort out the situation or be fined depending on the trouble caused. As Mentioned from the problems and impact section Blount et al, (2021) talk about how the cameras battery life can last up to a year and has high storage capacity to hold images of the wildlife or people.
Overall, the management of the Dinefwr Park, can easily be maintained or better by starting off with small problems and doing it step by step as a whole. Fairfax, Dowling and Neldner (2014) state that they use the cameras to manage the park from the health of the wildlife, to the safety of the visitors and they can also use the images of the wildlife to boost their place something that Dinefwr park could do to get more visitors that have an interest in the animals on their park Land.

Conclusion 	Comment by Iain Latto (2103185): Summarises the report’s main points. There is no new information here, since each idea or piece of information should already have been introduced in the body of the report.
To conclude, this report has set out a sustainable management plan for Dinefwr Park. Potential issues were identified as not providing enough information around the park of where to go and how to behave in areas of the park, same with where is accessible for people to go and to keep to the pathways. It is anticipated that the solutions that have been proposed will meet these challenges by slowly implementing the solution such as camera at entrances, providing signs to be visible and clear instructions of how to be in the parks, while also allowing the visitors know what they want from their visit to Dinefwr Park. With these solutions identified and addressed, this report provides a comprehensive overview of a sustainable management plan for Dinefwr Park.
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are not clear from this relationship; which of
the points on the vertical axis—Y1 or Y2, or
some other point along this axis—represents

indicators and standards of quality. Manage-
ment objectives are statements about the desired
conditions of parks and outdoor recreation,
including the level of protection of park
resources and the type and quality of the rec-
reation experience. Indicators of quality are

more specific, measurable variables that reflect

the meaning or essence of management objec-
tives; they are quantifiable proxies or meas-
ures of management objectives: Standards of
quality define the minimum acceptable condi-
tion of indicator variables.

An example may help to illuminate
these ideas and terms. The US Wilderness
Act of 1964 specifies that areas designated by
Congress as part of the National Wilderness
Preservation System are to be managed to
provide opportunities for visitor “solitude”
(16 USC 1131-1136). Therefore, providing
opportunities for solitude is an appropriate
management objective for most wilderness
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