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 23 April      Local Liaison Group  at NYMNP Headquarters Helmsley 


chaired by Head Ranger Ian Burgess attended by Robert Clutson (Scarborough
Group)


New database.  Results of   user acceptance training.  Ben will provide report.  


ROW  Data will be available to all enquirers,  was expected mid-May  


Matters arising


3.9 cropping obstructions.   Will action continue? following reorganisation  , 
reduced resources effect.  18% manning reduction is bound to affect action.  


Enforcement requires action by a member of staff. ( consequences of reduced 
manning and effect of reorganisation)


5.4  new charges on diversions.  Costs should be fully charged to the 
landowner. Proposals to go to cabinet for approval before implementation  
Originally full cost could not be recovered, but in future full cost will be 
charged.  Change is imminent


3.9  UURs  No progress on the plan. Nothing to report. 


Agenda items


6. Service Reorganisation


Reorganisation.  £130K budget fixed. 


New access and ROW manager post to be advertised. 


Mapping  Principal Map Officer  - Penny, will be appointed.  1 &2 map officers 
(Russ & Bett?) diversions officer remains. 


Bett 3 days week,  Ian has combined with a diversions officer post, Susan will 
work from   home & Boroughbridge.  No real changes to total Definitive map 
team. Confirmed only yesterday. Susan remains 


Above new structure delayed by minimum 6 months. All local authority staff on
3 months' notice, therefore there will be a minimum of 6 months before any 
new appointees can be in post. Definitive map team now settled, but 







maintenance depends on approval of proposals by cabinet – then advertising 
posts and hearing appeals. 


Principal officer ROW post unfilled,  4 ROW officers and 2 field staff plus 
technical officer in map team will join this team , maintenance : 6 members of 
staff fewer.  


Wef 1 October above (manager and principal posts yet to be filled). At present 
working as before – but no money (the budget has still not been notified to 
NYMNP team). Ian and 5 rangers to do the work).


(History: Ian arrived 2006, 28 jobs then , now 12.6 posts).


Question – Who is progressing this reorganisation – answer: nobody. This  
should be driven by the people yet to be recruited  and as explained above 
cannot start until September. 


Example: policy was to not fall out with the landowner, ie  over signs . This was 
the directed policy of the NYMNP. 


NYMNP in future will not do anything more than the statutory minimum. But 
all of this depends on the elected representatives approving the changes (in 
relation to depending on volunteers doing the work). Note that the members 
of the governing body are mainly landowners. 


Statutory  duty is no longer the over-riding deciding factor.  i.e the risk of a fine 
which might be less than the cost of fulfilling the statutory duty would affect 
the decision on whether the progress a FP problem.  (Paul AONB manager 
NYCC)


However the  public by lobbying elected members can affect decisions 


(libraries is a good example). So – lobby and make a fuss) i.e. county 
councillor, MPs, local papers. 


2.  definitive Map Update.


One  post (12-months temporary contract to be advertised. Working copy of 
definitive map so out of date it is becoming worthless (Karl) 







 Expectation for including changes is a month – Karl  has noted 40% increase in 
load. Running 30 orders a year, these are not getting included in the working 
copy definitve map. 


(typically diversion orders, MMOs) Action Ben who will get Penny 


3.Network maintenance Update


Backlog remains. Data is unreliable, hence cleansing. i.e where a bridge is 
requested, but there has never been one, this an improvement, thus will be 
shifted from maintenance to improvements. Will affect the totals.


i.e heather moorland – if path undefined then will not be cleared, but if 
defined will require action. 


Safety issues will continue to attract action. Responsibility for safety in all 
works cannot be avoided by NYCC & NYMNP – however cost of training 
volunteers to meet safety requirements is prohibitive. 


Typically finger posts erection (which because requires working on/beside a 
highway requires safety training)  will be done less, and in future may be 
replaced by waymarks.  (i.e Working by a roadside is governed by legislation 
covering working on carriageways, thus safety training is mandatory. Thus the 
cost of providing training is not cost effective hence need for a ranger to 
supervise and there is a shortage now of professional staff). 


NYMNP is currently setting up a charitable group to raise money for 
improvements.  


Diversion report


Selby requests list of bridges. 


There are couple of bridges which were  put in in 1980s not on the line of the 
path and landowners now object to replacing bridge on its current alignment. 
Cost of a longer bridge vs cost of path diversion/realignment.


Russ busy with  inquiries. Objections to diversions causing delays.


Tadcaster , a 9-day Public Inquiry  urged to act more promptly to avoid loss 
(death) of witnesses. 







Massive backlog in diversion orders. Ie. There are 300 buildings on ROWs.  Karl 
has seen an increase in requests for diversions, but no increase seen by head 
ranger, in fact, the opposite. There will be a significant increase in the cost of 
obtaining  a diversion to the applicant. Prior to mid-90s landowner did not 
require planning permission to erect an agricultural  building which resulted in 
buildings on the line of ROWs. 


Countryside Access Officer  


Programme of replacing stiles with kissing gates. Problem with narrow gates 
noted.   Yorkshire Wolds Way  Last stile will shortly be replaced. Signposts also 
to be replaced .


Seasonal clearance: 
Support to Natural England of Coastal path.


Selby: work caused by carbon capture and gas pipeline results in much work.


Trans Pennine trail progress. 


Ramblers countryside access booklet: work on supporting ramblers. (legal team
involvement)


Eastfield development: work also caused much work (developer sought to put 
in a cheap unsufaced path. 


NYMNP ringfenced Karl: NYMNP 40%cut. Still nothing from DEFRA (grant 
comes from DEFRA), on budget for the current FY . NYMNP will in future charge
for all planning matters, i.e letters. 


Cannot support level of ROW work as in past. Promoted routes will get most 
support i.e landowners will receive material only for promoted ROWs. 


New software at £6 to manage volunteer working program. i.e. training, skills


Donations:  £4K , also from Scarborough Ramblers on signs but consistency on 
design necessary.  


Surveys: reduction in numbers of routes meeting pass standard. Hoping to 
include groups in addition to Scarborough.


Staff cuts. Only one redundant staff member has found a new job.







BVPI & Ramblers surveys: a pragmatic approach to surveys. Karl hopes for two 
volunteers to do the data input.


LLG Maintenance Report . supported by photographs


Members Forum. Two meetings imminent


Seggimire Lane Objective is to maintain the expensive newly improved 
standard.


Now national concern that unclassified roads are being trashed, however there
is a political appetite (present government for a change in the law governing 
classification which could sweep away existing restrictions). (See above on 
lobbying) 


DONM 22 October.








Walking Hub Sub-committee report, Group Committee  28 May 2015


Inaugural meeting, 25 April 2015.


Present: H Whitehouse (chairman), M Whitehouse.


1 The chairman reported that every member of the group had been invited to join the sub-
committee, and all those who had volunteered were present.


2 It was agreed unanimously that informal notice of future meetings from the chairman to the other 
member would be sufficient, that a quorum should be one member, of whom one should be the 
chairman, and that the chairman should have a casting vote.


3 The chairman reported that before the formal formation of the sub-committee, he had dealt with 
an urgent matter in respect of the Minerals and Waste Joint Plan consultation, administered by 
NYCC on behalf of that council, York City Council, and the NYMNPA, concerning the proposed 
inclusion of a candidate quarrying site at Seamer Carr.


He submitted: 'The public bridleway that passes through the centre of this site is one of only two 
north-south continuous rights of way from Scarborough.


With the planned enhancement of public footpaths in the Eastfield area, and the unrealised 
opportunities for developing more leisure paths in The Mere/Musham Bank community woodland 
(which the borough council has indicated an ambition to exploit) this bridleway is an essential link 
in a linear network that offers a continuous off-road route from the projected Weaponness Leisure 
Village.


Minimal expense would attract more exploitation of this attractive, convenient pedestrian route 
from the heart of urban Scarborough to the open countryside of the Yorkshire Wolds and its 
national trail, leading from the leisure village, via Queen Margaret’s Estate, The Mere, Musham 
Bank, Musham Bank field, Morrison’s link, Burton Riggs nature reserve, Long Lane, Meads Lane, 
A64 track, Metes Lane, Woodhouse Farm and Flixton.


It is essential that this right of way (for preference, ultimately adhering to its present, historic route) 
is protected, and I submit that any proposal to develop the site should detail the means by which 
passage can be preserved (if necessary by implementing a series of temporary diversions) while 
work progresses.'


The chairman stated that in recent years, planning permission had been granted for a new building
by the owners of Star Carr Farm, which it was acknowledged would disturb important 
archaeological remains related to the Star Carr megalithic site. This suggested that the proximity of
the proposed land allotment for quarrying would not necessarily be an over-riding impediment to its
eventual exploitation.


The sub-committee endorsed the chairman's action.


4 The chairman is to write to Scarborough Borough Council and its consultants concerning the 
proposal for a Walking Hub at Weaponness Leisure Village, as detailed in a report to the group 
committee on 19 April 2015.


5 The chairman is to write to Yorkshire Water, concerning the provision of walking routes beside 
the Hertford River, as detailed in a report to the group committee on 19 April 2015.


6 The chairman is to investigate the possibility of re-opening the application for a DMMO for a right 
of way from Derwentvale Farm, as detailed in a report to the group committee on 19 April 2015.   
As a “footpath” was still being represented on OS 7th Series 1:63360 maps (1950, revised 1955) 







from Derwentdale Farm to Seamer Carr Farm (passing the track from Robin's Bottom 
Plantation/Staxton and continuing east to the A64 ), there could be an unexplored case for arguing 
that this was wrongly excluded from the Definitive Map in Seamer parish.


Summary of further activity


1 The chairman emailed North Yorkshire County Council on 26.4.15 to seek clarification of the 
status of the well-used surfaced track linking Metes Lane (Seamer bridleway 30.20/8/1) to Seamer 
bridleway 30.20/4/1.  This does not appear on the List of Streets or the Definitive Map.  No reply 
has yet been received.


2 The chairman reported that Coventry University and Scarborough University Technical College 
were each proposing to build at the northern end of the Weaponness Leisure Village site.  He felt 
that this did not appear to have any deleterious impact on the preservation of the existing 
pedestrian routes, and no representations were therefore necessary.


3 The chairman noted that the county council had breached its written undertaking to place online 
the List of Streets for the Scarborough urban area, on the grounds that conflicts existed between 
the written record and the physical position.  The chairman emailed NYCC on 28.4.15 to point out 
that this argument could apply in many other areas whose List of Streets were nonetheless 
available online, and he sought clarification about the availability for inspection of the List of 
Streets, as prescribed by Section 36(6) of the Highways Act 1980.   No reply has yet been 
received.


Harry Whitehouse








Webmaster's report, Group Committee  28 May 2015


■We finally recorded in excess of 100 unique visits in one day, on April 28, when we had 107.  I 


have no idea why this should finally occur on a Tuesday.


■I have continued to add videos to our Youtube channel.


■The group's Twitter account now has 117 followers, an increase of 34 since the last report.


■Liz Sourbut has taken responsibility for the group's Facebook page.


■We now have 97 people on the website's email circulation list.


■If any walk leaders/participants wish to submit reports to accompany the map and photographs 


that appear on the website, I would be happy to add these.  If no GPS track is available for a walk, I 
have on a few occasions prepared one from either a sketch on a map, or a detailed description of the
route, and I am happy to continue doing this, to keep the record of activities as complete as 
possible. As I think is understood, I now display the track on out-of-copyright OS 1:25000 maps, 
for legal reasons.


■It was agreed that rights-of-way reports from our path surveys would be published on the website,


for the information of our members and the public.  Although this scheme was implemented 16 
months ago, I have not received any reports, so the “score” on the web page remains at zero.


■If officers wish to forward their reports to committee to me, I would be pleased to archive them 


on the website, to help build a picture of the group's activities for the information of both current 
members and those who follow.


Harry Whitehouse








Access Group Report 


Coastal Access 


Natural England published its proposals for public consultation for the stretch between Filey Brigg and the 
Newport Bridge at Middlesbrough. The consuhation period ends 21 May 2015. Overall, we are pleased 
with the proposals, which correspond closely to our proposals contained in our report. The propose route 
adopts, with some minor deviations, the line ofthe existing Cleveland Way from Filey Brigg to Saltbum­
by-the-Sea and then the Teesdale Way to the Newport Bridge. Whereas the Cleveland Way is not currently 
defined in the urban areas of, e.g., Filey and Scarborough, the Coast Path will be, thus adding additional 
security for the long distance path. The roll-back provision ofthe legislation will be invoked along all but 
the defended stretches ofthe coast and this will avoid any interruptions to the route due to coastal erosion. 


Our third and final 41-page report setting out Ramblers' proposals for the stretch between Kilnsea and the 
Humber Bridge, based on surveys carried out by volunteers from our Area, was submitted to NE in January 
2015 (see below). 


We are pleased to have confirmation that work on the next stretches in Yorkshire will start this year and that 
NE plans to complete the whole coast path by 2020. 


Open Access Walks Booklet 
The 3rd (revised) edition ofthe booklet "Open Access Walks: North Yorkshire" has been printed. It has 
been necessary to obtain 10 ISBN numbers. Therefore ISBN numbers are available for future publications 
by the Area. 


Tom Halstead 
2 May 2015 


~. 








EAST YORKSHIRE AND DERWENT AREA COUNCIL


12 May 2015


1 Urgent footpath issues. The Footpaths Committee has opposed the extinguishment of a footpath in
Goole.  Goole group representatives recommended that the objection be withdrawn, as they felt the 
path was unnecessary.   This was based on the fact that an alternative route was available by 
walking on pavements beside local roads.  However, after strong arguments by council members in 
favour of continuing the objection, this was supported by area council.


I provided an update on the Seamer Carr quarry issue.


2 Pathwatch meeting. Two delegates, David Nunn and Tony Corrigan, were chosen by area council 
to represent the area at the Pathwatch workshop in Birmingham (their expenses were paid by area).  
A copy of the delegates' report is attached.  


Individuals/working parties will be expected to “claim” 1km grid squares, and if reports from the 
claimed squares are not then received in four weeks, they will be released for others to claim.  This 
procedure should eliminate duplication where group areas share the same grid square, as Group B 
will not be able to claim a square that has been claimed by Group A.


The survey is not intended to be exclusively a fault-finding, but an exercise that identifies both the 
attractions and demerits of each right of way. 


The period of operation has been changed from mid-June to October, to the beginning of July to the 
end of December.


The delegates (not present at area council) will contact groups.


(My own concern is that Pathwatch is concerned only with rights of way, while the periodic and 
coordinated surveys that are carried out by most groups should also include unregistered paths.  
This is particularly relevant to the Scarborough urban area, which has many paths used by the 
public, but no Definitive Map.  Also, the physical condition of paths surveyed under Pathwatch 
could be very different in July and December.)


3 Group reports.  Pocklington representatives had taken 49 people on a five-day trip to the Lakes. 


Ryedale have almost completed their latest survey of rights of way in their area, and for comparison
purposes, carried out checks on a few paths in the NYMNP.  These were found to be much better 
maintained, presumably because of the increased financial resources available to the NPA.


I submitted the attached group report.  There was interest in our use of Twitter and the response to it
and on request, I have supplied details to two other group representatives. 


4 Access group.  The report is attached. 


5 Ramblers Worldwide Holidays. A representative has offered to give a presentation, and this is 
under consideration for the next AGM.


Harry Whitehouse, Area Council Rep








1. Introduction 

With David Nunns, I attended the above workshop aimed at Area Footpath Secretaries. 

There were 37 delegates from 33 Areas and included a cross section of group footpaths 

officers and group chairmen. Ramblers CO representation included Kate Ashbrook 

[president] and several Policy Officers, supporting Project Manager Helen Mthiyane. 

The day's proceedings involved presentation, discussion groups and Q&A sessions. A 

lively, beneficial workshop that was able to add substance to what had previously been a 

limited outline of the project. 

Below is an overview of how the project is intended to develop, with comment con­

cerning issues that could arise for our Area/Groups. 

2. Intention 

Survey conditions of public rights of way [excluding ORPAs] as shown on current OS 

maps to highlight problems and positive features. Collected data will be analysed to 

evidence problems and positives across the network, by local authority, Ramblers area 

and country. 

OS [1:25000] grid squares containing rights of way will be surveyed. To enable 

meaningful data analysis, at least 200 grid squares per LA area [or fewer according to 

size of local authority] need to be ~hecked. ­
3. Timescale 

Mid - June to autumn is the planned timescale. 'It is hoped the survey will open for 

volunteers in June 2015 followed by the national public launch in July 2015 and to close 

in late autumn [end November]. 

Comment - ideally, a speCific seasonal window for surveying would have captured 

comparative data. Surveys in JUly will identify problems e.g. cropping and over-growth 

that will disappear by late autumn. 

4. Volunteers 

Volunteers will be encouraged from membership, affiliated groups, non - ramblers 

walking groups, countryside agencies, Duke of Edinburgh organisers and the general 

public - in fact any/everyone. 

Unless already on Ramblers database [as a volunteer in some capaCity] volunteers will 

need to register on line. This is so, notwithstanding they may intend to manually record 

surveys. 

Comment - at Area/Group level we need to encourage all members to contribute to 

the project. Footpath surveys historically have been done by only a handful of mem­

bers. Two of our seven territorial groups, plus GYBO do not routinely survey paths and 

their involvement is essential. 

Contact via mailshots is not an option until September. Thus methods of getting member 

sign up to volunteering is necessary at the earliest. These could include:­


1 • Prominent publicity on Area/Group [York & Scarborough] websites 

2 • Group contact lists/yahoo forum e.g. Beverley, Ryedale & Scarborough 

3 • Contact details of regular walkers/Leaders held by some Group Walks 



Secretaries being utilised 

4 • Using member email/phone contact details held by Group Membership 



Secretaries 



5. Publicity Strategy 
A proposed communications plan for contacting volunteers, members and the public 







launch is being prepared and will be forwarded to Areas within weeks. 


6. Methodology 
a) Getting Started 


Comment - Acquiring survey sheets, maps and instructions, plus feeding in survey 
results is by computer, tablets, smart phones, iPhone and Android smart phones (not 
Windows smart phones). 


1 	 1. Volunteers sign up on line - or have someone do it for them 
2 	 2. Select a lkm x lkm grid square to survey [up to a maximum of 6 at anyone 


time and completion within 4 weeks, otherwise up for reallocation] 
3 	 3. Allocation system will prevent duplication 
4 	 4. Print off map, guidance, and survey questions 
5 	 5. OR download the free smartphone app 
6 	 6. Walk every right of way in their chosen square(s) 
7 	 7. Upload their findings via the app whilst they walk, 
8 	 8. Have option to upload pictures, aDd share via social media 
9 9. Otherwise upload results from written notes onto website when they get home 
10 10. A list of FAQs is being developed to assist volunteers. 


Comment - volunteers who are not computer users may be constrained unless 
someone assists in printing off maps and inputting results [checking with Project 
Manager to see if they are considering paper submissions]. 


b) Surveying 


1 	 1. The Survey sheet has a list of 'problems' that may be encountered and result­
ing effect e.g. inconvenience or unusable. 


2 	 2. Positive features and highlights of the walk also to be recorded 


1 	 3. Surveyor ticks boxes as appropriate - no requirement for text input although a 
final box for comment is being considered. 


2 	 4. Pinpointing problem by grid reference - probably automatic with smart 'phone. 
3 	 5. Photograph (optional) 


Comment - 4 above is only possible if using a smart phone incorporating GPS? The 

Survey Questions are being finalised and app to download being tweaked according-Iy. 

NB: Survey is focussing on path condition including signs, furniture, obstructions, 

surfaces, etc. not definitive map legal issues [Ramblers trained surveyors will deal with 

these as normal outside of the survey scope]. 

c) Reporting Problems 



It is planned for volunteers to log a problem on their survey sheet by grid reference [if 

they carry the technology]. This will be uploaded to Pathwatch Office staff who in the 

course of number crunching will report issues to the relevant Local Authority. 








-" 

Questions from delegates centred on the problem reporting process. SpecificallYI 
whether data will be checked by footpath secretaries before sending it to the Highway 
Authority? 
Responses indicate this should be determined at an area level - if Footpath Secretaries 
wish to check and verify reports they canl but it is not an expectation that they will do 
so. 
Comment - volunteers will have varying knowledge levels and experience of path 
surveys/ assessment being subjective. Some issues may require prompt referral to a LA 
and some delegates thought Area/Group Footpath Secretaries were best placed to 
manage this - however it would require them having sight of all such survey sheets. 
ERYC encourages path problems to be directly inputted into their Aspire automated 
reporting system that allocates a service reference number. NYCC asks for reports by 
email to paths@northyorks.gov.uk with one problem per e-mail and if possible one 
photo (no more than two) attached if possible. City of York asks for reports by email to 
publicrightsofway@york.gov.uk 


7. Administrationl Communication and Co-ordination 
f 


1 i. Project managed by Ramblers Pathwqtch Office 
2 ii. Communication between them and Area Chairs/Footpath Secretaries and 


groups as necessary 


1 	 iii. Guaranteeing 100% coverage of OS grid squares is impossible. 
2 	 iv. Pathwatch Office will advise Areas of OS grid squares without a volunteerI 


seeking assistance in getting the survey allocated/ to ensure completion of the 
required minimum number of SQuares 


3 v. There may be a requirement to enlist Area/Group help in a sweep up to ensure 
achievement of survey minimum requirement. 


4 vi. Areas should inform their Local Authorities and other organisations of the 
project and aims. 


5 vii. Updates on progress will feature on Ramblers website and by email to Area 
Chairs 


6 viii. Final report will be copied to Area Chairs/Footpath Secretaries 


Comment - As the project is OS grid basedl Area/Group territorial boundaries will be of 
minimal relevance. However, it would be useful to have contact points of ref-erence 
or/and a co-ordinator at Area level. This could aSSist non-member volunteers with a 
query being directed to a local Ramblers source. 


8. Issues for Area 


1 i. Recruiting volunteersl plus help from other non - ramblers groups [para 4] 
2 ii. Managing a common publicity strategy - we do not have a PR person [para 5] 
3 iii. Deciding policy for dealing with problems arising from survey reports [para 6c] 
4 iv. Uaison with Local AuthOrities and other organisations [para 7(6)] 
5 v. Establishing a Co - ordination/Point of Reference - Area/Group based [para 7] 







9. Conclusions 


Perhaps equivalent to a 'Domesday' of rights of way, this is an ambitious project with 
prospects of 100% completion questionable. Crucial to achieving minimum tar-gets is a 
sufficiency of volunteers. 
Getting volunteers must be a paramount task at Area and group level. 
Having an opportunity to raise the Ramblers profile is always welcome. Publicity in the 
local media helps to educate the public and remind them of the Ramblers com-mitment 
to countryside protection. 
Management of this project by Ramblers Pathwatch Office can only be remote, suc-cess 
being reliant upon commitment and support from Area/Groups. 


10. Recommendations 


1 A. Project be discussed at Area Council and Group Committee meetings 

2 B. Area Council consider issues listed in paragraph 8 

3 C. Have plans in place for launch of the project 



--14 WftSrAA· 
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SCARBOROUGH AND DISTRICT GROUP REPORT TO AC, 12.5.15


We are about to begin our annual programme of 12 Tuesday evening summer walks.


We have just appointed an editor for our Facebook page, to help develop our existing use of 
social media, providing us with a developed website,  functioning Facebook and Twitter 
accounts, and a Youtube channel with almost 30 videos.


With the pending development of the leisure village site in Scarborough, we have established 
a sub-committee to promote the establishment of a walking hub, including a Wolds Link path. 
One component of this would be a bridleway that, as discussed at the last AC meeting, is 
potentially threatened by the proposed earmarking of a site for minerals extraction.


Nine people attended the classroom stage of a navigation course, but the practical stage 
could not be held because of bad weather.





