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Membership News

It's an exciting development for IPROW, not least because, like most Institutes, it has very little 

experience of the new medium. We will all be learning as we go along; As editor, designer and 

contributors we will be working to make the most of the opportunities presented – full colour 

photographs; hyper-linked references; flexible publication length; and, most importantly, the potential 

for instant feedback and comment.

As editor, I'm looking forward to receiving your emails, sent as you read. Waymark should be much 

more interactive and there will be no excuses for you not sending me, or contributors, your thoughts on 

what you've read – or haven't read. If we've missed something, if you have a different point of view, if 

you know of relevant work or developments elsewhere, with two clicks you can let us know – and I 

hope that you will. 

We will be listening and learning. Reading documents on the screen is something that is new and still 

unfamiliar for many of us; we have changed the layout of Waymark to make this easier, but we 

probably won't get it 100% right first time. Tell me how you would like to see it improved and what 

would help to make it an even better read – just click on the symbol below.                                                               

Ed.
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Update from Scotland

News from Wales

You will find a 

symbol on the bottom 

of every page, 

just click on it, 

type out your message 

and press 'send'. 

Simple!
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/?

Training News

Page 8 Page 20 Page 28Panel on Forestry Policy

The Localism Bill

Photo: John Morris (Chiltern Woodlands Project)

mailto:editor@iprow.co.uk


/?

Training News
he less money and staff you have, the more important it is that you are efficient. Avoid expensive time-consuming 

mistakes by ensuring everyone is up-to-date with law and practice and doing the work as well as possible. The cost of Ttraining can be saved in a few hours of more productive, less wasteful work. 

Training Courses - more details online 
Schedule 14 
Modification Orders 

15 July – Discovery Centre, Llanelli, Carmarthenshire / 
27 September - Knuston Hall, Northants
Schedule 14 applications to modify the definitive map can be time-consuming and contentious to process. 
Robust policies and procedures for evaluation and prioritisation can help in preventing or dealing with 
backlogs. Recognition of the quality of applications at an early stage also helps in ensuring accepted 
applications can be taken forward efficiently. 

Surveying Skills 20 September - Knuston Hall, Northants 
*New Date* (changed from 13 September) 
Fundamental surveying skills that give the ability to transfer a mapped line accurately to the ground and 
vice versa are essential to any rights of way officer or field assistant. This course provides those skills 
using tapes, pacing and ranging poles without GPS or other high tech gadgetry. 

IPROW National 
Workshop 2011: 
Equalities Act – the 
facts and the myths of 
compliance 

6 October – Derby Conference Centre 
What must be done, what may be done and the myths surrounding the duties of equality is a wide subject, 
touching every aspect of rights of way work. Avoid accusations of non-compliance; understand 'what is 
reasonable'; fulfil your duty without wasting time scratching your head over grey areas! Trade stands and 
networking opportunities. 

Modification Orders 1 November - Knuston Hall, Northants All days may be booked independently. 
Free accommodation at Knuston between 
consecutive day bookings for the same 
person. 

Law and Practice: 
Fundamentals of 
Rights of Way Work 

Gain the comprehensive legal groundwork that will lead you into good practice, saving resources and 
equipping you to do the job well within limited budgets. 

Public Path Orders  2 November - Knuston Hall, Northants 
Enforcement 3 November - Knuston Hall, Northants 
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Examples drawn from Archives illustrate the wide variety of evidence that can be found and how to 
interpret it. How to use the newly acquired Ordnance Survey archive will also be covered. 

Using Tithe Act and 
Finance Act Evidence 

30 November - The National Archives, Kew 

Cost: All Courses £220 members, £299 non-members. 

Night before accommodation usually available at Knuston for £45, Derby £53. 

All courses are dependent on sufficient bookings being received. If you are interested in any course, please contact 

                                            so this can be taken into account in deciding whether a course will have enough people to run.

Details and booking forms from  

www.iprow.co.uk/training

Geri.Coop@iprow.co.uk

 Geri.Coop@iprow.co.uk
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Waymark
You can hardly have escaped noticing that the Government, along with its 'bonfire of 

the quangos' is proposing to shred great swathes of legislation and regulations under 
its                                      The sentiment behind it is summed up as; “The presumption 

will be that regulations will go unless someone has a good reason for them to stay.”

The 'red tape' includes such bedrocks of our professional and physical environment as the 
Countryside & Rights of Way Act 2000 and the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 

How sensible is it to expect the general public (- those protected by the legislation) to trawl 
through and fully comprehend the importance of all of our environmental laws and regulations, 
including those directly relating to countryside access? For that matter, how sensible is it for the 
Government to expect the lay person to meaningfully assess any technical legislation? Is this 
just another ill-conceived, under-developed and ill-thought-through piece of sound-bite 
politicking from an over-hasty Government too distanced from the real world to understand that 
most regulation (or 'bureaucracy' if you will) exists to protect society from the individual? Our 
laws have generally been thought about long and hard by well-intentioned, intelligent people 
responding to the conditions and concerns of the day. Those conditions will change and all 
legislation and regulation should be subject to periodic review, but this exercise is no review; you 
can't 'crowd-source' wisdom on technical issues; you can't just give lists of legislation without an 
in-depth explanation of its purpose and method of operation and expect the man-on-the-street to 
reach a considered opinion of its worth. No one likes to think that they are subject to regulations, 
especially those who would seek to profit from society's limited, shared resources –whether it is 
by dumping un-treated waste, building on special wildlife sites or fencing off commons and rights 
of way for personal use.
 
The Government is asking us to respond to the question, 'what do you want to be allowed to do 
that you are being prevented from doing by regulation?', but what it ought to be asking is, 'what 
protection from the self-interest of others are you prepared to do without?’

So, what should the Coalition Government be doing if it is serious about reducing 'red tape'? 
Well, how about convening a body of experts to look in depth at specific areas of legislation and 
its regulations? Give that panel a suitably broad remit and a blank sheet of paper on which to 

record its considered findings – oh, and an undertaking that 
its recommendations will be followed up. Something like the 
Stakeholder Working Group, for example? Remember that? 
Well, the very good news is that Defra officials are actively 
working on how the SWG's recommendations might be 
implemented and an announcement is expected in late 
summer.
 

In the meantime; you may be getting consultation fatigue (a 
real risk if you follow up everything in this edition!) but do 
keep having your say, we have to believe that expert and 
experienced voices will be listened to. And perhaps we could 
recommend that one piece of regulation that really must be 
scrapped is the 2026 cut-off date?
Ed.

(you can see 
the full list         ).

The Red Tape Challenge
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have your say“ ”

training@iprow.co.ukTraining e-mail:

e-mail: editor@iprow.co.uk

IPROW Website: www.iprow.co.uk

membership@iprow.co.uk

Red Tape Challenge.

glyn@guskuhn.co.uk

here
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Do countryside access volunteers 

provide 

The role of volunteers is of growing interest and importance within today's society. With 
recent public sector budget cuts and a focus from central government on the `Big Society`, 
volunteers are increasingly seen as a solution for organisations to achieve tough service 

objectives with decreasing resources, whilst potentially enhancing other aims such as community 
engagement and local empowerment.                                                                                                                                    

This article is based on a piece of research undertaken as part of a dissertation project to complete the 
M.Sc. in Public Rights of Way and Countryside Access Management at Sheffield Hallam University  
The research focused on the role that volunteers have in the environmental sector, particularly on 
volunteers working in public rights of way on behalf of local Highway Authorities.                                        

                
 The act of volunteering is an altruistic activity, freely undertaken by the individual. It should not be seen 
just as unpaid work. It needs to be satisfying, rewarding, and enjoyable. There has been a rise in 
environmental awareness amongst the population as a whole in the last few decades, which some have 
suggested has led to increased volunteering in the sector (Ockenden, 2007). The SHU research project 
explored the benefits of volunteering to the individuals concerned, as well as barriers to volunteering in the 
sector. Many of these issues have also been explored in a useful Countryside Recreation Network (2005) 
publication. But a specific area identified by the project as currently under-researched in our field was in the 
area of value for money.                                                                                                                                                                 

                   
Of course there are many benefits to both individuals and organisations of environmental volunteering. 
Many of these go well beyond financial benefits, but these are still significant. The National Centre for 
Volunteering has previously estimated the economic value of all volunteering as £41 billion per annum 
(Gaskin, 1999). These figures highlight the massive importance of volunteering to the UK economy. 

The Institute for Volunteering Research (2009) has chosen to adopt the Volunteer Investment and Value 
Audit (VIVA) as a method for assessing value for money. Essentially, VIVA is a tool for the management of 
unpaid human resources which:              

      

Lynn Crowe and Nina Davies 

summarise Nina's MSc. thesis 

considering the vexed question 

of what volunteering is 

actually worth and how it 

can best be used by 

professional organisations.

Lynn Crowe Nina Davies

The 1997 National Survey of Volunteering estimated the value of 
volunteering in the 'environmental' sector to be £2 billion per annum 
across the UK  (Ockenden, 2007).

“
”

Choosing a method for assessing the value for money of specific schemes is challenging.  An early study 
funded by the Joseph Rowntree Foundation tested a method for calculating organisational investment. 
Figures were taken from the calculation of number of volunteers x average hours x average hourly wage. 
This has since been adapted further by including an assessment of the costs of individual roles, the value 
of the actual tasks performed and the costs to the organisation. This pilot was the forerunner to the 
Volunteer Investment and Value Audit (Gaskin, 1999).

 

value for money?

adds up all items of expenditure on volunteers, including staff costs, to produce a total investment figure; 

compares the two through the VIVA ratio, which measures cost-effectiveness in volunteer programmes. 
(Institute for Volunteering Research, 2009)

places a financial or 'market' value on unpaid work, producing a total volunteer value or notional
'volunteer wage bill'; 
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(SHU).
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The VIVA tool is considered to be a step beyond the economic approaches of assessing opportunity cost 
and the replacement cost of valuing volunteer inputs. It looks at the work the volunteers undertake and 
matches the tasks to paid work and assigns a market value. It essentially examines the inputs and outputs 
of volunteer programmes. The approach looks in detail at expenses usually ignored by other methods, such 
as management, recruitment, insurance etc. The VIVA ratio is then derived by dividing value by investment, 
which results in a figure which highlights that for every £1 invested in volunteers there is a return of £X 
(Gaskin, 1999).  
                                                                                                                                                
The VIVA tool has already been utilised across a range of organisations. The Institute for Volunteering 
Research carried out a study into the use of the VIVA in 2009, using eight large European organisations 
from a wide field of interests. The results of the analysis showed that in all the organisations, the 
management of volunteers proved to be cost-effective and a good investment of money. The VIVA output 
ratios varied from 1.3 to 13.5, which meant that for every £1 invested, between £1.30 and £13.50 were 
gained in the value of unpaid work. Clearly, some approaches could be seen as more cost-effective than 
others (Institute for Volunteering Research, 2009).                                                                                                                                            
The results of this earlier project also produced a check list for managers to inform their judgements about 
the potential value of different schemes.

Do countryside 
access volunteers 
provide value for 
money?

Table 1: 
Characteristics associated with the size of VIVA ratio (Gaskin, 1999)

Table 1 suggests that 

the characteristics of 

how a volunteer 

programme is run 

and organised, can 

have a significant 

impact on the value 

for money ratio. 

The results indicate 

that the more 

independent and 

self-organised a group 

of volunteers can be, 

the higher the ratio 

for value for money.

Characteristic Low ratio 
(i.e. less value for money)

High ratio 
(i.e. greater value for money)

Size of 
organisation

Structure

Ethos

Client Group

Volunteer roles

Volunteer skills

Organisation 
and 
management

Training

Supervision 
and support

Supplies and 
equipment

Methodological 
factors

Smaller organisation or volunteer project, 
with perhaps core staffing disproportionate 
to volunteer number

Professionally led organisation which 
involves volunteers for specific work

Volunteers are important but are used to 
deliver services in specific ways

Clients and users have complex problems 
and high levels of vulnerability

Highly structured, challenging and sensitive, 
requiring high supervision, support, etc.

Volunteer work is 'low skill' and therefore 
equivalent to poorly paidjobs, producing 
lower total value

Volunteers' work is organised and 
managed by paid staff

Specialised training is vital to provide 
effective services; initial and ongoing 
training given

High levels of supervision essential; 
support and counselling necessary in
potentially distressing work areas

Essential supplies, equipment and 
facilities provided free to volunteers

Difficult to separate organisations' running 
costs from volunteer-related costs

Large organisation which can achieve 
economies of scale in its use of volunteers

Volunteer-based organisation with minimal 
professional staffing

Decentralised organisation with high levels 
of local volunteer group autonomy

Generally, lower levels of client need and 
vulnerability

Generally, less sensitive and specialised 
work, needing lower levels of supervision

Volunteer work involves 'professional' skills, 
equivalent to more highly paid jobs, 
increasing value

Significant amount of volunteer 
self-organisation and management by other 
volunteers

Relatively little specialised training requires, 
training provided at little cost to the 
organisation 

Relatively little supervision and support 
required

Supplies, equipment and facilities not needed, 
or volunteers pay for them

Difficult to capture all of the expenditure in a 
highly devolved organisation
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Do countryside 
access volunteers 
provide value for 
money?

The SHU research project gathered information from three Local Highway Authorities in England and 
Wales, through in-depth interviews with officers from their Rights of Way Departments. It then applied the 
VIVA methodology to evaluate the value for money of their very different volunteer schemes. It cannot be 
repeated too often that these very different schemes also created many different benefits, over and above 
purely financial impacts, and 

There were challenges in applying the VIVA methodology to the case studies. The VIVA tool looks at how 
much time is invested by volunteers and the value of that time. This produces a notional volunteer wage 
bill or volunteer value. The key to working out volunteer value in this way is the collection of data relating to 
hours worked by volunteers. Once this data is obtained a value or wage per hour can be allocated, 
therefore allowing an estimate of volunteer value to be calculated. But allocating a wage or value to 
volunteer time can be a source of much debate.                

                                                  
There are a number of options which can be utilised. Volunteer hours could be equated to the national 
minimum wage, or a national median wage. A substitute to allocating a notional wage bill to volunteer 
hours would be to calculate how much the alternative would cost, using an average based on external 
contractors' costs. Because of the complexity, VIVA ratios were calculated in this study using all these 
methods of estimating value, in order to compare the results.                                                   

     
The research looked at six very different volunteer schemes, managed in varying ways by the three 
highway authorities. The schemes all fall into different boxes outlined in the table above and therefore 
provided an in-depth examination of the importance of one characteristic over another when it comes to 
providing value for money.                          

                 
The three highway authorities each had a wide range of volunteer schemes including straightforward 
countryside management programmes with over fifty active volunteers amassing many thousands of 
volunteer hours annually; local community based schemes with just a few volunteers working on circular 
trails; path survey and maintenance teams; and more highly skilled bridge building teams. Some were 
managed by dedicated highway authority staff; others were developed in partnership with local groups.                                                                                                              

                  
The most surprising result of the research was the wide variation in the VIVA ratios derived from each of 
these schemes. VIVA ratio values ranged from 0.058 to 27.058, depending on the methodology used. But 
the main factors affecting the ratio value were the characteristics of the scheme, rather than the method for 
calculating volunteer value. Utilising the estimated costs of contractors to do the work tended to produce a 
final assessment suggesting much greater value for money. But of far greater significance were issues 
such as high supervision costs and the need for specialised training and equipment. Some schemes 
clearly did not provide good value for money as currently operated, and there would need to be other clear 
intangible benefits for an authority to justify such approaches. 

any complete assessment of the value of volunteers should always

include the more intangible benefits as well as basic costs.
“ ”

A number of 
recommendations were 
drawn from the analysis 
of the results, which 
detail how organisations 
can maximise the value 
for money ratio 
achieved by volunteer 
schemes. 
These are as follows:

1. Utilise existing volunteer organisations wherever possible - working in partnership with them to 
reduce overall supervision and equipment costs.                                        

2. Design volunteer schemes with the minimum level of staff management and organisation.

3. Enable volunteers to work independently with minimum levels of supervision.

4. Enable volunteers to carry out more highly skilled tasks and work where possible.

5. Keep accurate records of the work and hours achieved by the volunteers; some of the above 
schemes may have been under-valued due to lack of monitoring and record keeping.
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But the overall conclusion was the clear demonstration that volunteer programmes do require appropriate 
levels of investment and management. Whilst many intangible benefits can be derived from engaging 
volunteers in countryside access work, this does not come without a cost.                                                                                           

                                                                                                                
This work could be vitally important in identifying and proving the benefits that volunteers can make to 
improving public access to the countryside, but also in highlighting ways in which staff can improve 
efficiency and effectiveness. The reality is that all countryside access work is being scrutinised by those 
controlling budgets. With increasing significance being placed on encouraging and enabling volunteering, it 
is important that organisations are informed about the reality of the financial repercussions of managing 
volunteer work programmes. Whilst the intangible benefits of encouraging local involvement and volunteer 
engagement may be great, the financial issues may be more complex than originally thought.

Professor Lynn Crowe can be contacted at Sheffield Hallam University about any of the issues in this 
article, or to provide any information about the M.Sc. in Public Rights of Way and Countryside Access 
Management, by email:

Countryside Recreation Network (2008), “Volunteering in the natural outdoors: A report for the Countryside 
Recreation Network by the Tomorrow Project.” CRN, Sheffield 

Gaskin, K (1999), “Valuing volunteers in Europe: a comparative study of the Volunteer Investment and 
Value Audit” in Voluntary Action Vol.1 Number 4 Winter 1999, Institute for Volunteering Research. An 
updated guide to VIVA -
 

Institute for Volunteering Research (2009), “Valuing volunteers in Europe.” (online)

Ockenden, N. (2007), “Volunteering in the natural outdoors in the UK and Ireland: A literature review”. 
Institute for Volunteering Research 

World Volunteer Web, (2006), “People volunteer to make a difference: UK study,”

 

 

 

Do countryside 
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money?
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So, what can we do now to break out of this pattern, and prevent the cuts setting us back to the state of 

paths when that motion was originally proposed (or even beyond)? We firmly believe that now is the time 

to press councils even harder, to ensure that rights of way jobs are not seen as easy targets for further 

cuts, and that rights of way and access land remains open and easy to use. 

Now is the time to set aside the difficulties of the past – at both a local and national level – and work on the 

campaigning and lobbying that is so desperately needed. Whatever individuals' views of the relationship 

between the Ramblers and rights of way officers, or of the roles that people play and the standards that 

they meet, we feel that the conditions are right for an honest reappraisal of the way we work together. The 

times demand a joint solution.

 

It is important for us to be campaigning in two ways – firstly we need to ensure that where budget 

decisions in 2010/11 deferred the problem, or where they were only the start of cuts and 

reorganisation plans, that Ramblers are highlighting the concerns of the walking public locally. This 

mobilisation of the public and lobbying of councillors is something that the Ramblers can do to 

support the internal discussions taking place within highway authorities. We need to 

ensure that councillors are listening to these arguments and are adjusting funds to 

ensure that cuts to rights of way and access budgets are not being made 

disproportionately to those of other departments. 

 

Secondly we need to ensure that where budget decisions have been made, and 

staffing levels and resources have been reduced, our volunteer force is being utilised 

to help keep paths open. We are very aware that this level of volunteer work should 

not be seen as a replacement for skilled rights of way staff, who in most cases are 

also required to work alongside our volunteers. 

Any voluntary effort should be utilised to deliver a service above and beyond that already in place. 

To be able to campaign successfully and to conduct practical path work, we need your help. We are 

encouraging our volunteers to actively engage in the political process locally, and to offer help and support 

for path work. However, often we hear that volunteers are unwilling to take on this level of activity because 

they do not believe it is what the rights of way officers want. Please ensure that you are telling the 

volunteers who you work with of your situation, and encourage them to take action as you see appropriate. 

This approach has already proved successful, for example our Area Footpath Secretary for the Cumbria 

reports that: 

“The Lake District Ramblers campaign against Cumbria County Council's proposed spending cuts for 

Rights of Way had three aspects; letters were written to local newspapers, members were asked to 

respond individually (i.e. in their own words) with their concerns to the Council's public consultation 

exercise, and our chairman wrote to several County Councillors. The themes expressed in these 

approaches to Cumbria County Council included recognition of the considerable improvements over recent 

years of The Rights of Way network in Cumbria outside the National Parks, the concern that the network 

would return to its previous sorry state and the value of the network in both attracting tourism to Cumbria 

and its contribution to the quality of life for residents.

To meet these campaigning intentions we need to work together. 

Working together 
for access

‘DEAD END?’ CAMPAIGN 
THE RAMBLERS ASSOCIATION 

 

CAMELFORD HOUSE 
87-90 ALBERT EMBANKMENT

 

LONDON 
SE1 7BR

RESPONSE SERVICE

Licence no. SW15

Walk Details:

Council area:

Date of walk:

Where you walked:

Any extra details about the walk and why you enjoyed it:

Rights of way budgets are severely under threat.  

If you have been on an enjoyable walk recently please 

complete the details below. We will send it to the right 

department at the council in whose territory you were 

walking. By doing this you are adding your support to 

the Ramblers ‘Dead end?’ campaign, helping us call 

for rights of way to be properly resourced.

please complete the details below and send back to 

us free of charge.

Your Details:

First name:  

Last name: 

First Line of Address:  

Postcode:  

Email Address: 

Let councils know that footpaths matter!

The Ramblers’ Association is a registered charity ( England & Wales no. 1093577. Scotland no. SC039799) and a company limited by guarantee, 
registered in England & Wales (no. 4458492.) Registered offce: 2nd foor, Camelford House, 87-90 Albert Embankment, London SE1 7TW. 

Please tick this box if you would like to be  
kept up to date with national and local  
Ramblers activities
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     We are seeing a generational pattern repeating … now is the time to 
press councils even harder, to ensure that rights of way jobs are not seen 
as easy targets for further cuts

“
”

                                                    The 'Big Society' should 
not be used as a front for cuts to essential services.

“
”
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Working together for access

The relationship between the Ramblers and the rights of way profession has at times been, 

shall we say, challenging. A neutral observer would surely look at the charitable mission of the 

Ramblers, compare it to the job description of a rights of way or countryside access officer, and 

assume that joint working and partnership were the default working position in a harmonious and 

productive relationship. Now, we know that is not always the case – for a variety of reasons. However, 

surely at the current time of drastic cuts we owe it to all who love walking to meet the expectations of that 

neutral observer. 

The Ramblers has campaigned for over 75 years to ensure that rights of way and access land are open 

and accessible for current and future generations of walkers. Volunteers have worked in every corner of 

Britain to monitor, report on, and improve the network. We have consistently been the most visible and 

active recreational user group – often being described as 'punching above our weight'. While priorities 

have changed over time, and the approach and tone adopted has altered, the general thrust of our work 

has always been the maximisation of public access. We believe passionately in the value of outdoor 

recreation – on an individual, community, and societal level. And, as the rights of way and access land 

network is the key to most outdoor recreation, we believe passionately in its protection and enhancement. 

We have achieved a great deal – in securing new statutory rights and strengthening legal protection for 

paths and access, in mobilising a league of volunteers to be the eyes and ears of local authorities (and 

hopefully, supportive allies in the quest for adequate funding and political will), and in making practical 

improvements to the network on the ground. Likewise, members of IPROW have achieved so much too – 

our volunteers tell us how much they value the specialist skills, expertise and dedication provided by 

IPROW members (even when the relationship can be 'testy'!). 

These great achievements risk being set back by the drastic cuts to local authority budgets. While we 

make no special case for rights of way investment over any other local authority service, we do believe that 

local authorities are seeing this service as an easy target for cuts – and so are imposing reductions in 

spending out of proportion with the rights of way function's share of the council budget. For the past year, 

we have been campaigning hard to highlight these cuts and the effect that they will have. Local campaigns 

have been run in many places, with petitions, protest walks, media events and much more going on. We 

succeeded in making something of a national media impact in December, when Farming Today covered 

our concerns – and BBC News, The Times and The Guardian picked up on the story. So 2010/11 has 

been a time of campaigning – probably unlike any in the memories of those of us now working in this field, 

but in the Ramblers we know this is nothing new. Our National Council (AGM) was presented with a 

motion back in 1980, which suggests we are seeing a generational pattern repeating:

 

 “This National Council deplores the many cuts in staffing and expenditure on public rights of way made by 

various county councils using national Government spending cuts as an excuse for this action. These 

actions contravene various Acts of Parliament and Council calls upon Areas to lobby their councillors to 

ensure that County Councils carry out their statutory duties with regard to public rights of way.” 

Tom Franklin explains how history is repeating itself and that now is the time to set aside any 
past 'difficulties' and  for IPROW and the Ramblers to work together to ensure that rights of 
way jobs are not seen as easy cuts to make.

Tom Franklin 
Chief Executive, 
The Ramblers
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“In addition to the above, the Penrith Group organised a walk with me to show the improvements that the 

Council have made in the Orton area and the need to maintain those improvements. Two members of 

IPROW took part but none of the invited County Councillors attended. There was coverage in the local 

newspaper and Radio Cumbria conducted some interviews. 

Whilst other organisations also wrote to County Councillors, it appears, according to media reports, that 

what persuaded the Council Executive to reduce the cuts from £800,000 to £352,000 was that Rights of 

Way received one of the highest number of responses from the public during the consultation process. 

Realistically these respondents cannot all have been Ramblers members, but it is pleasing to think that 

there are in Cumbria many residents who value their local Rights of Way.” 

 

We also have a successful track record of our volunteers engaging with councils to deliver a high level of 

practical path work. For example on the Isle of Wight Ramblers volunteers installed over 100 fingerposts to 

ensure paths were waymarked correctly. In North Yorkshire Ramblers volunteers replaced rotting stiles, 

and on the Isle of Anglesey the Silver Slashers have been working for five years to improve the local 

walking environment and show how good links between local Ramblers volunteers and the local authority 

can reap real rewards for all walkers.

 

 So what's next? Perhaps the only thing we can be certain of in these uncertain economic times is that the 

pressure for cuts to council budgets will intensify. We will need to continue working together, and even find 

new ways of working to ensure that footpaths and access land do not end up at the bottom of the list. We 

will continue making the case nationally but we need the help of rights of way officers locally – to both tell 

us what is happening in your council area and let us know what we can do to help. I encourage you all to 

call or email the Ramblers Campaign Team via our Campaigns Officer Rachel Alcock, at

                                                    or contact your local Ramblers volunteers to discuss how we can work 

together in the future.

 

You can contact Tom to discuss working with the Ramblers via his email:  

or by telephone on 020 7339 8574.  

You can follow Tom's tweets at                                                      or follow his blog for Ramblers volunteers 

at 

If you would like to comment on this article, it's easy to send a 'Letter to the Editor' – just click on the 

symbol below.

Working together 
for access

More Information

News in brief Government launches Environment White Paper
On 6th June the Government published its long awaited                      on the environment, 'The Natural 

Choice'. Following hard on the heels of the National Ecosystem Assessment (with its radical attempts 

to assign a financial value to the natural world) the white paper ambitiously promises to set the 

Government's vision for the environment for the next 50 years. We will report more fully on the White 

Paper in the Late Summer Waymark.

National PROW dataset
The Local Government Association has been approached by the Ordnance Survey as it has an 

interest in working in partnership with local authorities to create a national Public Rights of Way 

dataset. IPROW has been invited to a feasibility meeting to represent rights of way officers.
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Membership News

Thank you to all those who were so fast and efficient in renewing their membership – 193 of you renewed 

before the due date!

Welcome to the following new members of IPROW:
Darrel Clarke Associate Isle of Wight Council

Carl Hearsum Associate Brighton and Hove City Council

Robin Wallbank Associate Essex County Council

Adrian Noviss Associate London Borough of Richmond upon Thames

Andrew Fleming Associate Blaenau Gwent County Borough Council

South East

London

Wales

Membership
renewals

Feedback on
current situation

If you answer no to the above questions but you work in 

rights of way or broader countryside access management 

then contact the Executive officer 

Tel 01768 840428 or email                                    

or apply online at                                      -  just a little 

effort will result in a host of benefits available only to 

IPROW members. 

If you don't qualify for membership but wish to 

subscribe to Waymark contact the Executive 

Officer for subscription details.

Appointment
Service

IPROWs Appointment Service is consistently praised for its effectiveness and reliability so if you have a 

vacant post to advertise do encourage your authority to use it, and even better, to state in the advert that 

IPROW membership is desirable.  

For more information on using the IPROW Appointment Service email                                              or 

telephone 01768 840428

Is this your copy of Waymark?
Are you a member of IPROW?

Thank you also to all of you who responded to our request for information regarding the current situation on 

cutbacks etc in your authorities.  We had a great response and very much appreciate you finding the time 

to help us help you.
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Membership News

It's an exciting development for IPROW, not least because, like most Institutes, it has very little 

experience of the new medium. We will all be learning as we go along; As editor, designer and 

contributors we will be working to make the most of the opportunities presented – full colour 
photographs; hyper-linked references; flexible publication length; and, most importantly, the potential 

for instant feedback and comment.

As editor, I'm looking forward to receiving your emails, sent as you read. Waymark should be much 

more interactive and there will be no excuses for you not sending me, or contributors, your thoughts on 

what you've read – or haven't read. If we've missed something, if you have a different point of view, if 

you know of relevant work or developments elsewhere, with two clicks you can let us know – and I 

hope that you will. 

We will be listening and learning. Reading documents on the screen is something that is new and still 

unfamiliar for many of us; we have changed the layout of Waymark to make this easier, but we 

probably won't get it 100% right first time. Tell me how you would like to see it improved and what 

would help to make it an even better read – just click on the symbol below.                                                               

Ed.
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On a bright but cold February morning, (8 Feb 2011) Jayne Benson and Lisa Smith from 
IPROW joined Tom Franklin, CEO of The Ramblers, with a group of local walkers on a walk to 
highlight their protests at the levels of cuts facing rights of way in Cumbria, a situation likely to be 

reflected in other areas across the country.

Cumbria's Rights of Way Team had been facing massive cuts of around 70% but this has now been 
reduced to a still-significant 30%, which in part has been helped by a successful campaign by local 
Ramblers and a letter of support from IPROW's president, Marilyn Meeks. Our walk started from the village 
of Orton, fortified by a hot drink from the local café, along some pleasant paths with excellent gates, across 
access land to a memorial and back again.

The walk was really well attended, with many local users and walkers; Fred the photographer from the 
Cumberland and Westmorland Herald covered the story, as did BBC Cumbria broadcast journalist Will 
Tillotson.

We were told by the local RA group leader that the walk we were doing had been chosen as it had been 
opened up and improved by the local council following pressure from the Ramblers.  New bridleway gates 
had been erected and new signs installed.  This was the kind of productive co-operation that they feared 
would be undermined by the cuts to local services.

Tom Franklin shared many of our concerns about the effects cuts to rights of way budgets are going to 
make, the likelihood of long standing problems failing to be addressed, 
new problems occurring but a lack of resources to tackle them and 
reductions in non-statutory but highly valued work, like guided walks.

The work of volunteers will be increasingly valuable and indeed is 
just what the current Government wants to encourage, but, without 
adequate staffing and resources, Councils may find they are limited 
in what they can achieve, even with willing volunteers.

If areas like Cumbria, with its considerable attraction for tourists, are 
not protected from savage cuts, there is going to be a real battle to 
protect funding for those areas where the push from tourism is less.

IPROW goes to Orton

Jayne Benson with Tom 
Franklin, The Ramblers' CEO

Membership News

Jayne Benson

IPROW Director

In memory of a quiet hero
by Abi Mansley Roy Deane, rights of way officer for Gateshead, passed away suddenly from heart disease on 9th May 

at the age of just 60. An IPROW member and committed rights of way officer, he was about to take early 
retirement because of the cuts and was diligently thinking about passing on his knowledge - yet without an 
officer to replace him.
 
Roy's funeral service, attended by three IPROW colleagues, was so well-attended that it was standing 
room only – a fitting tribute to a good man. 

Many people spoke of Roy's great work over many years on Gateshead's rights of way, and also his many 
other countryside hobbies and love of maps. I didn't know but he was also a caver and in 1992 was 
involved in a potholing rescue, a re-enactment of which featured on one of the first programmes of “999”. 

He will be sorely missed.
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Countryside Access
Management SystemCAMS

Equality Act 2010

CAMS ensures that you can survey, manage and publish 

structures in compliance with the Equality Act 2010.

Volunteer Management

CAMS now includes volunteer management and advanced 

public ‘self-service’ functionality.

Efficiency Savings

The current climate of staff and budget cuts means that 

limited resources must be deployed strategically and 

defendably. CAMS provides the tools you need for proactive 

management and efficient delivery.

The industry standard information and asset management 
system for managing public paths, greenspaces and access 
areas.

For more information or to arrange a demonstration please 

visit our website www.esdm.co.uk or contact:

Jon Young

(01874) 711145

jony@esdm.co.uk

Membership News Congratulations Chris

Christopher Brown, Public Rights of Way Officer with Essex County Council, 
successfully completed his first and, he says, 'only' London Marathon in the 'respectable time 
for his age' of 6 hours and fifteen seconds. Chris's low level marathon was inspired by his 

1999 trek to the Everest region of the Himalayas and his return in 2010. Chris says, “I did my first 
Himalayan trek to the Everest Region and have since returned there several times, the last time being 
in October last year and to still see the welcome the Sherpa people and in particular the children show 
to visitors is something extra special.
 
This year will celebrate the 50th anniversary of the original Khumjung School being built; my aim is to 
raise enough money to furnish the 2 new classrooms with 30 desks and benches (made from 
Himalayan wood by skilled Sherpa craftsman) for the children. I felt both privileged and humbled in 
their presence whilst undertaking my treks and wanted to do something tangible as a lasting thank you 
for everything they gave me whilst in the Everest Region.
 
Therefore I decided to run my first and probably last London Marathon in order to raise funds for the 
Khumjung School.”

So far, Chris has raised over £2000 but hopes that there is still more to come which would do wonders 
for the 'Children of the Everest Region' as he now calls them. 

If you are impressed by Chris's run and would like to support his cause, you can still donate up to 3 
months after the event – every little helps, all you have to do is log on to:

www.justgiving.com/KhumjungSchoolEverest

Khumjung School -
The High School was founded 
in 1961 by Sir Edmund Hillary

a growing firm

with a glowing reputation

Nigel Farthing Carol Ramsden

Birketts LLP offers a wide range of services in
public rights of way and access work

Advocacy at Public Rights of Way Inquiries

Inspector at Town and Village Green Inquiries

Applicant-Led Public Path Orders

Public Path Order Service for Local Authorities

For further information please click here of contact:

Nigel Farthing on 01473 406255 or 

Calol Ramsden on 01473 406338 or 

 Birketts LLP 
24-26 Museum Street
Ipswich  Suffolk
IP1 1HZ

also at:
Norwich
T: +44(0)1603 23 23 00
Cambridge
T: +44(0)1223 32 66 00
Chelmsford
T: +44(0)1245 21 12 11

T: +44(0)1473 23 23 00
F: 

 

+44(0)1473 23 05 24
E: 

www.birketts.co.uk

birketts llp
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Membership News How hard the hit?
As part of its work supporting members, IPROW is constantly monitoring the cuts from around the country and their 

impact on the 'soft option' of countryside access. Below are some of the responses that we have received to our recent 

survey of authorities, giving a snapshot of the complicated picture emerging. (To respect the anonymity of the responses 

we have not included names of authorities or officers):

'We have three posts plus myself as the manager and have 

successfully managed to retain our budgets for 2011/12.We have 

however lost one member of the team who left of her own accord 

and are not able to recruit. 

We have been very well supported by volunteers from the Ramblers 

who have been so vocal over the years to get --Council to do a 

Definitive Map. Rather than lose momentum, we have enlisted their 

help and held training sessions. Their efforts have been incredible 

and we are really grateful for their support.'

‘From the 1st April 2011, ------ Council will no longer have a Public 

Rights of Way team and the posts of the 2 Public Rights of Way 

Officers and Public Rights of Way Team Leader will be deleted. 

 Within the new structure the management of the Public Rights of 

Way network will be undertaken by a principal engineer (Regulatory 

Support) who will deal with the technical statutory elements of public 

rights of way and a newly formed highways inspection team who will 

undertake inspections, (once every two years), and reactive 

enforcement work. 

 Official statements from ------ Council state that the management of 

the public rights of way network will be undertaken within a new 

multifunctional inspection team with the knowledge and experience 

of managing the public rights of way network being retained.  The 

last part of this statement is blatantly untrue.' 

‘Cut of £52,000 this year and £19,000 next year, from a budget of 

£255k (and £235k of that is currently salaries). This level of cut 

(which could yet be increased further) cannot be achieved without 

either cutting posts or at least asking staff to volunteer for reduced 

hours and pay.’

 

'There is currently no budget for rights of way work next year as it 

used to be provided by the LTP - which is no longer available.

I am the first ever and one and only rights of way officer in this 

authority so I have a mountainous task to set up systems, do 

research and tackle all obstruction and maintenance problems as 

well as producing a consolidated definitive map.  Thankfully, the 

Council has accepted that my post covers statutory duties and so it 

is being retained.' 

'Savings of £353K (equating to a 30% cut) in the Countryside 

Access budget. Under our revised proposals discretionary activities 

that would no longer continue include: elements of the Rights of 

Way Improvement Plan programme; promotional activities; the 

digitised definitive map project and the asset management IT 

system which supports PROW maintenance.'

'A fairly stable budget. In fact we have got the opportunity to spend 

a significantly enhanced portion of LTP funding for the next three 

years.

I think we have benefited from being located with the LTP and other 

strategic and statutory transport functions, which were identified by 

the public and Members as priority areas.  We are also seen as 

being the main deliverers of the walking and cycling elements of 

LTP3 and with a track record of project delivery, hence the 

enhanced LTP budget.'

'------ Council is implementing a programme of voluntary 

redundancies and early retirements before embarking on any 

compulsory redundancies.

The current PROW officer has applied for VR. The management 

recognise the statutory nature of the function and have agreed that 

the post cannot be deleted. Therefore they are investigating the 

redeployment of a suitable officer from elsewhere in the council, 

possibly from the Countryside Team.  There will be little or no time 

available for any training/induction of that officer before the present 

PROWO departs.'

'No enforced redundancies but 4 members of staff voluntarily 

cutting 1 day a week (to work a 4 day week) to avoid 1 compulsory 

redundancy, with the knock-on effects to their take-home pay, 

pensions, annual leave entitlements etc.'

2 posts lost on top of a significant reduction in staff over the last 2 

years (public rights of way posts have been halved over that time 

from a base level which was already near the bottom for shire 

counties).

Public Rights of Way is considered to be nice-to-have not business 

critical – the consequence of being bracketed with countryside and 

environmental work rather than highways.'
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'A standstill funding with no cuts suggested to prow staffing in 2011.  

No cuts are currently anticipated in the next three years either; 

however there are elections to the Welsh Assembly Government 

this year and things may change. Senior staff are supportive of our 

work which is very important for the management of the two million 

or so visitors who come here every summer.’

'Lost 19% of maintenance budget. The current programme of cuts 

envisages overall, a 29% reduction in budget (in real terms) and 

40% cut in staff by March 2013.'

'In a couple of months time there will only be 8 posts within the 

rights of way service in this shire county. At the beginning of the 

first round of cuts we started with a team of 21 but lost some vacant 

posts, did not renew a fixed term contract and a couple of others 

were encouraged to take early retirement; but this round has been 

harder with three people being forced by circumstances to find 

redeployment elsewhere within the Council, two others have 

already agreed redundancy dates and a further two are expecting 

redundancy letters sometime soon. Those who are left are 

knowledgeable and committed individuals but this process has 

worn them down and I expect some to be leaving as soon as they 

can find another job that interests them.

At the end of this process this Council will have lost over 100 years 

of rights of way experience and be managed by a group manager 

whose only experience of rights of way is cycling on bridleways. 

Our portfolio holder has told us that we are a low priority service but 

the elected members will probably not see the effects of their cuts 

for a few years. So if you want to walk or ride in this county I 

suggest you visit soon!'

WORCESTER BRIDLE GATE

Centrew rei
Designs for Easy Access To Rights of Way

Tel:01782 339348 Fax: 01782 339349
Email: sales@centrewire.com
www.centrewire.com

Tel:01782 339348 Fax: 01782 339349
Email: sales@centrewire.com
www.centrewire.com

NEW RECYCLED PLASTIC RANGE

 COLOUR BROCHURE NOW AVAILABLE

UK’s Leading Supplier of PROW equipmentUK’s Leading Supplier of PROW equipment

Unique Hydraulic closing mechanism

NEW

Adjustable speed closure

Latching process - quieter

Anti-vandal casing

Membership News How hard the hit?
'We have a need for 3 FTE, this figure was maintained until 

February 2001. One post was 'vacancy managed' for too long and 

was deleted as a saving. Since then we have struggled along with 

one rights of way officer and one assistant. The assistant left in 

2010 and has recently been replaced by a temp'. Although it is 

hoped that we can advertise (in April) for filling the post 

permanently, this may not occur. There has also not been a 

dedicated definitive map job in ----- ---- since 1998, this part of the 

work has suffered. It seems most of our problems have arisen 

before the current national issues. I do not think we will be seeing a 

reduction in budget – our silver lining!'

'The cut in countryside access amounts to 44% over 3 years. The 

councillors claim that they will still be able to carry out statutory 

duties. All path cutting will cease after next year, and the two 

contract posts that they had dealing with ploughing issues have 

already gone.'

'[Posts] reduced from 20 to 10. It's fair to say that the level of cuts to 

our service is disproportionate and is not simply a matter of budget 

savings.'

'There have been no changes to the row set up at ------- unitary 

authority so far.  

I am still the sole part time rights of way officer sitting in the 

Highways Section and so far Highways, apart from some 

restructuring, has not had any redundancies, voluntary or 

otherwise.' 
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Letter from the President

Since last September the Board has been working hard to highlight the importance of 
IPROW and your work to Government, DEFRA, Parish Councils, the general media and all the 
user groups; including the on-going work of the membership group. All IPROW's directors are 

volunteers, so this is all on top of our normal day to day roles.

The directors have attended meetings with: DEFRA; the National Assembly for Wales (plus many other 
Welsh meetings attended by our board member in Wales); Rights of Way Review Committee, national and 
regional ADEPT meetings; Ramblers' Head Office; and many more.

We have sent out letters to authority decision-makers in support of worried members expressing IPROW's 
grave concern at the changes being considered by their Authorities. We have outlined what the effects will 
be to an Authority that  reduces and in some cases removes  staff who often have a vast experience that 
takes many years to gain - including the long term costs that a section 51(6) will have and the damage to 
the reputation of that Authority.

We are working with the Ramblers' Head Office during these testing times to secure their support for 
threatened officers, as well as their continued support of IPROW. They have sent letters in full support of 
rights of way staff and the working relationship they have with authority officers, both at head office and 
locally, and also expressing what action they will take if the network falls in to disrepair. 

There has been media cover for two of our board members who went to Cumbria where they met with Tom 
Franklyn and other RA members to highlight what these cuts would mean, not just to those using the 
network but to the local economy of Cumbria. 

Other organisations have also expressed appreciation of the great work that each and every one of us 
undertakes on a daily basis. On blogs, facebook, twitter:  you name it, we have been mentioned in it.

More recently IPROW has been gravely concerned over the sale of forests. Here again the board tried hard 
to get a member on the Independent Forestry Review Panel and met with DEFRA officials to express the 
concerns of our members. We know that IPROW was put forward for inclusion on the Panel but, as we 
know, we wweren't invited to join the Panel. We are and will be making our thoughts known throughout the 
review process.

We have also spoken to the Ramblers, who are included on the Panel, and asked that they ensure that all 
issues for both the users and the management of forest access are carefully considered and that we, as 
officers, do not have to pick up the debris. We try and meet with the Ramblers in London on a regular basis 
where we can discuss issues from both sides.

By the time you read this, the requests to respond to the Annual Return of rights of way management data 
will have gone out.  This unique new dataset, begun for the financial year 2009/10, has already proved 
helpful in providing information and benchmarking opportunities for authorities fighting against restructuring 
and cuts, so we urge you to make the time to complete the survey with your data from last year.

This is just a very brief resumé of what IPROW has done and continues to do on your behalf. The staff and 
directors are daily promoting the importance of the work you are all involved in - and we will continue to do 
so.

I cannot believe that it is almost 9 months since our conference in Cambridge, so much has been going on that I thought it 

would be a good idea to update you.  Little did I know that when I took over as President from Nick Elliott that the changes that 

were to affect all of us were to be as severe as they have been. Naive? Maybe. But hopeful more like.

Marilyn Meeks

IPROW President

W A Y M A R K    S P R I N G   2 0 1 1 P A G E    S I X T E E N

/?

president@iprow.co.uk 

mailto:editor@iprow.co.uk
mailto:president@iprow.co.uk


Review of Level Crossings Legislation
Richard Cuthbert summarises 
the tale of the ongoing review 
of level crossings legislation 
by both the English & 
Scottish Law Commissions 
project as part of their 10th 
programme of law reform.  

Richard Cuthbert 
Head of Rights of Way, 
Hertfordshire County Council.
IPROW Director.

The English and Scottish Law Commissions and the Office of Rail Regulation (ORR) are 
working together for a consistent nationwide approach to reforming the complex, patchwork of 
antiquated law governing various aspects of level crossings.

Local Authorities (LAs) were first invited to an Advisory Group Meeting back in November 2008 and several 
colleagues, from LAs across the country, pitched-up to the ORR in London on the 30th January 2009, how 
time flies.

We were quickly brought up to speed on why the law is so complex and rather archaic on level crossings 
and can therefore be difficult for the police & the courts to apply correctly or with confidence.  This is the 
point where the road network and all highway legislation meets the railway and all rail legislation.  Key 
players therefore include Highway Authorities (HAs), Highways Agency, Network Rail, Train Operating 
Companies, Health & Safety Executive, Office of Rail Regulation, etc! And we quickly heard from more rail 
groups than I ever knew existed.

Of course one of our reasons to engage with this was a deep seated concern that a certain party, or parties, 
basically wanted to close all level crossings if they could get away with it.  However, this review of 
legislation is running in parallel with the Network Rail review of proposed level crossing closures and should 
not be mistaken for the same thing, despite the obvious overlaps.  That said; one of the stated aims of 
legislative reform is to 'identify barriers to progress', which could be read as barriers to maximising the 
capacity of the rail network – something severely hampered by the existence of any level crossings, 
apparently.

So, being chaired by Lord Justice Munby, Chairman of the Law Commission, no less, we were educated on 
'Definitions and scope'; 'Safety and convenience'; 'The life of a level crossing'; 'Scottish rights of way and 
access issues'; 'Enforcement and Next steps'; our education including some entertaining and terrifying 
videos of misuse of level crossings by users.

It can be a persuasive argument to improve any crossing if just one incident occurs, however, as with all 
risk analysis, never being able to legislate for all abnormal behaviour by any individual has to be borne in 
mind or we risk over-egging the pudding.  While we can feel terribly for the victims of any fatal accident, we 
cannot always prevent them while allowing normal life to continue.  We cannot allow every level crossing to 
be summarily closed because of a relatively low number of incidents per year.

We can improve red tape, beaurocracy and the ease with which the law can be applied to help enforcement 
authorities, the police and the courts to prosecute offenders – those who risk theirs and others lives and 
safety through wilful and/or stupid actions. Therefore, it is important for IPRoW to remain engaged to the 
end of this process.

More Information For more information about IPROW's work with the review of level crossing legislation you can contact 
Richard by telephone on 01992 555292 or by email to; 

If you would like to volunteer to represent IPROW with this important work, Richard would be delighted to 
hear from you.

General information about using level crossings is available from both the Office of Rail Regulation and 
from Network Rail:

“Using level crossings safely” was published in March 2011 and is available 
Network Rail's “Level crossings” was published in October 2010 and is available 

W A Y M A R K    S P R I N G   2 0 1 1 P A G E    S E V E N T E E N

/?

richard.cuthbert@hertscc.gov.uk

here.

here.

http://www.rail-reg.gov.uk/upload/pdf/using_level_crossings_safely.pdf
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/documents/Community%20and%20Environment/10692_Level_crossing_user_guide.pdf
mailto:editor@iprow.co.uk
mailto:richard.cuthbert@hertscc.gov.uk
http://www.rail-reg.gov.uk/upload/pdf/using_level_crossings_safely.pdf
http://www.networkrail.co.uk/documents/Community%20and%20Environment/10692_Level_crossing_user_guide.pdf


The National Trust's vision for the 
outdoors

One million feet, one thousand places: 

Neil Harris 
Head Ranger, West Wycombe 
& Central Chilterns Properties

Fiona Reynolds, our Director General has a vision for the outdoors. For many years the National 

Trust has been synonymous with its country houses and gardens; they have attracted millions of 

visitors over the years and boosted the Trust's membership to 3.8 million people – making it the 

largest conservation charity in Britain. However, to enable the Trust to extend its support to a 

wider audience, the emphasis is now being put on the countryside.

The National Trust looks after about 255,000 ha of countryside and 709 miles of coastline. 

Visitor numbers to its countryside sites far outstrip those to its houses; however, many won't 

realize they are in Trust owned and looked after countryside, or how the work of the Trust 

enables people to access much of the countryside in its ownership. Fiona's vision is for:

“People [to] recognize and join the National Trust as much for its work in the countryside as 

for its houses and the built environment.”

“ A change in the way people see and support us, both in terms of what we do and our 

relevance and appeal to a wider range of people.”

“A shift from just 'conservator' to 'enabler'- providing opportunities for people to experience 

and enjoy outdoors in ways they want to”

“ A new, more sustainable business case for our work at [free] entry properties”

By 2020 the Trust would like to have 5 million members and for everyone to feel like a member. One of 

the ways to go about this is “Going Local”. Rather than always trying to be well known in a national or 

international context, the Trust wants to be the local place to visit for people who live nearby. In this 

way our fantastic countryside can be shared by our local community. For example, in my own patch, in 

the Chilterns, we will be working hard to spread the word about the Trust's freely available countryside 

to the community at village fetes and local shows. 
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More Information

Walking is the biggest potential for the Trust as a provider of experiences- a single, trusted brand that 

you can rely on for easy, local access to safe, well maintained walking opportunities supported by 

good facilities. But we have to be mindful of the different needs and aspirations of our visitors, and we 

have been actively listening to them. Some want to live life to the full, they want a depth of experience, 

they will fully immerse themselves in the outdoors. They tell us that for them the countryside is 

We are working to encourage 'explorer families' who like an outdoor trip to be an opportunity to be 

together as a family, to share experiences and capture memories.  As one parent told us; 

For more independent youngsters – 'Young experience seekers', the outdoors means freedom- a 

playground of challenges and opportunities for self discovery. The favourite part for one youngster was 

to feel; “Challenged by the environment and terrain, feel small in comparison to nature and its power”

This year sees the start of properties focusing on providing three offers (not all will provide all three): 

Walking, cycling and camping. You will start to see us using more and innovative means of promoting 

the countryside; whether using apps, websites, orientation points or improvements to handbooks and 

site interpretation. A highpoint of the year will be our first national                             , taking place over 

the autumn half-term holiday from Saturday 22nd October to Sunday 30th. Through a combination of 

mass participation walks, guided walks, family ambles, self-guided routes and 100 miles of brand new 

paths, we want to achieve our Festival goal of one million feet, at 1,000 places.

It's a big vision but we've got a big countryside 'offer'. It will take time to implement but we will know 

we've succeeded when the National Trust is as famous for coast and countryside as it is for houses 

and gardens.

The National 
Trust's vision for 
the outdoors

An escape from the media. I like the fact that when I'm out, there are 

no adverts, there's no noise. There's nothing artificial.
“ ”

I hope to stumble across a stream, something to focus on for the 
children; an 'accidental' opportunity to show them unexpected (things) 
from which they will have the opportunity to learn.

“
”

For more information about the Trust's work to encourage access to its countryside sites you can 

contact Neil Harris by email at                                                     or by telephone on 01494 755596.

For general information about the Trust go to                                    and for the Walking Festival go 

to 
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Walking Festival

www.nationaltrust.org.uk

http://www.nationaltrust.org.uk/main/w-vh/w-visits/w-events/w-walking-festival.htm

neil.harris@nationaltrust.org.uk
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The Independent Panel on Forestry Policy:

I

As with all such panels; the success of this exercise will depend upon the calibre 
of those charged with making it work – chief of whom is the Chairman.

s it really only last autumn that Francis Maude MP was telling us that too many “arm's length 
bodies” had been set up so that ministers could "avoid taking decisions" or having to face difficult 
questions? And isn't the 'Independent Panel on Forestry Policy in England' just such a body? Secretary 

of State, Caroline Spelman's hastily convened sticking plaster is now up and running, buying time while she 
licks her wounds from the roundly rejected forest sell-off proposals. For a party that promised* a 'bonfire of 
the qangos', the establishment of yet another expensive panel to potentially reiterate the results of the          

       it so recently ignored risks further embarrassment. There are some specific questions that 
the Panel can address that weren't core to the 2009 study but, fundamentally, doubts must remain that this 
is just a face-saving exercise for a Secretary of State who has shown little understanding of the importance 
of woodland access to the public.
 

The Right Reverend James Jones has been Bishop of Liverpool since 1998. He serves in the House of 
Lords on the Select Committee on Communications. The Bishop is a WWF Ambassador, a Fellow of the 
RSA, Honorary Fellow of the Chartered Institution of Water and Environmental Management and Vice 
President of the Town and Country Planning Association. It's not immediately obvious that he has a special 
interest in, knowledge of, or appreciation of the management of forestry and the public benefits arising, but 
doubtless he is an extremely intelligent man, capable of objective thought and commanding respect.
The rest of the panel consists of:
Shireen Chambers (Institute of Chartered Foresters) 
Stuart Goodall (Confederation of Forest Industries) 
Sir Harry Studholme (Forestry Commissioner and estate owner) 
Dame Fiona Reynolds (National Trust) 
Dr Mike Clarke (Royal Society for the Protection of Birds) 
Stephanie Hilborne OBE (Wildlife Trusts) 
Sue Holden (Woodland Trust) 
Dr Alan Knight OBE (Single Planet Living – a sustainable development consultancy) 
John Varley (Clinton Devon Estates. CEO of CCH Property Company Ltd. Member of National Trust Land 
Use and Access Panel) 
William Worsley (Country Land and Business Association.  Director of a rural property management 
company and ex-Forestry Commission Advisory Panel member.)
Tom Franklin (The Ramblers).

On paper the Government-selected panel seems anything but balanced and its selection process anything 
but 'independent'. Accepting the independence of the Chairman; we have: Three foresters; four land-based 
trusts; three landowner representatives; one sustainable development expert and one access 
representative – whose remit does not include those most affected by the postponed sell-off. What we don't 
have is anybody representing access professionals – a role that IPROW had requested - or anybody from 
the user groups representing horse riders or cyclists. So, public access benefits are to be represented by 
one voice, Tom Franklin's, while landowners and private business have four and conservation groups 
(which, it will be recalled, were courted by Mrs Spelman to take over the uneconomic 'heritage woods') also 
have four representatives. Presumably meetings of the panel won't be starting with 'declarations of 
interest'. 

Notable by its absence is representation from the Big Society – the non-affiliated users. Several access 
groups have already condemned the lack of representation for users other than walkers and have got 
together to form the Forest Access User Group. This is made up of nine organisations: the British Horse 
Society, the Ramblers, the Kennel Club, the CTC, the Mountaineering Council, the Open Spaces Society, 
the Sport and Recreation Alliance, the International Mountain Biking Association and British Orienteering. 
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The Independent 
Panel on Forestry 
Policy:

On the 10th May the Group handed a statement to the Right Reverend Jones which read;

So what is the forestry panel's remit? The                                   set out for the Panel include:
1. To advise the Secretary of State on the future direction of forestry and woodland policy in 
England. [Note that this is not constrained to the FC's estate.]
2. To advise on the role of the Forestry Commission in implementing policy on forestry and 
woodland in relation to England. 
3. In formulating this advice, the Panel should consider: 
b) options for enhancing public benefits from all woodland and forests, in the light of the                       
                           [which has as 'Objective 3'; “To provide accessible natural environments rich in 
wildlife for people to enjoy and experience.”] and the Natural Environment White Paper, including; 
public access for recreation and leisure; 
4. In formulating its advice to the Secretary of State, the Panel will be expected to engage and take 
evidence from the widest range of views and interest. 
5. The Panel will report to the Secretary of State in the autumn of 2011.
The requirement to 'engage and take evidence from a wide range of views' is crucial to the true 
independence of the Panel. However; a commitment to take evidence is not a commitment to heed 
it – a truth that will be acutely apparent to  LAF members.

The Panel has kicked off its evidence gathering with a                                    asking five very broad 
questions (but also asking for a response limit of 4 sides of A4). As an access expert, make your views 
known! The deadline for responses is July 31st. Responses should be sent to 

It is expected that the Panel will put together a progress report in the autumn and submit a final report to 
the Secretary of State, whoever the incumbent may be, in April next year.

The questions posed are, in the main, forward looking, but a little historical context never goes amiss; The 
current situation relates directly back to the stuttering development of the Access Land provisions of the 
Countryside & Rights of Way Act 2000. As Michael Meacher MP and Jon Owen Jones (of the Welsh Office) 
said in 'Access to the Countryside in England and Wales – The Government's Framework for Action' March 
1999, “Over the past fifty years a voluntary approach has delivered relatively little [access] and, despite 
some commendable initiatives, there is little prospect of much new access being provided voluntarily in the 
future. Even if a great deal more access could be secured through voluntary arrangements, the access 
would not be permanent and the costs would be high. Only a new statutory right will deliver cost effectively 
the extent and permanence of access we are seeking.”

The Framework for Action went on to note that the Forestry Commission, CCW 
and the Countryside Agency (now incorporated into Natural England) had been 
asked to report on access to cliffs, foreshore and woodland – “so that the 
Government can consider the case for extending access to these areas”. 
Coastal access is getting nearer but the FC's conclusions, based on assurances 
from landowners, that sufficient voluntary woodland access dedication would be 
forthcoming proved sadly wide of the mark. The lesson of history is that to all 
intents and purposes the private sector has never volunteered public benefits – 
except where landowners are suitably 'compensated'.
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    This cherished national asset needs to be protected for public access in 
all forms, be it on foot, bike, horseback, horse-drawn carriage or with a 
dog, helping to strengthen the public's understanding of the natural 
environment. Woods and forests must also continue to bring clear 
physical and mental benefits to the public by remaining fully accessible.”

“

The Group is now collecting signatures in support of its stance through its member organisations' websites

 Terms of Reference

Lawton Report

call for contributions,

 forestrypanel@defra.gsi.gov.uk.
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The Independent 
Panel on Forestry 
Policy:

In 1998 the Countryside Commission (Rights of Way in the 21st Century, CCP 543) proposed a 'tangible 
commitment' by Government to “no net reduction in extent or quality” of access. While this was directed 
towards changes to the rights of way network, it is a principle that should be equally applicable to all of the 
public's access resource. The 1998 proposals included as 'Objective 2' the provision of a more extensive 
network for riding and cycling. It is regrettable that the Objective was never realised in CROW. At the 
National Countryside Access Conference on 27th February 2001, Alan Kind of the Byways and Bridleways 
Trust pointed out that the “The CROW Act 2000 has sold the family silver in pursuit of the right to roam.” 
His observation was that many people who engage as volunteers and professionals at the sharp end of 
rights of way management believed that the ordinary horse rider, trail rider and mountain biker had been 
sold down the river and that the CROW Act only brought benefits to landowners and some ramblers. In the 
run-up to the Countryside & Rights of Way Act 2000 many IPROW voices had also expressed concern 
about the lack of provision for riders and cyclists; the current threat to the little woodland access they have 
shows how prescient Alan and the vocal minority were. 

But, for forestry, it is not too late to do something positive; there is no reason, other than the reticence of 
the potential beneficiaries of a sell-off (the private estates and investment companies) why the Forestry 
Commission should not simply dedicate all land with full bridleway-equivalent rights prior to disposal. 

At the 2001 Conference, Michael Meacher, the then Minister, said that the Government would like the new 
power to dedicate access to be widely exploited, “particularly to create access to woodland.” Sadly, that 
didn't happen outside of the public estate – so there would appear to be no realistic proposition for 
enhanced access, or maintained de facto access, once the estate has been sold off or given away. 
CROW did establish an easy mechanism for partially making up for the failed promises - Section 16 
dedications. Who actually owns a well-managed woodland is largely immaterial to its conservation, climate 
change or landscape value; Dedicated bridleway access could make ownership just as immaterial to users. 
The Forestry Commission is well practiced at making s.16 dedications, so it will be a straightforward 
process to further dedicate access for riders and cyclists before any land is disposed of.

In the meantime; it's hard to see how the Panel can demonstrate that it is 'independent', but it can show 
that it will genuinely engage in an open consultation and carefully weigh the evidence presented. It's for us, 
as access professionals, to ensure that we give the Panel the advice it needs so that, ultimately, it can help 
the Secretary of State with those 'difficult decisions'.

To comment on this article, please call Mike Furness on 07815 886 134 or email to 
Further information, including minutes of meetings, is available on Defra's web site at 

''* David Cameron had been expected to announce a 'bonfire of the quangos' in a speech to Parliament on 
6th July 2009 but pulled back from using the pre-announced sound bite saying: 'People have heard that 
kind of talk many times before and seen little to show for it.' Nonetheless, the phrase stuck.
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News in brief Government launches Environment White Paper
On 23rd April, Kate Ashbrook, general secretary of the Open Spaces Society, cut the ribbon to open the 

Brenda Parker Way, a 78-mile long-distance path through north Hampshire between Andover and Aldershot. 

Said Kate: “As Area footpath secretary from 1972 to 1997, [Brenda Parker] defended paths from damaging 

change, claimed routes for the definitive map, organised walks and kept detailed records. For many years 

she went meticulously through every copy of the London Gazette in which all notices of public path changes 

were published, making a note of each one and checking when it was confirmed. She led countless walks, 

for the Ramblers and for Hampshire County Council. Most importantly, she inspired others to get involved in 

path work, thus spreading the message that paths are vital for people's enjoyment of the countryside. 

“We owe her a huge debt of gratitude, and I am delighted that the                                  will be a lasting and 

fitting memorial to her wonderful work.” 

Brenda Parker Way
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The Localism Bill – 
a threat to open spaces?

he Society's Case Officer, Nicola Hodgson, says:T  'We believe one of the Bill's most 

important aspects should be the care and future of open spaces but it lacks any clear idea of 

what is needed and is a muddle of conflicting provisions'. 

The OSS considers that the most worrying threat to open spaces is contained in the new general 

powers given to local authorities in Part 1. Says Nicola; 'Even with the limitations proposed, we are 

concerned that the general powers could be used to enable local authorities to do whatever they want 

with open spaces and public access land.' 

The society wants the Government to undertake that the Bill will not bypass existing legislation in 

order to authorise a local authority or Government minister to use, appropriate or dispose of land 

which is subject to special protection or conservation, and that the Bill will not relax any existing 

procedures relating to that land. 

The OSS believes that the Bill should exclude open spaces held in trust for the public, and rights of 

way dedicated as highways from modification under the general powers. Much of the detail in Part 4 is 

to be dealt with by regulations and there is concern that this will be giving ministers wide-ranging 

powers to interpret the legislation as they wish, and without returning it to parliament. The Bill is being 

paraded as offering opportunities for local communities and empowering them; but the OSS believes 

that this will not be the case in practice. As Nicola notes; 'Every local authority is required to compile a 

list of land of community value in its area, to remain on the list for up to five years; however the 

purpose of the list is not explained.

 

'We cannot see how the Bill provides any new protection for open spaces which local people enjoy for 

informal recreation and, by including such land on the list, it may encourage the owner to dispose of it. 

'The Bill does not refer to the proposed 'new designation…. to protect green areas of particular 

importance to local communities', which is in the business plans for the Departments for 

                                                                                                                                  Instead of there 

being a statutory basis for the designation it is merely referred to in the draft of the                                 

from the Practitioners' Advisory Group (3), with no information 

about how the process will work.' 

The Society has called on members of the House of Lords to question these points at the second 

reading on Tuesday 7 June. We will be continuing to watch the progress of this Bill with interest and 

will publish a full analysis of its relevant provisions once it completes its passage.

 

The Open Spaces Society         has criticised the                  , claiming that it will threaten 

rather than protect open spaces. 

The Bill is due for 

a second reading in 

the House of Lords 

on Tuesday 7 June. 
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Communities, and Local Government, and Environment, Food and Rural Affairs.

National Planning Policy Framework,
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Update from Scotland

Well the big news north of the Border is the amazing win by the Scottish National 

Party that just about wiped every other political party off the Scottish map.  

However; does that bode well for outdoor access?  Too early to tell, but discussions 

with potential MSPs pre election did show a willingness to work to improve access and the first 

Minister himself, Alex Salmond has intervened on a road widening project in the Highlands that 

threatened to cut off a historic route over the A9

 

What of the situation within local councils?  Money is very tight and at present that doesn't look likely 

to change.  Very little of Scottish outdoor access work is statutory and staff in one council have been 

asked to do a report to justify why they should be kept!  In other council's, voluntary severance is the 

name of the game and this is seeing some elder statesmen getting out while the going's good.  In 

some cases these 'vacancies' are not being replaced, but some are, which is a positive sign.

It seems likely that much developmental work and probably even path management work is going to 

increasingly rely on partnerships with community groups and outside bodies.  As I was told the other 

week there is money it's just that councils can't get it.  For many the Central Scotland Green Network 

(CSGN) a flagship national planning policy, was the big saviour.  The first year has seen a flurry of 

feasibility work, but the amount of money available in year two to progress this work is small - 

£750,000 and it can only be used where other sources aren't applicable.  That's not a lot of money 

across 19 local authorities!

One big CSGN project is the creation of a new long distance route to celebrate the life of the 'Father of 

the National Parks', John Muir.  The route will run from Dunbar, his birthplace in East Lothian to 

Balloch, in Scotland's first national park.  The exact route is still being worked on, but will likely make 

use of existing paths and have links into nearby communities.

There has been an access component to land use funding in Scotland for a number of years, but the 

success of this part of the agricultural grant structure has been variable.  The Land Management 

Contract scheme was easy to use and received good take up, but the public didn't know where the 

routes were.  The Scotland Rural Development Programme is much more comprehensive and open, 

but it is complex with low intervention rates.  Ok, the intervention rates are good at 75%, but the 

individual capital cost limit of £150 per item is often less then the actual item costs!

Following discussions with the Cabinet Secretary a group comprising British Horse Society Scotland, 

NFU Scotland, Ramblers Scotland and the Scottish Rural Property & Business Association are 

working along with the National Access Forum to recommend how the new scheme that is due to start 

in 2014 can best address these problems.  This is an important piece of work and could be a real 

turning point for funding outdoor access in Scotland and helping people to realise just how much it can 

contribute to the economy.

Richard Barron brings us a round-up of the latest developments in Scotland.
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Most publications from a Scottish perspective probably have little relevance south of the border, but 

one recent research report may be the exception.  Paths and Climate Change – an Investigation into 

the Potential Implications of climate Change on the Planning, Design, Construction and Management 

of Paths in Scotland is a Scottish Natural Heritage funded report.  It takes the predictions on climate 

change and applies them to both upland and lowland paths to 

speculate what might be happening in 2050.  The results show that 

warmer wetter weather with more extreme weather events could be 

a source of major problems.  The report finishes by proposing five 

actions to prepare for these changes:

Implementation of existing standards for paths;

assess the climate change risks of each path network;

implement the controls from the assessments;

adopt plans to provide long term care for paths;

and to share knowledge and experience of path 

management in challenging situations.  

Update from 
Scotland

News in brief Community Infrastructure Levy
The Department for Communities and Local Government has published an overview of the

     ; a new planning charge that came into force on 6 April 2010 through 

the Community Infrastructure Levy Regulations 2010 (now amended by the Community Infrastructure 

Levy (Amendment) Regulations 2011. It is not guidance issued by the Secretary of State, but explains 

the key features of the new charge, its rationale, purpose and how it will work in practice. The 

document is designed to inform all those who have an interest in the levy and who might be involved in 

its operation. 

Kington Footpath Scheme at 20
The Kington Footpath Scheme, which has led to the reopening and refurbishment of countless public 

paths in 16 parishes in north-west Herefordshire, this year celebrates its twentieth anniversary. 

Peter Newman invented the scheme and has led it for the past 20 years. It is run in conjunction with 

Herefordshire Council, the Open Spaces Society, and the Hereford Probation Service. 

Says Peter: 'Over the last 20 years, with the help of offenders on Community Payback, we have 

erected about 600 footpath and bridleway signs and 130 waymark posts; we have installed 600 stiles 

and 18 footbridges up to seven metres long, and created 35 ditch crossings. We have also part-funded 

two large, steel footbridges. In addition, we have strimmed many miles of paths and cleared overgrown 

stiles. We now have much ongoing maintenance work to do because of the increased number of 

walkers coming to the area. 

 'It's impossible to say how much money we have saved the local authorities' path-maintenance 

budgets over the 20 years, but it must be many thousands of pounds. 

'A rural county like Herefordshire relies on walkers for income, and our work must have encouraged 

many more people to visit the area because they know they'll get a good walk or ride here. So we have 

contributed to the tourist economy too,' Peter concludes. 
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News from Wales
The deadline for launching the 850 miles Wales Coastal Path is 5th May 2012. Various authorities in 

Wales will therefore be opening stretches of their coastal path in the next year with the aim being that 

the entire coastal path will be ready for launching before the start of the Olympics. 

Wales Coastal Path

...is holding its 40th birthday this year. A number of events are being organised to celebrate this 

anniversary. A new page has been added to the Offa's Dyke Path National Trail web site to give 

details of events during 2011 and this will be updated throughout the year. To take a look, and to take 

part in one of the numerous guided walks that are being organised by partners, go to 

      and click on the 40th anniversary logo. There is also a 40th 

anniversary walkers hall of fame where you can add your photos. 

...are calling for access to inland water along the lines of that granted in Scotland under the Land 

Reform Scotland Act 2003; WAG's response its Sustainability Committee's report on the Access to 

Inland Water Inquiry can be downloaded 

...has received £5.1m since 2008 including £1.7m this year. Investment so far is estimated to have 

improved 3000 miles of rights of way. This is the last year that WAG will be funding a ROWIP grant. 

We are lucky in that we have had support from Jane Davidson in WAG to gain this three year fund 

and additional funding for this year. It is hoped that the new Assembly Minister will continue to support 

the implementation of RoWIPs. 

(Planning for the Environment, Transport and Health in Wales) have provided an information portal for 

professionals working in a range of sectors on cross cutting issues associated with the environment 

and health in Wales. It aims to provide a one stop shop in collaborative working and set best practice. 

Access professionals are encouraged to be involved and provide information for this portal. Go to 

The Offa's Dyke Path 
National Trail... 

Welsh canoeists...

The ROWIP 
programme...

Planet Health Cymry

photo: Rob Dingle 
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...Rob Hanna of the RA Wales has recently done some research on their volunteers which will shortly 

be published on the RA website. There are 41 groups in Wales and 81% of their members regularly do 

voluntary work. This work ranges from carrying out practical access improvements to sitting on local 

access forums and other committees eg. National Park. RA want to increase the amount of 

volunteering activity not just from the members but also the general public. There is a willingness to do 

more amongst volunteers and RA volunteers have been assessed by the Welsh Council Volunteers 

Associations as carrying out an amount of work equivalent to 27 footpath officers. There is an 

opportunity to create a more liberated volunteering culture and allow volunteers to work in national 

parks as well as their local areas. 

A new Glastir woodland scheme to replace Better Woodlands for Wales is being developed, this will 

primarily be focussing on existing woodland. Environmental woodland management will be targeted for 

farms coming into the Targeted Element (TE), however, there are a number of woodland only owners 

who may also wish to access environmental woodland grants. The new scheme is being made 

available to these woodland only owners and will be run along the same basis as TE. It is proposed to 

include the TE access target layers in the targeting assessment for this new scheme. 

Therefore, WAG have also asked that Welsh LAF's should include private woodland in their 

aspirational plans for permissive routes, as much as farmland. Unfortunately as for the farmland, the 

Welsh Assembly Government does not necessarily know which woodlands will be coming into the 

scheme in advance. So we will not be able to tell LAFs which woodlands will be coming forward. 

Welsh Rambling 

Volunteers... 

Glastir

News in brief Cotswold Way twins with South Korea
The Cotswold Way National Trail has teamed up with South Korea's Jeju Olle Trail to become one of 

the world's first 'friendship trails'.

This new initiative is a result of last year's World Trails conference on Jeju 

Island, attended by the Cotswold Way and hosted by the Jeju Olle Trail, a new 

and breathtakingly beautiful long distance walking route around the coast of the 

island.

One of the many ideas discussed at the conference and earlier in the year when 

the Cotswold Way played host to representatives of the Jeju Olle Foundation, 

was the concept of 'friendship trails'. These are essentially similar to twin towns, 

whereby trails in different countries team up in the name of partnership, mutual 

publicity and international alliance.

The launch of the new  took place on the 

19th April as a mark of friendship and cooperation between the two countries. 

A short circular walk following the Cotswold Way around Stinchcombe Hill near 

Dursley has been signed with special markers, introducing people to one of the 

most scenic parts of the Cotswolds Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, whilst 

raising awareness of walking in other countries.  Similarly, a section of Jeju Olle 

will be marked with the familiar oak sign posts seen along the Cotswold Way, 

inviting visitors to the island to come walking in the one of England's most 

stunning landscapes.

                                                              
Friendship Trail Launch, Stinchcombe Hill, 19th April 2011

Jeju Olle - a series of walking routes on Jeju Island, 
130km off the southwest coast of Korea.
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The Wild Rover

The Wild Rover 
by Mike Parker
Published by HarperCollins Publishers 
(United Kingdom), 2011
ISBN: 9780007372669
Hardback – 366 pages  RRP £12.99

This is a must read for anyone with a passion for paths.  Mike Parker shares his love of 

footpaths while taking us on a journey across Britain capturing the people, politics, history, 

landscape and path legends.  It is a marvellous account of why we, as a nation, tend to 

cherish our public paths; however, it isn't all through rose tinted spectacles and some parts of the book 

are uncomfortable reading.    Perhaps most interestingly for IPROW members is that there is a whole 

chapter, 'The Stile Police', which focuses on the ROW profession  which is very perceptively and 

amusingly written – with many observations gleaned from last September's  conference, where Mike 

Parker was the after-dinner speaker.

Mike has dug deep into the history of footpath campaigns and the Parliamentary bills and debates of 

the 19th and early 20th centuries.  We start with the Flixton footpath battle of the 1820's, and he firmly 

puts north-westerners in the lead when it comes to who should take claim for the birth of footpath 

campaigning.  We learn that poor old Kinder Scout is a rather overgrown myth.  He takes us through 

Parliament from the late 1800's to the passing of the 1949 Act with hero and villain MPs exposed.   

Indeed it gets quite political but how could it not as footpaths are 'democracy at its most fundamental'?  

He makes no bones about which side of the House most legislation about access has derived from.

Research for the book included walking several hundred miles.  Mike describes many of the routes he 

followed such as The Ridgeway, The Thames Path, 70 miles of 

paths within a 3 mile radius of his home, Croagh Patrick in Co 

Mayo, Framfield Footpath 9 (the Van Hoogstraten path) and a 

self devised route across Wales (following a failed attempt to 

walk the Coast to Coast).  He spends quite some time 

deliberating the Long Distance/ recreational etc. footpath, and 

the rise and fall from fame experienced by some of these  e.g. 

the Pennine Way and the Lyke Wake Walk, while the most 

popular ever The Coast to Coast remains ever silent on the 

Ordnance Survey maps. 

 

Mike brings us right up to date as the book concludes.  Not only 

does he reflect on ROWIP's, people counters, health walks 

etc., but he asks searching questions about access campaign 

groups and the challenges of adapting to a changing world.

As refreshing reads go, this is a hot chocolate for those who 

love paths but with a generous shot of whisky mixed in. 
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Green Solutions For The Public Sector
• Invasive Weed Control

• Grass Cutting

• Countryside Furniture Installation

• Tree Safety & Surveys

• Creation of New Trackways & Reinstatement
• Sign Installation

Managing Your 

Public Rights of Way
www.glendale-services.co.uk

or call 0845 838 6619

Please contact 
countryside@glendale-services.co.uk 
for further information

News in brief National Parks – Good for You, good for the 
economy 
Figures recently compiled show that paying a visit to one of the UK's 15 National Parks is not only 

good for you but that visitors to National Parks contribute more than £4.5 billion to the economy with 

over 70 million visitors spending more than 160 million days enjoying National Parks. 

Carl Lis, chairman of the UK Association of National Park Authorities said: “In such financially austere 

times it's good to see the significant value and 

economic benefits that National Parks deliver for 

society as a whole and our figures support and 

reinforce the conclusions of the recently published 

National Ecosystem Assessment by Government.

National Parks Week is held every year to raise 

awareness and celebrate Britain's National Parks. This 

year's National Parks Week is from 25 – 31 July with a 

wide range of events on offer across the UK. 
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Sue Rumfitt
Associates

Rights of Way
Specialist

Tel: 01234 270210

Rights of Way Research, Advocacy, Training and Expertise

Countryside Managemant Service

PO BOX 252

Newton-le-Willows

WA12 2BF

Mr John Lindsey BSc(Hons)
MSc MIPROW MCMA

Countryside Access Consultant

Phone: 07738431358
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www.countrysidemanagementservice.co.uk

johnlindsay@countrysidemanagementservice.co.uk

Kilnside Farm, Moor Park Lane,
Farnham, Surrey GU10 1NS

t: m: 01252 714426   07860 718464
 info@abbeylands.net

ABBEYLANDS

Access Land and Rights of Way Consultants

Public Authorities and Private Landowners

Specialist Research and Boundary Surveys

for

Common Land and Village Greens

Bob Milton

e: 

t: 01473 406338

m: 07854 834139

 
f: 01473 406323

 
24-26 Museum Street
Ipswich  IP1 1HZ
dx: 3206 Ipswich

also at:
Cambridge, Norwich
and Chelmsford

Carol Ramsden

Associate
(Rights of Way Executive)

Regulated by the Solicitors Regulation Authority

birketts llp

consultancy
& training

www.rowtac.co.uk

Contact John Trevelyan

 or 01603 663583

Members advertisements

john@rowtac.co.uk

www.birketts.co.uk

carol-ramsden@birketts.co.uk

www.abbeylands.nete:

Email: 

Web: www.rumfitt.com
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News in brief New Waterways Charity
Tony Hales, current Chair of British Waterways, has been appointed as the new Chair of the Transition 

Trustees of the new waterways charity following the recommendation of an independent advisory 

panel.

Defra is consulting on plans for the new charity which – subject to parliamentary approval – will from 

April 2012 take over and run the publicly-owned 

2,200 miles of inland waterways in England and 

Wales that are currently managed by British 

Waterways.

The consultation runs until 30th June and can be 

found at 

www.defra.gov.uk/consult/2011/03/30/waterways-1103/.

Foot & Mouth Disease 
controllable
A decade on from the appalling culls and funeral 

pyres of 2001, new                 shows that Foot and 

Mouth Disease is detectable up to 24 hours before 

an animal becomes infectious, offering a possible 

window of opportunity to  control the spread of the 

disease without the need for mass cullings – and 

mass closure of public paths. The researchers also 

found that cattle infected with the foot and mouth 

virus remained infectious for an average of less than 

2 days, much less than previously thought. Whether 

or not this discovery can help contain an outbreak 

will depend upon prompt action by farmers and vets, 

and the development of reliable field testing 

processes. 

The government's chief vet, Nigel Gibbens, said: 

"While these types of tests aren't currently practical 

for use on the ground during an outbreak, we are 

continuing to fund their development and are 

working with the Institute of Animal Health so the 

best possible tests and equipment is available.” 

National Park Authorities 
Bill
A Bill “to empower the Secretary of State to abolish 

National Park Authorities; and for connected 

purposes” is making its way through the 

Parliamentary process. The        is expected to be 

on the Order Paper for a Second Reading debate on 

9 September 2011.

research

Bill
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