
 

 
 

Annual General Meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum 
To be held on Tuesday 26 January 2016 

1.15pm at Yoredale, Bainbridge 
 
Meeting to Commence at 1.15pm 
 

1. Election of Chair 

2. Election of Vice Chair 

3. Welcome and introductions 

4. Apologies 

5. Approval of minutes, and matters arising (not on the agenda) 

6. Public Question time – three minutes per speaker (those wishing to speak 

should make themselves known to the Secretary at the start of the meeting 

or in advance of the meeting)  

7. Future Forum Meetings 

- Agenda Items 

- Dates  

8. Review of nominated LAF members on groups linked to the Forum 

9. Report back from Advisory Groups: 

 Access of Foot Advisory Group 

 Cave and Crag Access Advisory Group 

 Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group 

10. Presentation on the Yorkshire Dales Local Plan – Peter Stockton, Head of 
Sustainable Development 

11. Flood update – verbal update 

12. Long distance routes 

13. Boundary extension – verbal update 

14. Secretary’s Report (Items for note and consideration by Forum Members) 

15. Update on members’ activities (brief reports of activities relating to the 
Forum) 



 1

 
 
 

Meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Local Access Forum 
Held on Tuesday 22 September 2015  

Yoredale, Bainbridge 
 
 

Present: Jon Beavan (JB), Andrew Colley (AC), Mark Corner (MC), Nick Cotton (NC), 
David Gibson (DG), Kevin Lancaster (KL), Alex Law (AL), Jocelyn Manners-Armstrong 
(JMA), Stuart Monk (SM), Jerry Pearlman (JJP), Mike Pryal (MP) John Richardson (JR), 
Jonathan Smith (JS), Alistair Thompson (AT). 
 
YDNPA Officers present: Rachel Briggs (RB) – LAF Secretary, Kathryn Beardmore (KB) 
and Alan Hulme (AH) 
 
The meeting started at 1.15pm. 
 
 
1. Welcome 
 
AT welcomed David Butterworth, Chief Executive of the YDNPA, and Peter Charlesworth, 
Chairman of the YDNPA, to the meeting.   
 
He also welcomed Debbie and Andy North. 
 
 
2. Apologies 
 
Apologies were received from Vickie Orton (VO), Stephen Ross (SR) and Heather 
Thomas-Smith (HTS). 
 
 
3. Approval of Minutes 
 

The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as a true record of the meeting. 

 
Matters arising from the minutes 
 
Threshfield Quarry 
 
AC told members that progress at Threshfield Quarry was slow but that he would keep 
members informed. 
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Caving 
 
JB said that the issue of caving and access rights under the CROW Act was being 
considered nationally.  He expected the issue to be raised at the next meeting of the Cave 
and Crag Access Advisory Group (29 October 2015).  He said he would report back on 
this at the next YDAF meeting. 
 
 
4. Public Question Time 
 
There were no public questions. 
 
 
5. Future Forum Meetings 
 
Dates of meetings 
 
The next meeting of the YDAF will be on 26 January 2016. 
 
Future Agenda Items 
 
Suggested future agenda items put forward by members include: 

• The Yorkshire Dales Local Plan – Peter Stockton, Head of Sustainable 
Development. 

• Local Nature Partnerships – Adrian Shepherd, Head of Land Management. 

• Signage policy – in reference to waymarks not on furniture (stiles and gates). 
 
 

6. Report back from the Yorkshire Dales Advisory Groups 
 
Access for All Advisory Group 
 
AC presented the minutes of the Access for All Advisory Group. 
 
Airsports Advisory Group 
 
JB asked if the airsports advisory group had considered meeting to look at policy on the 
use of drones.   
 
AH told members that guidance had been circulated internally by officers of the YDNPA 
and that this was based on national regulations.  He suggested that this could be taken to 
the cave and crag access advisory group to consider as there were implications of drone 
use on nesting birds eg peregrines at Malham Cove. 
 

The use of drones to be taken to the next meeting of the Cave and Crag Access 
Advisory Group. 
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7. Current YDNPA issues 
 
David Butterworth (DB), Chief Executive of the YDNPA and Peter Charlesworth (PC), 
Chairman of the YDNPA were introduced to the meeting. 
 
DB began by running though the current financial situation and likely further cuts the 
YDNPA faces.  He explained that an announcement will be made on 26 November 2015 
whereby government departments, including the Department for the Environment, Food 
and Rural Affairs (DEFRA), will find out their financial settlement.  Information on how this 
affects National Park Authorities (NPAs) is not expected until Christmas.  NPAs are 
preparing for the potential cuts in two ways: 

1. By lobbying government to explain the importance of National Parks and what they 
can deliver for society. 

2. By increasing income generation on both a local and regional level.  This has raised 
an ethical debate as to which organisations/companies NPAs will work with.   

Officers and members of the YDNPA have met with Rory Stewart, the Minister for DEFRA 
with responsibility for National Parks, who appears to be positive about National Parks. 
 
There has been no decision from the Secretary of State with regards to the possible 
boundary extension for both the Yorkshire Dales and Lake District National Parks.  DB is 
hopeful that this decision will be announced before 26 November.  This will have an impact 
on the work of the YDAF. 
 
A new local plan for the YDNP has been written and will be reported to Authority members 
in September.  DB feels it is a radical local plan for the Authority and reflects national 
policy.  DB was encouraged to see that the YDAF would have a presentation on the Local 
Plan in the New Year. 
 
PC added that he felt members of the YDNPA were more harmonious than he had ever 
known.   
 
AT thanked DB and PC and asked members if there were any questions. 
 
MC asked if the YDAF should be proactive with regards to the boundary review and start 
planning and making contacts now.  After further discussion LAF members agreed that, 
politically, this was not a good idea and that they should wait for a decision from the 
Secretary of State. 
 
 
8. Multi use of public rights of way 
 
Debbie North (DN) gave an enthusiastic presentation on her experiences as a wheelchair 
user in the outdoors, and completing the Coast to Coast route, in the spirit of Wainwright.   
 
DB thanked DN for her presentation and said he found it inspirational and that it captured 
the essence of what a National Park means. 
 
There was a discussion as to what members of the YDAF can do to help DN and others 
who wish to be more adventurous in their all terrain wheelchairs.  JS said that the 
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bridleway network in the YDNPA was pretty good and that some simple checking was all 
that was required.  KB said that an audit of the PROW had been carried out some years 
ago and that getting those results back on the website should be a priority. 
 
 
9. Turbary Road 
 
AT told members that a letter had been received from NYCC with regards to the 
management of Turbary Road saying that the County Council were no longer considering 
a Stopping Up Order and were now considering the use of a Traffic Regulation Order 
(TRO) to prevent the use of the route by motor vehicles.  AT said that the issue would be 
discussed at the Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group (YDGLAG) but asked if 
members had any further updates. 
 
SM thought that the voluntary restraint were working well.  KB thanked SM and other users 
for putting this in place and for users for respecting this. 
 
JR said that the Land Access and Recreation Association (LARA) had attempted to meet 
with officers from NYCC to discuss the issue to no avail.  KB said that NYCC were 
currently going through a reorganisation and there were staff changes that this could 
explain the lack of response. 
 
SM said it would be good to discuss the route at the next meeting of the YDGLAG and 
asked that recent logger data be made available. 
 
 
10. CROW Act – Review of long term restrictions and exclusions 
 
Members of the YDAF were consulted (second stage consultation) on the proposed 
continuation of three long term directions under the Countryside and Rights of Way 
(CROW) Act.  
 
Wood End, Hubberholme 
 
DG said that in previous consultations, members of the YDAF had asked for a route to be 
found round the south of the land parcel affected by the exclusion and asked that this now 
be reconsidered. AH informed members that the applicant has been approached on 
previous occasions but to date no agreed alternative has been found as this would involve 
land not subject to open access rights. There has also been no specific demand for access 
at this point by the public. 
 
KL questioned the need for the exclusion on the basis of disturbance to the water supply 
as new (2009) Environmental Health legislation should mean it wasn’t required.  JJP 
agreed that this should be investigated.  
 

Members of the YDAF recommended that the environmental health situation 
surrounding the private water supply be investigated with reference to likelihood of 
disturbance and the exclusion at Wood End, Hubberholme. 
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Holgates Pasture, Kilnsey 
 
Members raised an issue with the direction at Holgates Pasture, Kilnsey due to the breed 
of suckler cows in the affected field and whether they were truly dangerous to humans.  
AH reminded members that the restriction was in relation to dogs and not members of the 
public he added that the herd were deemed as dangerous due to the landowner statement 
that they do not come into contact with dogs and he actively manages them not to.  AH 
however added that the direction had never been activated by the landowner but the 
restriction was shown on the Natural England section of the Government’s website in 
relation to dogs being excluded from the area. 
 
MP questioned the map of the direction and why it didn’t affect guide dogs or hearing 
dogs.  Members agreed that when a direction was imposed due to dangerous livestock, 
that no dogs at all should be allowed.  KB said that the map should be changed to reflect 
this but it was within Natural England’s control. 
 
DG asked if the landowner had displayed any notices on the site (as requested in previous 
consultations).  He added that this should be a requirement. 
 

Members of the YDAF recommended that the direction at Holgates, Kilnsey be 
properly signed when it was activated and that the map be altered to exclude all 
dogs, including guide and hearing dogs. 

 
Quarry Wood, Ingleton 
 
Members agreed that the legislation was clear on the issue of exclusions to areas 
providing access that had charged before the CROW Act and there should, therefore, be 
no change to the exclusion. 
 

Members of the YDAF recommended that there be no change to the exclusion of the 
public at Quarry Wood, Ingleton. 

 
 

11. Big Path Watch 
 
DG informed members of the YDAF about the Ramblers Big Pathwatch project whereby 
members of the public can sign up to survey public rights of way (PROW) which will give a 
national health check of the PROW network. 
 
AH asked if the results would come through to officers at the YDNPA.  DG said that results 
were going to the county councils and that, eventually, these should be filtered through to 
the YDNPA. 
 
AH had heard mixed views on the project from PROW officers as the results very much 
depend on the ability of the surveyor.  However, he felt that is was a useful tool for the 
Ramblers to use to lobby for funding for works to PROW. 
 
DG was thanked for his presentation. 
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12. Secretary’s Report 
 
RB presented a report of items for Members’ consideration and information.  These were: 
 

• Authority Meeting Dates and Venues. 

• Meetings of the YDAF 2016. 

• Appointment of YDAF members. 

• Review of long term restrictions and exclusions. 

• Meeting of the Yorkshire and Humberside Regional LAF. 

• Yorkshire and Humber regional LAF Annual Report. 

• National LAF Annual Report. 

• LAF Conference. 

• Cycling and Walking Investment Strategy. 

• Lickber Lane. 
 
 

13. Update on members’ activities 
 
AT asked that a list of consultations forwarded to the YDAF be included in each 
Secretary’s Report.  He also asked members to respond to RB when consulted, even if it 
is to say ‘no comment’. 
 
MC asked if the YDAF could look at public transport at a future meeting.  KB said the 
YDAF could, but its remit was to advise on improvement to access for open air recreation 
so any discussion should bear this in mind. 
 
It was noted that DG had not sought reappointment to North Yorkshire LAF and so was no 
longer a member. 
 
 
The meeting closed at 16.05 
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Item No. 8 
 

Yorkshire Dales Access Forum – 26 January 2016 
 

Review of nominated LAF members on Advisory Groups linked to 
the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum 

 
 
Purpose of the report 
 
The purpose of this report is to: 

(a) remind members of the advisory groups that the Yorkshire Dales Access 
Forum (YDAF) are asked to contribute towards, through a 
representative(s) of the YDAF attending meetings, and  

(b) seek representative(s) from the YDAF on these groups for the current 
year. 

 
 
Background  
 
There are several different types of meeting where the YDAF are asked to provide a 
representative.  These can be: 
 

• Meetings looking at a specific project or idea, 

• Meetings looking at specific recreation activities with user groups, 

• Meetings with other organisations eg the Highway Authorities. 
 
Other groups and meetings also require members from the Yorkshire Dales Access 
Forum.  A full list of YDAF representatives on each group can be seen in the 
Appendix. 
 
At the meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum on 22 May 20071 a paper was 
discussed on the formation of Advisory Groups.  The remit of these groups is to: 
 

• exchange information, and provide a formal mechanism for communication 
and raising issues of concern; 

• advise on the management of specific matters. 
 

There are currently seven Advisory Groups: 
 

• Access on Foot Advisory Group e.g. open access, footpaths. 

• Bridleway and Restricted Byway Advisory Group e.g. bridleways, restricted 
byways. 

• Air Sports Advisory Group e.g. paragliding, hang gliding. 

• Water Sports Advisory Group e.g. canoeing, sailing. 

                                            
1
 http://www.yorkshiredales.org.uk/lookingafter/caringfor/managingaccess/ydaf/ydlaf-meetings/ydlaf-

archive/ydlaf-may2007 
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• Cave and Crag Access Advisory Group e.g. caving, climbing. 

• Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group e.g. recreational motor 
vehicular use of green lanes. 

• Access for All Advisory Group e.g. access for people with limited mobilities. 
 
 
Who should represent the YDAF? 
 
The Annual General meeting of the YDAF gives members of the forum the 
opportunity to revisit who sits on each group and decide whether representation 
should be changed in any way. This is to take into account new members of the 
Forum, together with any vacancies that may have occurred due to members 
resigning from the Forum.   
 
Ideally, where more than one member is required on a group, YDAF membership to 
the groups should be balanced.  That is to say, if there are three vacancies for 
members, one should be a user, one a landowner and another to represent those 
with other interests - as far as practical. This ideal situation may not always occur as 
members are volunteers and cannot always commit time in this way.  The reality is 
that the YDAF may wish to consider appointing a representative based on their 
ability and willingness to attend a meeting rather than the particular interest they 
represent.   
 
 
Vacancies during the year 
 
The list of groups and membership will be brought to the Forum once a year at the 
first meeting of the year.  If any vacancies arise during the year, these will be 
considered in the Chair/Secretary report as appropriate. 
 
 
Action for the Forum 
 
The Forum is asked to nominate and agree a representative(s) for membership of 
each of the groups listed in the Appendix. 
 
 
Rachel Briggs 
Access Development Officer 
January 2016 
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Appendix 
 

Forum Members Attendance at Other Groups and Meetings 
 

WHAT? WHEN? WHO CURRENTLY? REPRESENTING? 

Access on Foot Advisory 
Group 

Twice a year Heather Thomas-Smith 
Alistair Thompson 
Mark Corner 
Mike Pryal 

Other interests 
Other interests 
Landowners 
 

Access for All Advisory 
Group 

Twice a year Vickie Orton 
Heather Thomas-Smith 
Andrew Colley 

Users 
Other interests 
YDNPA Member 

Bridleways and Restricted 
Byways Advisory Group 

Twice a year 
(evenings) 

Alex Law 
Stephen Ross 
Nick Cotton 
 

Landowners 
Landowners 
YDNPA Member 
 

Air Sports Advisory Group When an issue 
arises 

Jon Beavan Other Interests 
 

Water Sports Advisory 
Group 

When an issue 
arises 

Andrew Colley YDNPA Member 

Cave and Crag Access 
Advisory Group 

Once a year Jon Beavan  
 

Other Interests 
 

Yorkshire Dales Green 
Lanes Advisory Group 

Once a year Stuart Monk 
Stephen Ross 
Jon Beavan 
David Gibson 

Users 
Landowners 
Other Interests 
Users 
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Item No. 9 
 

Yorkshire Dales Access Forum – 26 January 2016 
 

Report Back from Yorkshire Dales Advisory Groups 
 
 
Advisory Group Meetings 
 
At the May 2007 meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum, a paper was 
presented on the establishment of advisory groups to look at individual recreational 
activities.  The remit of these groups is to: 
 

• exchange information, and provide a formal mechanism for communication 
and raising issues of concern amongst users, the YDAF, and other interests; 

• advise on the management of specific matters. 
 
The following arrangements have been made for the meetings of the groups: 
 
 
Access on Foot Advisory Group  
 
The last meeting of the Access on Foot Advisory Group was on 30 November 2015.  
The unapproved minutes of this meeting are in Appendix 1.  The next meeting of 
the Access for on Foot Advisory Group has yet to be confirmed. 
 
 
Access for All Advisory Group  
 
The last meeting of the Access for all Advisory Group was on 6 August 2015.  The 
next meeting of the Access for All Advisory Group has yet to be confirmed. 
 
 
Bridleways and Restricted Byways Advisory Group 
 
The last meeting of the Bridleways and Restricted Byways Advisory Group was on 6 
May 2015.  The next meeting of the Bridleways and Restricted Byways Advisory 
Group is on 9 March 2016. 
 
 
Cave and Crag Access Advisory Group 
 
The last meeting of the Cave and Crag Advisory Group was on 29 October 2015.  
The unapproved minutes of this meeting are in Appendix 2.  The next meeting of 
the Cave and Crag Access Advisory Group has yet to be confirmed. 
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Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group 
 
The last meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group was on 16 
October 2015.  The unapproved minutes of this meeting are in Appendix 3.  The 
next meeting of the Yorkshire Dales Green Lanes Advisory Group has yet to be 
confirmed. 
 
 
Air Sports Advisory Group 
 
The next meeting of the Air Sports Advisory Group will convene when a matter 
arises. 
 
 
Water Sports Advisory Group 
 
The next meeting of the Water Sports Advisory Group will convene when a matter 
arises. 
 
 
 
 
 
Rachel Briggs 
Access Development Officer 
January 2016
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Appendix 1 
Meeting of the Access on Foot Advisory Group 

Held on Monday 30 November 2015 
Yoredale, Bainbridge 

 
Present: 
David Gibson (DG)    Ramblers Association 
Brian Jones (BJ)   Ramblers Association 
P Knowles (PK)    Ramblers Association  
Malcolm Petyt (MP)   Ramblers Association 
Neil Herbert (NHer)    Ramblers Association 
David Gibson (DG)    Ramblers Association  
John Sparshatt (JS)   LDWA  
Alistair Thompson (AT)   Yorkshire Dales Access Forum 
Mark Corner (MC)    Yorkshire Dales Access Forum 
Neil Heseltine (NH)    Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority  
 
 
YDNPA Officers present: 
Matt Neale (MN)   Area Ranger (Upper Wensleydale) 
Phil Richards (PR)   Area Ranger (Lower Wharfedale) 
Rachel Briggs (RB)   Access Development Officer 
Sheila Roberts (SR)   Public Rights of Way Officer 
Alan Hulme (AH)   Ranger Service Manager 
 
 
1. Welcome and apologies 
 
MP welcomed everyone to the meeting and everyone was introduced. Apologies 
were received from Bernard Ellis  
 
 
2. Approval of notes of the last meeting 
 
The minutes of the last meeting were approved as a true record. 
 
 
3. Matters arising from the minutes of the last meeting 
 
Lickber Lane 
 
AT told members that, as the Chair of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum (YDAF), he 
had attended a meeting at North Yorkshire County Council (NYCC) to discuss the 
future management of Lickber Lane.  However, he had not heard anything since that 
meeting in September. 
 
AH confirmed that NYCC are leading on the management of Lickber Lane as it is an 
unclassified unsurfaced road.  The YDNPA have said they will support NYCC in any 
management decisions they make and have offered the Dales Volunteers to 
reinstate the lane at the other side if necessary. 
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Guldrey Fold 
 
NHer asked what the YDNPA was doing with regards to the blocked route at Guldrey 
Fold.  AH said that that this had been brought to the Advisory Group at a previous 
meeting (27/4/10) and that it was a long standing obstruction.  NHer asked if an 
advisory note could be placed at the start of the route to inform users that it is 
blocked.  AH said he would ask the legal team and report back at the next meeting. 
 

AH to look into signage at Guldrey Fold. 

 
Greenfield 
 
SR informed members that she had recently drafted the deed of dedication for the 
new public rights of way (PROW) at Greenfield.  AH confirmed that this will mean an 
extra 6km of bridleways all with good surfaces.   
 
 
4. Donate a Gate 
 
JS asked if the YDNPA had further considered the concept of ‘donate a gate’ as he 
had recently been involved with a memorial plaque and gate in the North York Moors 
National Park. 
 
AH said that donations can now be made via the YDNPA website to the three peaks 
project and gift cards can also be purchased 
(http://retail.yorkshiredales.org.uk/products/presents-that-protect).  
 
 
5. Planning Applications 
 
SR told members that there were no current planning applications out to consultation 
with Ramblers.   
 
 
6. Waymarking 
 
MP presented his paper on waymarking and suggested that signage was, mainly, an 
issue in the following instances: 

• Taller hand posts are required on stiles so that they can be seen from a 
distance. 

• All furniture (gates, stiles) should have a small waymark disc. 

• When PROW go though a property, e.g. farmyard, they need to be 
waymarked better. 

 
NH agreed that more signage made it less conflicting for users but thought that too 
many could spoil the enjoyment of the area.  He suggested a blob of yellow paint be 
used in strategic places.  BJ agreed that this was a good idea as yellow paint is very 
visible. 
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AH said that the strategic document ‘Special Qualities, Special Experiences’ was 
due to be reviewed which would serve as an opportunity to change the policy. 
 
AT suggested putting waymarking on the agenda for the Yorkshire Dales Access 
Forum (YDAF) for a future meeting. 
 

Waymarking to be discussed at a future meeting of the YDAF. 

 
 
7 and 8 Proposed Works 2016/17 
  Yorkshire Dales National Park boundary extension 
 
AH gave members a brief update about the Yorkshire Dales National Park (YDNP) 
boundary extension as announced on 23 October 2015.  Subject to a legal challenge 
period ending 14 December, the YDNP will increase by around 24% from 1 August 
2016.  Key facts are as follows: 

• The area will be increase by 41,689 hectares  

• 27% of the extended National Park will be in Cumbria 

• 72% will be in North Yorkshire 

• 1% will in Lancashire 

• Population will increase by around 4000 

• There will an increase in around 480km of PROW 

• It will become the third biggest UK National Park (2nd biggest in England) 
 
It hasn’t been decided yet if the YDNPA will become the delegated authority to 
maintain the PROW.  MP said that the countryside service at Cumbria CC was 
expanded some years ago and had made great improvements over a few years.  
Unfortunately the cutbacks in recent times had resulted in a deterioration in the 
condition of some routes and their infrastructure. 
 
AH said he would keep members informed about the boundary extension at future 
meetings. 
 
 
9. Member round up 
 
NH informed the meeting that at the September meeting of the Yorkshire Dales 
National Park Authority, members had voted against the new route proposal for the 
Pennine Bridleway, through Long Preston. 
 
AH told members that data from the Big Pathwatch had been coming in from 
Cumbria County Council but nothing had come from North Yorkshire County Council 
as yet.  The main issue appears to be missing signs and the deadline for completing 
the survey of OS squares is the end of 2015. 
 
JS asked AH to report back at a future meeting on donate a gate.  AH agreed to give 
a presentation on the fundraising for the Three Peaks Project. 
 

AH to give a presentation, at the next meeting, on the Three Peaks Project. 



 6

 
MC said that the Yorkshire Dales Society had been contacted by the Pennine Way 
Association to say that they had folded and that they were offering money for 
projects.  AH said the YDNPA had also been contacted. 
 
MP had been approached by a journalist writing a piece for the Yorkshire Post on the 
NP extension, and had accompanied him around the Northern extension area. 
 
 
RB said she would contact members in the New Year with a date for the next 
meeting. 
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Appendix 2 
 

Unapproved minutes of the Cave and Crag Access Advisory Group 
Thursday 29 October 2015, 10.00am, Yoredale, Bainbridge 

 
Jon Beavan (JB) - Chair  Yorkshire Dales Access Forum (YDAF) 
Nigel Baker (NB)   British Mountaineering Council (BMC) 
Rob Dyer (RD)   British Mountaineering Council (BMC) 
Andrew Hinde (AHi)   Natural England (NE) 
Pat Halliwell  (PH)        Craven Pothole Club 
Ric Halliwell (RH)        Craven Pothole Club 
Tim Allen (TA)   Independent caver 
Tom Parker (TP)   High liner 
Alan Hulme (AH)   Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority (YDNPA) 
Ian Court (IC)   Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority (YDNPA) 
Phil Richards (PR)   Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority (YDNPA) 
Rachel Briggs (RB)   Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority (YDNPA) 

 
 

1. Welcome and apologies  
 

Apologies were received from Mark Allum, Doug Simpson and Johnny Latimer. 
 
 
2. Minutes of the last meeting and matters arising 
 
RH asked for Johnny Latimer’s name to be spelt correctly in the minutes and that PH 
be changed to represent the Craven Potholing Club. 
 
The minutes were accepted as a true record of the meeting. 
 
 
3. Review of bird breeding 

 
IC provided an update on the season for relevant breeding birds (attached). 
 
Peregrines 
Although peregrines had occupied 7 sites this year, only one site was successful – 
Malham Cove.  It is thought this was due to the poor weather conditions. 
 
There was one isolated incident of someone climbing at Malham Cove right at the 
end of season.  NB said he had spoken to the person involved who apologised but 
hadn’t realised they were in the wrong area.  It was suggested the signage be 
revisited. 
 

IC, NB and RD to look at the climbing restriction signage at Malham Cove. 

 
Ravens 
Ravens occupied 10 sites this year, 9 of which were successful. 
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AH asked how this information gets to the BMC and wondered if an article could be 
written for the BMCs publication highlighting how essential the restrictions are.  RD 
said that articles about restrictions are featured in their media but that specific 
examples would be good.  IC agreed to draft something for the BMC. 
 

IC to draft an article for the BMC on climbing restrictions for bird breeding 
purposes. 

 
TA asked if data on breeding bats could be included on future agendas.  IC said it 
would be useful to form similar relationships with caving groups as we have with the 
BMC.  It was suggested that John Altringham from Leeds University be invited to the 
next meeting.  IC agreed to ask him along. 
 

IC to invite John Altringham from Leeds University to the next meeting to talk 
about bat data. 

 
 
4. Threshfield Quarry 

 
RD said that it had gone quiet from Threshfield Quarry.  The BMC have submitted a 
proposal to them but have still to receive a response.  IC said that the Yorkshire 
Wildlife Trust was now involved with the site and he felt it was big enough to 
accommodate both climbing and breeding birds. 

 
 

5. High Lining 
 
TP was welcomed to the meeting and was asked to give a summary of what high 
lining is and the issues. 
 
High lining (to include trick lining, long lining and slack lining) has become more 
popular in Europe over the last 6-7 years.  The UK hasn’t got an associated body but 
there are websites and social media sites set up that specialise in the activity 
(Dynamic Outdoor, UK Slack Liners Association).  The lines are, normally, attached 
by slings around boulders and so bolting is avoided where possible.  The most 
popular site in the Yorkshire Dales is Malham Cove but other sites have been used – 
Gordale Scar, Allum Pot, Trow Gill.  TP added that he would like to meet YDNPA 
officers on site to look at the established lines and identify any possible issues. 
 
IC said that Malham Cove was the main issue with regards to the peregrine breeding 
site as the high line passes very close to both regularly used nest sites and so there 
is a high risk of disturbing birds.  Also, if high lining is carried out prior to the egg 
laying period there is high potential for the birds to desert the site.  He added that the 
climbing restriction starts on 1 March and finishes mid to late July and he would be 
keen to look at a voluntary restriction with the high lining groups.  IC also said that 
there is the possibility for bird disturbance at the end of this period which would 
potentially affect the peregrine viewing scheme. 
 
IC asked how often they come to the Dales for high lining.  TP said that they visit 
every 2 weeks in peak season but not always at Malham Cove.  AH asked if the 
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landowners had been contacted.  TP confirmed that they had spoken to the YDNPA, 
Malham Parish Council and the BMC and that no issues had been raised. 
 
TP was thanked for his useful insight into high lining. 
 

RB to arrange a site visit for YDNPA officers and high liners to look at the sites 
and any potential issues. 

 
 
6. Use of drones 
 
JB raised this issue as signage had appeared at Malham banning the use of drones 
and thought that the use of drones was becoming a bigger issue.  AH said that the 
signage at Malham didn’t ban drones but said that landowner permission was 
required. 
 
RD said that the issue was likely to escalate as drones were becoming cheaper and 
therefore more accessible to everyone.  NB added that it wasn’t just an issue with 
breeding birds as when there are lots of them flying about they spoil the 
characteristics of the area. 
 
AH confirmed that the legislation covering the use of drones is from the Civil Aviation 
Authority.  The legislation states that you need to obtain landowner permission when 
using a drone.  However, this information needs to be pushed out to the public who 
may not realise that. 
 
JB suggested that this was a topic for the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum to discuss. 
 

The use of drones to be discussed at a future meeting of the Yorkshire Dales 
Access Forum. 

 
 
7. Climbing 
 
NB said there were very few climbing issues to report on. 
 
Climbing at Foredale is very quiet as there is a ban by the farmer.  Some people are 
still going over the top but this isn’t raising any issues. 
 
There’s very little climbing happening at Blue Scar as it has been made too difficult 
for users to use the site. 
 
It would be good to see more climbing being made available at Giggleswick Quarry. 
 
 
8. Caving 
 
TA said that the BCA had done a recent poll of their members on whether they 
thought the Countryside and Rights of Way Act should be revisited to look at the 
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interpretation of ‘open air recreation’ and whether it includes caving.  Members had 
agreed to this and so officers of the BCA are now approaching Natural England. 
 
RH reported that the permit system at Robinsons Pot has increased from 5 per year 
to 8.  He also said that the need for a permit to cave on Fountains Fell has been 
replaced with a courtesy call to the landowner.  The National Trust has agreed to 
change the agreement on Birk's Fell but this has yet to be put in writing.  However, 
TA said that the National Trust had simply agreed to change the closed season from 
winter to spring (due to lambing). 
 
TA said that cavers had been experiencing problems negotiating access with the 
Langcliffe Estate.  Langcliffe is listed as a tax exempt site which means that access 
must be provided.  The agreement also states that permission is not required to 
access the site.  RH said it would be useful if the YDNPA could speak to the 
landowner on the behalf of cavers.  JB suggested the CNCC write to the Cave and 
Crag Access Advisory Group to ask for their assistance. 
 

RH, PH, TA ask the CNCC to write to the Cave and Crag Access Advisory 
Group, formally, asking for their assistance with access to the Langcliffe 
Estate. 

 
Ahi said he was, personally, trying to negotiate the first ever underground National 
Nature Reserve (NNR) at Skoska.  Natural England (NE) and the landowner are both 
supportive of the application, as are members of the caving world.  It is the finest 
cave of its type in the UK for biological interest and it is felt that it deserves the 
highest level of protection. 
 
Ahi informed members of the Ingleborough Dales Landscape Project (IDLP).  He 
said that the project had a cave conservation element to it and that he was leading 
on this area with the CNCC and their clubs.  £31k has been allocated to some major 
cave clear ups on the Ingleborough Estate. 
 
TA said that there will be a new access agreement at Gaping Gill from January 2016 
whereby users will need to be BCA members with public liability insurance. 
 
JB told members that during the week 6-13 August 2016, The Euro Speleo 
conference, the biggest UK caving event ever will take place in the Yorkshire Dales. 
 
 
9. Any other business 
 
AH told members the great news that the Yorkshire Dales National Park is being 
extended – in fact it will increase by nearly a quarter. Provided the decision is not 
subject to a legal challenge, then from 1 August 2016, the park boundary will cover 
new areas.  The new areas include Leck and Casterton Fells, the Lune Valley, the 
northern Howgills, Wild Boar Fell, Mallerstang and the Orton Fells.  He asked 
members of the group to inform RB of any caving or climbing issues they were 
aware of in the new area to allow officers to be prepared. 
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A Summary of Breeding Peregrine and Raven in the Yorkshire Dales National 
Park 2015.   
 
Peregrine 
The following table includes a summary of the peregrine breeding records in the 
Yorkshire Dales National Park.  
 
The number of peregrine territories that were checked, occupied and fledged young 
in the YDNP in 2015 are shown below.   
 

Year No Sites 
Checked 

No sites 
Occupied 

No. Young 
Fledged 

No. Sites 
Successful 

2000 4 4 9 3 
2002 9 7 9 4 

2003 8 6 6 4 
2004 9 5 12 4 
2005 13 8 8 4 
2006 21 10 10 5 
2007 19 9 14 6 
2008 20 9 13 6 
2009 18 7 10 4 

2010 22 8 8 4 
2011 19 7 10 4 
2012 14 5 6 2 
2013 18 5 8 3 
2014 27 6 10 4 
2015 18 7 3 1 

 
Worst year in the YDNP since 1979  
 
Blue Scar – failed between 27 April and 1 May.  
Crummack – appeared to fail in June 
Langcliffe – adult pair incubating but failed, probably at egg stage.  
Yew Cougar – not occupied.  
 
Malham Cove – three fledged and was the only successful pair in YDNP.   
 
One site just outside the YDNP fledged two.  
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Raven 
The following table includes a summary of the raven breeding records in the 
Yorkshire Dales National Park. The number of raven territories that were checked, 
occupied and fledged young in the YDNP in 2015 are shown below.   
   

  No. Sites 
Checked  

No. Sites 
Occupied  

No young 
fledged 

No. sites 
successful  

2000 5 4 9 2 
2001 0 0 0 0 

2002 5 4 11 4 
2003 7 6 19 6 
2004 9 7 17 5 
2005 8 6 14 4 
2006 14 7 17 5 
2007 17 7 16 4 

2008 21 9 23 7 
2009 20 9 20 6 
2010 24 9 18 6 
2011 23 10 29 9 
2012 20 9 31 9 
2013 23 9 18 7 
2014 23 10 19 7 

2015 20 10 27 9 
 
Trollers’ Gill – not occupied. 
Blue Scar – fledged at least one young, probably more 
Yew Cougar – fledged four  
High Stony Bank – nest completely removed outside of the breeding season, most 
likely by climbers.  
 
 
 
 

 



Item No. 12 
 

Yorkshire Dales Access Forum – 26 January 2016 
 

Updated policy on support and promotion long distance routes 
 
Introduction 
 
There is a significant number of long distance walking routes that lie partially, or wholly, 
within the National Park.  This number is still being added to with guide book writers 
devising new routes on a regular basis.  The Authority is always prepared to provide 
advice to people devising routes to ensure that they are legal and as sustainable as 
possible. 
 
The main policy we have in this area of work is laid out in Special Qualities, Special 
Experiences, and is: 
 

Multi-day routes will be signed and promoted where the route is supported by the 
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority as a regional significant route. 

 
The criteria the Authority uses to decide which routes should be recognised and potentially 
waymarked were established in 2010 in consultation with Cumbria County Council and the 
Lake District National Park Authority. 
 
 
The current situation 
 
In 2010 there were only four recognised waymarked routes through the National Park – 
there are now seven. All of these, apart from the Coast to Coast walk, are also marked on 
OS maps. 
 

• Pennine Way National Trail 

• Pennine Bridleway National Trail 

• Dales Way 

• Ribble Way 

• Dales High Way 

• Pennine Journey 

• Coast to Coast 
 
 
Updated policy on long distance routes 
 
The policy on long distance routes has been updated to take into account the additional 
routes that have been waymarked, as has our current National Park Management Plan.  It 
has also been made clear that agreeing to the waymarking of a route does not imply that 
the Authority will support its inclusion on OS maps. We are concerned that the inclusion of 
additional routes on OS maps has the potential to make the mapping ‘confused’ and could 
dilute the impact of a small number of high quality routes. 
 



The updated policy is in Appendix 1. 
 
 
Lady Anne’s Way 
 
The Authority has received a request, with supporting information, from the Friends of 
Lady Anne’s Way to waymark this route. This document is in Appendix 2. 
 
Sections of Lady Anne’s Way coincide with the Dales Way - between Barden Bridge and 
Burnsall and Starbotton and Buckden – and the Pennine Bridleway from Johnston Gill to 
The Stang. 
 
Consideration of waymarking will need to be in consultation with North Yorkshire County 
Council and Cumbria County Council - this has yet to be carried out.  
 
 
Recommendation 
 
1. That the YDAF note the updated policy on long distance routes. 

 
2. That the YDAF considers the request from the Friends of Lady Anne’s Way and 

provides advice on its waymarking. A decision on waymarking will be made by the 
Authority in consultation with the county councils. 



Appendix 1 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Long distance routes; recognition and promotion 
 
Draft Policy 
 
December 2015 



Long distance routes; recognition and promotion 
 
1. Background 
 
1.1 The first policy on recognising and promoting long distance routes was introduced 
in 2010 - this is an update to that policy. 

 
1.2 There are a considerable number of long distance routes which are promoted in 
some way that lie, either wholly or partly, within the National Park.  Promotion may be in 
the form of a guidebook describing the route, a website, and/or waymarking on the ground.  
 
1.2 The vast majority of these long distance routes are multi-day walking routes but 
there are also a number of mountain biking routes. The routes vary from high profile 
National Trails to routes which are relatively obscure, and the positive and negative 
impacts that they have on the local area also vary considerably.  
 
1.3 The National Park Authority is regularly approached for advice on route selection by 
guide book writers and people devising walks, and it also often asked to ‘endorse a route’ 
for example by providing support for waymarking routes ‘on the ground’. 
 
1.4 Although there is no doubt that well thought out long distance routes can provide a 
highly sustainable form of tourism providing high economic benefits with minimal impact, 
the potential number involved means the Authority needs clear criteria to determine those 
it ‘supports’.  Particularly as the level of support and endorsement given by the Authority 
will have resource implications. 
 
 
2. Current policy context 
 
2.1 The Authority’s current policy context is laid out in the National Park Management 
Plan and Special qualities, special experiences its thematic strategy for recreation and 
tourism. 
 

National Park Management Plan 

B1 Promote the Yorkshire Dales National Park as a leading sustainable tourism 
destination in the UK, renowned for its local distinctiveness. 

B2 Maintain and promote the network of public rights of way – including the Pennine Way, 
Pennine Bridleway and other recognised regional routes and trails − so that, on average, 
90% are ‘easy to use’ each year. 

 

Special Qualities, Special Experiences – the Authority’s recreation and tourism 
strategy 
 
Multi-day routes 

• Multi-day routes will be signed and promoted where the route is supported by the 
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority as a regional significant route. 
 



• Dedicated ranger(s) will be employed to undertake the maintenance and 
waymarking of National Trails and other multi day routes where Natural England (or other 
similar body) funds this activity. 
 
Waymarking (arrows and fingerposts) 
The only statutory requirement is a finger post indicating where a right of way leaves a 
metalled road.  Any other ‘waymarking’ will depend on location: 
 

• From settlements and other development in the main Dales, waymarking will be 
used to the extent necessary to orientate visitors, and give them confidence, in their 
surroundings. 
 

• In rural lowland areas and tributary dales, waymarking will be basic but clear to 
avoid ‘over-management’ and will be unobtrusive within the surroundings. 
 

• In open upland areas, the use of waymarks will only be used out of legal necessity 
or where required as an aid to navigation, with the aim of ensuring that any signs of human 
activity are minimal given that typical users could be expected to carry a map and 
compass. 

 
 
2.2 Whilst this provides overall guiding principles the existing policy does not determine 
which routes will be supported by the Authority. 
 
 
3. Why promote long distance routes? 
 
3.1 Long distance routes form some of the country’s best known iconic walking routes, 
and for many people provide a highly memorable and positive experience. They can 
provide a highly sustainable tourism product, with people moving under their own steam 
and often accessing the routes using public transport. They also provide a high visitor 
spend because they will be staying overnight, and often carry little with them so spending 
more in the local area.  High quality routes, such as the National Trails, can also form 
spine routes from which loops are developed.   
 
3.2 Usage of the various long distance routes can be difficult to determine accurately, 
but counters are in place on the Pennine Way, Dales Way and Coast to Coast walks. The 
number of people walking the whole of these routes, either in one go, or in stages, is 
estimated to be 1200 to 5000 per anum. Translating this into the amount spent in the local 
economy involves making assumptions around average daily spend and the length of time 
that walkers are within the National Park. However, even with modest assumptions that 
end to end walkers are spending £40 - £50 per day, and are in the National Park for 2 to 4 
days, this represents an annual spend into the National Park economy of approximately 
£1.1m to £1.4m on these three routes. 
 
3.3 This visitor spend has clear impact in the local economy and supports many 
businesses; in particular local baggage handling and holiday organisers and a large 
number of accommodation providers, particularly those in more remote areas. 
 
 



4. Criteria to be used in deciding whether a route should be supported  
 
4.1 There are a number of factors which need to be considered by the Authority when 
deciding whether to recognise and support a route and whether to permit promotional 
discs on routes. These criteria have been agreed with Cumbria County Council and the 
Lake District National Park Authority. 
 

National Trails The Pennine Way and Pennine Bridleway are recognised and 
promoted as National Trails. All National Trails will be waymarked 
to an agreed standard.  

Regional 
importance  

Routes which are long enough that they are completed over 
several days and which attract significant numbers of visitors to 
the National Park will be considered favourably.  
 
For routes which have sections in neighbouring authorities, the 
support of those authorities will also be a factor taken into account. 
 

Permanence  Routes must be expected to last (i.e. to be actively inspected and 
promoted) for a minimum of 5 years.  Routes which have been in 
existence for less than five years would only be waymarked in 
exceptional circumstances. 
 

Length of route  Routes designed to be completed in the course of a day will not 
normally be waymarked as long distance walks.  This would not 
prevent shorter routes being waymarked for other reasons such as 
with the Red Squirrel Trail, and short routes aimed at increasing 
participation etc. 
 

Responsibility  There must be a specific group or organisation prepared to take 
responsibility for inspections and publicity material.  
 

Public access  The route must be available for all members of the public to use.  
This could include routes with a permissive access agreement 
provided that sufficient longevity can be guaranteed. 

Additional 
factors  

The following will be considered favourably;  

• economic benefit to the area,  

• heritage, scenic or ecological interest,  

• routes benefitting the local community as well as visitors 

• routes that promote the use of public transport and green 
businesses 

Publicity 
material  

Must be;  

• clear to read,  

• easily available 

• give clear advice on minimising the impact on the area, and  

• be kept up to date.  
 
Material that provides additional information to promote greater 
understanding of the area will be seen positively. 



Route 
alignment  

The route must be checked the National Park Authority for legal 
status and issues, and agreed in advance in the case of new 
routes.  Where promoted routes use permissive paths, agreement 
from the landowner should be made available in writing and 
should confirm that permission is granted for a minimum of five 
years.  

Road safety Road sections and crossings, where they are not already 
approved, need to have been safety audited by the relevant 
highway authority. 

 
4.2 One of the aims of developing these criteria is to ensure that whilst promoting long 
distance walks the amount of signage and waymarking is not increased unnecessarily, and 
that only those routes which form an important part of the outdoor product offered by the 
Yorkshire Dales is recognised in this way. This means that a route which does meet the 
criteria may still be turned down for waymarking, if we believe that it is not a sufficiently 
strong product. 
 
4.3 Where routes follow the same alignment as a National Trail they will normally only 
be waymarked where they join and leave. Where they follow the same alignment as other 
routes which are waymarked we will look to minimise any visual intrusion. 
 
4.4 The decision to allow waymarking does not imply that the Authority will support the 
inclusion of a route on OS maps. The inclusion of too many routes on OS mapping would 
dilute the product in the Yorkshire Dales and lead to confusing mapping.  
 
4.5 It should be noted that the Authority will continue to inform the public about long 
distance trails that do not meet the criteria for waymarking, because they still form an 
important part of what the Yorkshire Dales has to offer. 
 



5. Routes currently recognised, supported and/or waymarked 
 
Category 1: National Trails 
Category 2: regionally important routes recognised by the National Park Authority which are waymarked and marked on OS maps. 
Category 3: regionally important routes recognised by the National Park Authority which are waymarked. 
Category 4: other routes which are not waymarked. 
 
Route Responsible 

organisation 
Distance in National 
Park (total distance) 

Comments 

 
Category 1: National Trails 
Pennine Way Pennine National 

Trails Partnership 
Edale to Kirk Yetholm. 
 
51 miles (268 miles) 

The first National Trail opening in 1965.  
Promoted through www.nationaltrail.co.uk . 
Several guidebooks and maps available. 
Marked on OS maps.  

Pennine Bridleway Pennine National 
Trails Partnership 

52 miles (200 miles from 
Middleton Top in 
Derbyshire to Kirkby 
Stephen) 

Section through the National Park was 
launched in 2012. Promoted through 
www.nationaltrail.co.uk. Map of route from 
Harvey Maps. Marked on OS maps. 

 
Category 2: regionally important, promotional discs permitted and marked on OS maps 
Dales Way Dales Way 

Association 
Ilkley to Windermere with 
link routes from 
Harrogate, Leeds and 
Bradford. 
 
50 miles (84 miles) 

Opened in 1980s. Several guidebooks 
published. Dales Way Association long 
established with website 
(www.dalesway.org.uk). Regular liaison 
meetings with YDNPA. YDNPA publishes a 
leaflet to the walk. Marked on OS maps. 

Ribble Way Lancashire County 
Council  

(70 miles) Opened in 1985. Is currently waymarked 
although in poor condition. Little promotion 
carried out, and appears to be used by only low 
numbers of walkers. Guidebooks are available. 
Marked on OS maps. 



Dales High Way Friends of the 
Dales High Way 

From Saltaire to Appleby. 
 
55 miles (93 miles) 

Map book and guidebook produced. Website 
www.daleshighway.co.uk. Launched in 2008. 
Waymarked in 2013 and included on OS maps 
in 2014. 

Pennine Journey Pennine Journey 
Supporters Club 

Settle to Hadrian’s Wall 
and back. 
 
97 miles (247 miles) 

www.penninejourney.org. Guide produced. 
Launched in 2008, waymarked in 2013 and 
included on OS maps in 2014.  
 

 
Category 3: regionally important routes recognised and supported by the National Park Authority which are 
waymarked 
Coast to Coast Wainwright Society St Bees to Robins Hood 

Bay 
 
22 miles (190 miles) 

One of the best known routes in the UK 
attracting significant numbers of walkers. 
Devised in 1973. Annual meeting between 
Wainwright Society and local authorities. 
Numerous guidebooks and considerable 
website promotion including on 
http://www.wainwright.org.uk/coasttocoast.html 
Route is now fully waymarked. 

 
Category 4: other routes which are not waymarked 
The Inn Way Mark Reid 76 miles all in NP www.innway.co.uk and supporting book. 

Launched in 1997. 
 

The Settle to Carlisle Way None 32 miles (92 miles) Map produced by Harveys. Original work 
commissioned through Target Project. Route 
has been safety audited. Route links all the 
stations on the railway line. Launched 2005. 

Lady Ann’s Way None Skipton to Penrith linking 
locations associated with 
Lady Ann Clifford. 
49 miles (100 miles) 

Book first published 1995. Development Plan 
and request for waymarking received in 2015. 



Herriot Way None Route through 
Wensleydale and 
Swaledale based on 
locations related to 
James Herriot.  
 
49 miles all in YDNP 

Book first published 1997. 

Airedale Way None Leeds to Malham 
following the River Aire. 
 
8 miles (50 miles) 

 

Swale Way None Boroughbridge to Keld 
 
23 miles (77 miles) 

Booklet produced by Richmondshire DC in 
1997 

Yorkshire Water Way Yorkshire Water Kettlewell to Langsett 
 
15 miles (104 miles) 

Links reservoirs belonging to Yorkshire Water. 
Devised by Mark Reid. Book published in 2006. 

Bay to bay walk None Barrow to Robin Hoods 
Bay 
 
35 miles (191 miles) 
 

Published in two sections – Grassington to 
East Coast and Grassington to West Coast. 
www.bay2bay.co.uk. 
 

Coast to Coast mountain 
bike route (Woodcock) 

None 22 miles (220 miles) The best known of variants of Wainwright’s 
coast to coast route for mountain bikers. Guide 
promoted through www.mbruk.co.uk.  

 
5.1 The fact that a route is not supported does not indicate that it is considered un-worthwhile, or is not an asset to the area.  
There are many interesting and beautiful walks which are not heavily promoted and this can be part of their charm and appeal.  
Although YDNPA does not actively become involved in the promotion of these routes, or support their waymarking, their use could 
still be encouraged through being listed on our website or in publications. 
 
 



 
6. Cycle routes 
 
Where a long distance cycle route involves significant sections on the rights of way network they have been considered in with 
walking routes above.  However, the majority of long distance cycling routes are aimed at road cyclists and form part of the National 
Cycle Network which is promoted by Sustrans and local authorities. They are fully safety audited and signed. The Yorkshire Dales 
Cycleway is a recognised regional route and is again safety audited and signed. These routes are listed below for information, but 
are outside the scope of this policy.  
 
Route Responsible 

organisation 
Distance in National 
Park (total distance) 

Comments 

Yorkshire Dales Cycleway YDNPA 115 miles (130 miles) YDNPA promotes the route through 
www.cyclethedales.org.uk and publishes a 
leaflet. A guidebook is now out of print. 

Way of the Roses Sustrans/county 
councils 

Morecambe to 
Bridlington. Runs through 
YDNP between Clapham 
and Greenhow. 
40 miles (169 miles) 

Coast to coast route launched in 2010. YDNPA 
were closely involved with the development of 
the route. Promoted by Sustrans and other 
organisations. Map produced. 
www.wayoftheroses.info. 

Pennine Cycleway (Route 
68) 

Sustrans/county 
councils 

Holmfirth to Appleby 
section. 
50 miles (124 miles) 

Map available from www.sustrans.org.uk. 
Specific website no longer operational. 

National Cycle Network 
Route 71 

Sustrans/county 
councils 

Appleby to Northallerton 
section runs through the 
YDNP between Tan Hill 
and Leyburn. 
20 miles in National Park 

Not published as a separate challenge route. 
Details through www.sustrans.org.uk. 
 

Walney to Wear Sustrans/county 
councils 

Walney Island to 
Sunderland. Runs 
through short section of 
YDNP around Tan Hill. 
2 miles (153 miles) 

Fully signed regional cycle route. Promted by 
Sustrans and through www.cyclingw2w.info. 
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Lady Anne’s Way 

Development Plan 2015 
 

 
 

“For almost thirty years, Lady Anne Clifford was virtually a queen in the dale-country of Craven and 
Westmorland.” 
 
So writes Bill Mitchell in his foreword to Sheila Gordon’s Lady Anne’s Way. From 1643 to her death in 
1676 Lady Anne regularly travelled the 100 miles between Skipton and Penrith, restoring castles and 
churches and building almshouses for the poor. In 1995 Sheila Gordon followed in her footsteps, 
creating one of the finest long distance trails in the Yorkshire Dales and Cumbria. 
 
Lady Anne’s Way is one of a number of long distance 
routes that bring visitors into our region. It covers 
100 miles from Skipton in North Yorkshire to Penrith 
in Cumbria. 
 
The route is a fascinating one, designed to appeal to 
both walkers and those interested in history. It passes 
through the Yorkshire Dales with its unspoilt villages 
and limestone pavements and progresses over the 
remote and rugged fellside of Mallerstang to enter 
Cumbria and the hidden delights of the Eden Valley.  
It can be completed in 6-9 days with many walkers 
preferring the longer itinerary in order to spend more 
time exploring the places of interest along the way. 
 
Whilst many visitors to the Dales come to walk, not 
all walkers contribute to the local economy. A day 
visitor can, if they choose, arrive by car, park on the 
roadside and bring their own refreshments. Long 
distance walkers on the other hand are dependent on 
local businesses for accommodation, baggage 
carriage, meals and snacks.  
 
“Our staying visitors market is economically 
important, with staying visitors having an average spend of £43.79 per day compared to £19.33 for day 
visitors.” - Yorkshire Visitor Survey. 
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Walkers on Lady Anne’s Way spend over a week on the trail. They sleep in the pubs and B&Bs and buy 
food in the cafes and village shops.  Evidence from accommodation providers on the route of Lady 
Anne’s Way indicates the value of the route to individual businesses.  
 

Support  
The walk is supported by a guide book, a website www.ladyannesway.co.uk and a Friends of Lady 
Anne’s Way group: 
 

Lady Anne’s Way is the only guide to the route and is written by Sheila 
Gordon who created it. It was first published in 1995 and over the years 
interest grew steadily. However with the publication of a new edition by 
Skyware Press in 2013 interest has surged.  
 
The book contains detailed route maps, text including the story of Lady Anne 
Clifford, photographs and original line drawings by artist Frank Gordon. It is 
printed in full colour with 27 original stile maps of the route. Feedback from 
reviewers and from walkers using the Guide has been very positive.  

 
“Sheila Gordon's guide combines much of this rich history of people, landscape 
and buildings linked to Lady Anne and to other aspects of the area, with 

detailed walking instructions. These are supported by Tony Grogan's excellent maps, offering more detail 
for walkers than even the recommended OS maps, and by Frank Gordon's marvellous line drawings, 
highlighted with subtle colour wash.” - Yorkshire Dales Review 
 
 “Let me congratulate you on what is by far the best guide book I have ever come across describing a 
long distance walk” - Comment by walker on Lady Anne’s Way website 
 
Over 1,000 copies of the new guide book have sold to date and the route is now offered as a walking 
holiday by Contours Walking Holidays, Discovery Travel, Macs Adventure, Mickledore and North West 
Walks. Macs Adventure (see below) is particularly significant as it is the most popular walking holiday 
company used by overseas visitors. Sherpa Van and Brigantes both offer baggage carriage for 
independent walkers and Sherpa Van offer a holiday package. 
 

 
 
 



4 
 

The walk itself receives equally enthusiastic comments: 
 
“One of the most scenic and interesting long distance routes we’ve completed so far” - One of many 
comments on the website. 
 
The Spring 2015 issue of Walk - the Ramblers magazine, lists Lady Anne’s Way as one of their top 5 long 
distance trails. 
 
The 2015 Ride2stride Walking Festival featured Lady Anne’s Way with 50 people attending a talk by 
Sheila Gordon and 43 walkers following two walks that took in part of the trail. 
 
The high quality website www.ladyannesway.co.uk provides information about the route including links 
to accommodation providers and updates. Walkers can contact the author via the website and she is 
happy to answer questions. 
 

 
 
Friends of Lady Anne’s Way has been established to support and help maintain the route in the long 
term.  
 

http://www.ladyannesway.co.uk/
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The Future of the Route 
Walking is Britain’s most popular outdoor recreation and its popularity is on the increase. Ramblers’ 
Association membership has grown from 38,000 in 1980 to 111,500 in 1995 and over 140,000 today. 
Long distance walking is an important sub section of the wider walking community. The Long Distance 
Walkers Association has been documenting routes since 1980 and seen an increase in long distance 
trails from 150 to the 720 it describes in the 2009 edition of The UK Trailwalkers handbook (including 
Lady Anne’s Way). Natural England’s Review of Trails and Routes 2009 found that over 16 million 
people walk long distance routes each year and this number is growing.  
 
Lady Anne’s Way is a popular route, bringing visitors to the areas it passes through, helping to support 
small businesses and contributing to the local economy. It is particularly important to Cumbria, bringing 
visitors to the less well known villages of the Eden Valley. 
 
“Kirkby Stephen and District Walkers Are Welcome are delighted to support the waymarking of Lady 
Anne's Way. This long distance trail is very well supported being the second favourite trail through Upper 
Eden after the Coast to Coast route and offers a different experience. Lady Anne's Way is popular with 
older people, particularly women who have an interest in heritage and want a more leisurely walk and 
comfortable accommodation thus it is a good source of revenue for accommodation providers.” – Kirkby 
Stephen and District Walkers Are Welcome. 
 

Waymarking 
Waymarking Lady Anne’s Way will enable walkers to follow the route with confidence, will help to 
promote the route and draw it to the attention of day walkers who may then return. 
 
Skyware Press, when surveying the route prior to publication of the guide book found Lady Anne’s Way 
is reasonably well supported by public waymarks and fingerposts. Walkers using the guide have 
generally reported that the route is fairly straightforward however specific waymarking will enable 
walkers to follow the route accurately and confidently, without adding unnecessarily to intrusive visual 
clutter.  
 
“A user not familiar with the area should be helped to follow the route, but this does not mean that he 
should be able to do it with no map and without thinking” - Signs and Waymarking, Good Practice 
Guide, IPROW. 
 
Specific waymarking will therefore be focussed on places where paths leave or cross roads, where paths 
diverge or at other places where confusion may occur. Inappropriate waymarking on upland areas will 
be avoided. 
 
The route crosses an area covered by three relevant authorities: North Yorkshire County Council; the 
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority and Cumbria County Council. Agreement for waymarking the 
route will require the support of all three authorities and this Development Plan has been drawn up to 
meet the policy requirements of all the authorities in respect of waymarking a long-distance trail. 
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Funding 
Friends of Lady Anne’s Way will design and purchase the waymarking inners which can be used with 
each local authority’s new waymarking outers. 

 
Design 
There is a distinctive Lady Anne’s Way 
image which is based on the famous 
devil’s head door knocker from 
Brougham Hall. This is used in the 
guidebook and as a badge available to 
walkers completing the route. A 
simplified line drawing version of this 
will form the basis of the design. 
 
Consultation 
In preparing this report we have noted reports from walkers who 
have walked the route, including members of the fledgling Friends of 
Lady Anne’s Way. We have consulted officers of organisations 

including the Long Distance Walkers Association, West Riding Ramblers and the Dales Way Association, 
and we have surveyed businesses and Tourist Information Centres along the route. There was 
overwhelming support for the route to be waymarked. 
 

Conclusion 
We believe that Lady Anne’s Way makes a significant contribution to published walking routes in the 
Yorkshire Dales and Eden Valley. It is a beautiful route, well supported by quality information. It brings 
visitors to the area in a way that has little or no carbon footprint and makes an economic contribution to 
the area.  
 

 
                                                       Walkers on Lady Anne’s Way, Mallerstang 
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Item No. 14 
 

Yorkshire Dales Access Forum – 26 January 2016 
 

Secretary’s Report 
 
 
Purpose of the Report 
 
The following report brings together, in one place, a collection of items for Members 
consideration and information. 
 
 
Authority Meetings  
 
Any member of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum can attend Authority Meetings as 
a member of the public. Please contact Rachel Briggs for a copy of the agenda and 
supporting papers. Please note, it is not a requirement for members of the YDAF to 
attend Authority meetings, so it is not an ‘approved duty’ and LAF members cannot 
claim expenses for attending such meetings. 
 
Authority Meeting Dates and Venues for 2015/16: 
 
Date Venue Time 
22 March 2016 Yoredale, Bainbridge 10.30 
28 June 2016 Yoredale, Bainbridge 10.30 
27 September 2016 Yoredale, Bainbridge 10.30 
20 December 2016 Yoredale, Bainbridge 10.30 

 
 
Meetings of the Yorkshire Dales Access Forum for 2016 
 
YDAF during 2016: 
 
Tuesday 26 January 2016, 1.15 pm @ Yoredale, Bainbridge 
Tuesday 7 June 2016, 1.15 pm @ Yoredale, Bainbridge 
Tuesday 4 October 2016, 1.15 pm @ Yoredale, Bainbridge 
 
 
Yorkshire Dales Access Forum Membership 
 
On 10 December 2015, a selection process took place for YDAF membership.  The 
outcome was that the following members were reappointed for a three year term: 
 

• Jonathan Smith – representing local businesses. 

• Stuart Monk – representing recreational motor vehicles. 
 
The following two members are new to the forum and have been appointed for a 
three year term: 



 2

 

• Malcolm Petyt – from Killington, representing walking and cycling. 

• Ken Humphris - from High Casterton, representing walking, cycling and 
volunteering. 

 
On behalf of the Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority we would like to thank 
Kevin Lancaster for his commitment to the work of the Yorkshire Dales Access 
Forum and wish him well for the future. 
 
 
Stories in Stone 
  
This is an ambitious four-year programme of conservation and community projects 
concentrated on the stunning limestone landscape around the peak of Ingleborough 
in the south west corner of the Yorkshire Dales National Park. The scheme has been 
developed by the Ingleborough Dales Landscape Partnership and is supported by 
the National Lottery through the Heritage Lottery Fund. Yorkshire Dales Millennium 
Trust, the lead partner, is now seeking to recruit the following: 
  

• Project Officer 

• Ingleborough for All Officer 

• Schools Out Officer 

• Discover Ingleborough Officer 

• Administration Officer 
  
All posts are for four-year fixed term contracts.  See the following for further details 
http://www.ydmt.org 
 
 
Consultations 
 
Since the last meeting of the YDAF on 22 September 2015, members have been 
consulted on the following: 
 

• Application from the National Trust for fencing at Langstrothdale. 

• Application from the Ribble Rivers Trust for woodland planting on Far Moor 
Common, Ribblesdale 

 
In both instances, members agreed to submit the agreed YDAF guidance notes on 
fencing and woodland applications (see appendix). 
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Local Access Forum Conference 
 
Two LAF conferences have been organised for March 2016, to be hosted by Natural 
England.  The northern conference will be held on 1 March in Leeds.  Member 
attendance has been limited to one member per LAF.   

 
 
Rachel Briggs 
Access Development Officer 
January 2016 
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Appendix 
 

Yorkshire Dales Access Forum  
Principles for Woodland Creation Applications  

On Open Access Land  
 
These principles will be used to inform our responses to applications for woodland 
creation on open access land. 
 
The LAF would normally expect: 

• There will be an access assessment with any application. 

• That the relevant standards be adhered to (e.g. British Standard 5709 on 
stiles and gates). 

• Local user groups will be consulted before the application is made.  

• There will be no loss of access with gates etc being provided at intervals 
suitable to the terrain. 

• Wherever possible, local materials should be used for fences and gates etc.  

• All fencing should be non barbed wire, unless necessary for stock control.   

• Access should be retained at all times except when closure is required for 
forestry work.  Any closure should be advertised at all entrances to the 
woodland with maps, if only certain parts are closed. 

• To be informed of who will be legally responsible for the removal of any 
fences and the date they will be removed, this will be reviewed every ten 
year. 

 
We will, in general, not object to applications for the creation of native woodlands in 
situations where they are deemed to be appropriate.  This would normally include: 
 
1. On CROW Access land that is not common land, where the land has a 

recreational management agreement or is dedicated as Access Land after the 
planting has been completed. 

 
2. Where a public right of way (PROW) goes into or borders the woodland, 

unhampered access is to be facilitated and maintained (e.g. a on a bridleway 
sufficient clearance for horse riders and cyclists) with appropriate Highway 
Authority Permission. In all cases gates are preferred to stiles.   

 
3. Where the woodland parcels cross PROWs or other tracks, desire lines, other 

routes (e.g. the route of a fell race), its impact on vistas is considered and they 
should be retained where possible. 

 

4. Where there are tracks on the ground, other amenities or points of interest, 
access is retained or an alternative provided (e.g. to a viewpoint or rock 
scramble).  
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YORKSHIRE DALES ACCESS FORUM 
FENCING OF REGISTERED COMMONS AND EXCHANGE OF REGISTERED 

COMMON LAND 
 

Guiding principles that will be considered when making comments on 
applications 

 
1. FENCING OF COMMONS (General) 
1.1. All registered commons are open access land. 
 
1.2. S 38 of the Commons Act 2006 gives power to the Secretary of State (defra) 

to authorise the fencing of commons. 
 
1.3. Urban commons (those in pre 1974 Urban District Council areas) have horse 

riding rights and other commons may also have other higher access rights. 
 
1.4. The LAF will, in general, not object to applications for fencing on commons 

where they are deemed appropriate for the restoration of moors, amenity 
woodland planting and similar applications and do not cause loss of access 
and will adhere to the following notes and guidelines. 

 
2. FENCING OF COMMONS 
2.1. If there are any amenities or points of interest within the fencing or planting, 

clear corridors to be retained to the amenity and clear areas to be left around 
each amenity.   

 
2.2. Any tracks visible on the ground should be retained for public use or 

alternatives provided. 
 
2.3. If any new fences or walls (including temporary ones) need to be erected, 

they should have a suitable number of gates to enable access.  The intervals 
should be suitable to the terrain and include all existing tracks and desire 
lines. 

 
2.4. The standard ‘Open Access’ symbol should be posted at significant points 

along the fence.  Stiles will only be accepted where there is an overriding 
case following the ‘gap, gate, stile’ principle.  Stiles and gates should be to 
British Standard 5709 and of the appropriate width for the legally permitted 
use.  Wherever possible, local materials should be used for any fences and 
gates etc., and efforts should be made to minimize the visual impact of such 
features.  All wire fencing should be non barbed wire unless necessary for 
stock control. 

 
2.5. In addition to the LAF the appropriate local user groups should be consulted 

on the positioning of access points. 
 
2.6. The LAF will require to be advised of: 
2.6.1. The body which will be legally responsible for the removal of any fences. 
2.6.2. The year the fences will be removed. 
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2.6.3. The process that will be put in place to ensure that fences are removed in 
that year and not forgotten, especially by anticipating successor land owners 
and ensuring they are notified of the commitment. 

2.6.4. We wish that there be firm agreement that the fence be removed at the end 
of the permitted period (with some sanction in case of breach) 

 
2.7. Where appropriate a simple notice should be erected at each access point 

explaining the purpose of the fences, their temporary nature and seeking the 
co-operation of users in not damaging them.  The LAF is aware that some 
fencing in other areas has been vandalised until the reason was explained in 
this way. 

 
3. EXCHANGE OF COMMON LAND1  (General) 
3.1. S16 of the Commons Act 2006 gives power to the Secretary of State to 

authorise the exchange of all or part of a common for other non common 
land.  The original land then ceases to become a common and the new land 
becomes the common and has all the rights attaching to it of the original 
common. 

 
3.2. This is generally done to allow planning permission to be granted for the 

original land. 
 
3.3. In moorland areas it is frequently used to erect wind turbines.  It is 

appreciated that this is unlikely to occur in national parks. 
 
3.4. The main problem is that high common land on top of the moors may be 

replaced by lower land with less wide views and/or of a lesser value for the 
access user and have more restricted entry to access along its boundary. 

 
3.5. The Forum will consider the loss of amenity and access when making its 

views known to the Secretary of State. 
 
4. EXCHANGE OF COMMON LAND 
4.1. Applications will normally only be recommended if the exchanged land is of 

similar size, landscape quality and value to the public as the original land 
having regard to amenity areas, view points, interesting features and access. 

 
4.2. If the exchanged land is to be fenced then the same criteria apply as in 

paragraph 3 above 
 
4.3. If the original parcel of common land is to be restored after development or 

when the need for the development has ceased to exist then the previous 
status of the land should be restored as far and as soon as possible, either 
by the further exchange of the common land or by dedication as open 

                                            
1      Useful information can be found in the defra document ‘Common Land 
Consents Policy Guidance’ issued in July 2009 and available to download from the 
defra website.  The Secretary of State has delegated his powers to consider these 
applications to the Planning Inspectorate (PINS). 
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access.  The exchanged land should be at least as large and where possible 
larger than the original. 

 
4.4. The LAF will require to be advised of: 
4.4.1. The body which will be legally responsible for the restoration of the original 

land and the removal of any fences. 
4.4.2. The year the land will be restored and the fences will be removed. 
4.4.3. The process that will be put in place to ensure that the land is restored and 

the fences are removed in that year and not forgotten; especially by 
anticipating successor land owners and ensuring they are notified of the 
commitment. 
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