
THE RAMBLERS  - RICHMOND AND NORTHALLERTON GROUPS
NYCC CONSULTATION ON PATH PRIORITIES

 Introduction
Thank you for consulting about future management of public rights of way. The Ramblers 
recognizes the straitened times in which councils are operating, and, with those constraints in mind,
we broadly also recognize the proposals contained in the consultation to be pragmatic and 
reasonable.  We are, however, concerned about some of the proposed future standards and the 
context created by the current standards and the impact of further recent staffing cuts.

Comments on Maintenance Standards 
This first is that “Maintenance and improvement works are carried out within available resources 
and according to a published method of prioritization”.
 
We are troubled that this seems to accept the deprioritization of a particular right of way so that it 
would never be maintained, or repaired.  Repair of path that is so out of repair as to be either 
unusable or very difficult to use is inherently a matter of high priority, even if that route is not much
used and classified as low priority. This baseline should be made clear to consultees.The paper 
refers to North Yorkshire’s statutory obligations which apply to ALL paths including low priority 
paths. Some walkers are concerned that in due course low priority routes may “disappear” on the 
ground and provide a case for extinguishment.

The second is that “Appropriate enforcement action is taken where it is in the public interest to do 
so, to remove unlawful obstructions and reinstate obstructed routes.” 

This rather looks as if it is meant to say that your Council will deem some obstructions not 
appropriate for action to enforce and assert the public’s right. This is in our view a backward step 
too far. It seems to ignore the duty in section 130 of the Highways Act 1980 and does not sit with 
the provisions in sections 130A–130D of the Act. The swift tackling of a new obstruction is very 
important or the wrong message is sent (never mind the inconvenience, etc). We know that some 
obstructions are ancient and their age and entrenchment can make them hard to deal with.  This does
not justify their continued existence, but we are aware that their age makes for extra difficulty.  But 
swift action against a new obstruction is vital, or it will become another ‘long established’ problem 
which becomes increasingly intractable with age. This sends the wrong message to those who show 
disrespect for people’s rights by breaking the law.

We also wish to set out our concern on the context which gave rise to this exercise. All Councils are 
faced with making savings. However other authorities have approached the exercise by determining 
the level of staff required to meet their statutory duties. However, NYCC decided on an arbitrary 
large reduction of their staffing and only then assessing how they can meet their Prow 
responsibilities. This is against a background where the network of paths on the definitive map were 
already  well below the requirement of being freely passable with a backlog of over 9000 unresolved 
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issues. Furthermore, details of unusable paths are not known to the public jeopardising the planning 
of a country walk.

Comments on Approach to Categorisation 
Most of issues which NYCC have to address are landowner responsibilities and NYCC's role is to 
ensure the landowner knows and meets those responsibilities rather to carry out the work. NYCC 
must give much greater emphasis to enforcement , education and persuasion of landowners . 

Walkers, such as Rambling Groups walk on routes, typically circular, usually between villages 
which, in virtually every case have been given the lowest priority score outside the (relatively very 
small) urban parts of the county. Consequently, whilst these paths may have lower “walkers per 
mile” the vast majority of  “miles walked” will be on low priority paths. If you look at the map of 
paths there are large areas of countryside where every path falls in the lowest category 
In short the potential for having a decent walk in the county will be further reduced. 

Furthermore this position seems to have arisen because you have not addressed , as promised to LAF 
of  avoiding an urbanised model or a model which gives different criteria to different lengths of the 
same path ie high priority in the urban fringe with low priority “out in the countryside”.
One solution would be to give a higher score to an least two paths between all towns and villages. 
Ramblers will be happy to assist in reviewing the application of this suggestion in Hambleton and 
Richmondshire
Unfortunately there are a number of  “dead end”  paths  in the county such as paths ending, but not 
crossing a major road. Surely these paths must be treated as low priority. 
Further checking is needed as, for example, the correct score has not been given to all the “Walks 
round Northallerton”
The proposals to give a higher score to routes near to livery yards seems to be applied to all paths 
rather than just bridleways. 

Comments on Community Value Proposals
We understand the reason for this approach but consider it is unworkable. The overall approach is 
already very complex – note our concerns regarding  the time involved in administering the process 
even without endless debates on community scores. We suggest NYCC field officers exercise 
discretion on special issues as and when they arise.

Other Comments
All issues must be recorded (onto CAMS) in advance of applying the criteria and remain until 
resolved.
Given these are new and radical proposals we share the views that the scheme must be reviewed 12 
months after its implementation.
We strongly agree with the comment (p30 of the consultation ) on the  achievement of 
operational efficiency by dealing with issues using the criteria  only as a guide.
We remain concerned that NYCC staff spend too much time recording and planning the remedy of 
issues reported to them and too little time actually doing the required work. 
Given the level of staffing this adds to the danger that NYCC cannot meet its statutory 
responsibilities and we cannot enjoy a walk in the county
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John Marshall                                                    
Footpath Secretary Northallerton
George Bateman                                                              
Footpath Secretary Richmondshire                                
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