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NORTH YORKSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

PLANNING AND REGULATORY FUNCTIONS SUB COMMITTEE 
 

7 OCTOBER 2011 
 

BRIDLEWAY No. 20.3/2, ARRATHORNE, MODIFICATION ORDER 2009 
 
 

1.0 PURPOSE OF THE REPORT 
 
1.1 To advise Members of an opposed Definitive Map Modification Order the 

effect of which if confirmed would be to delete part and downgrade part of 
Public Bridleway No. 20.3/2 at Arrathorne.   

 
 A location plan is attached to this report as Plan 1.  The route referred to is 

shown on Plan 2, which is also attached to this report. 
 
1.2 To inform Members that the matter will be referred to the Secretary of State 

for decision on whether or not to confirm the Order, and to request Members 
decide whether in making the referral North Yorkshire County Council take a 
neutral stance or take its original stance that the route should remain as a 
bridleway.  Officers recommend that section A - C of the route remains as a 
bridleway 

 
 
 
2.0 BACKGROUND TO THE ORDER 
 
2.1 On 6 February 2004 Mr & Mrs Simpson of West Arrathorne Farm submitted 

an application under Section 53(3)(iii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 for a Definitive Map Modification Order to delete Bridleway No. 20.3/2 
(shown as A – B – C – D – E on Plan 2) from the Richmondshire District 
Definitive Map.  

 
2.2 The application was supported by: 

• 14 witness statements from residents of the hamlet of Arrathorne, 
claiming that the route was never a bridleway 

• Recent and historic photos showing that there is no obvious path, track 
or gates along the line of the bridleway  

• Parish Schedule to accompany the Parish Survey map of 1952 stating 
that the bridleway started at Arrathorne and went to the Catterick Camp 
to Newton-le-Willows Road, and did not start at the S-bends on the 
Hunton Road. 

• A number of old maps and farm deeds showing other paths but not this 
bridleway. 

 
 
 
 

ITEM 5
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2.3 In March 2006, at the suggestion of North Yorkshire County Council, the 
application was amended so that the part of the bridleway linking the road at 
Arrathorne and Public Footpath No.20.3/4 (section B – C on Plan 2) would be 
downgraded from bridleway to footpath. This would ensure that footpath 
No.20.3/4 joined the public highway at Arrathorne and did not become a cul-
de-sac footpath. 

 
2.4 After further investigation of the evidence, North Yorkshire County Council’s 

Definitive Map Officers decided that the evidence submitted in support of this 
application was insufficient to meet the stringent criteria required to suggest 
that a mistake had been made in recording the bridleway on the Definitive 
Map, and therefore on 28 November 2007 formally rejected the application. 

 
2.5 On 17 December 2007, Mr & Mrs Simpson lodged an Appeal against this 

decision with the Secretary of State. An Inspector reviewed the evidence and 
recommended that the appeal should be allowed in part. A copy of the 
Inspector’s Report is attached as Appendix 1.  

 
2.6 The Inspector decided that  

• a mistake was made in recording section A – C  as a bridleway, although 
section B – C should be retained as a footpath 

• a mistake had been made in recording section C – D as a bridleway, as 
this section is recorded on the List of Streets and therefore already has 
public rights 

• there was no mistake in recording Section D – E as a bridleway.  
 

North Yorkshire County Council was therefore directed to make an Order 
which if confirmed would delete A – B and C – D from the Definitive Map, and 
to downgrade B – C to the status of footpath. 

 
2.7 A Definitive Map Modification Order was made on 10th December 2009, and 

was advertised from 29th January – 12th March 2010. A copy of the Order and 
Order Plan is attached as Appendix 2. 

 
 
3.0 OBJECTIONS TO THE MAKING OF THE ORDER 
 
3.1 Four objections to the Order were received; from the Ramblers Association, 

Mr Alan Kind, the Byways and Bridleways Trust, and the British Horse 
Society. The reasons are given below: 

 
3.1.1 The Ramblers Association objected on several points, which they believe 

indicate there was insufficient evidence to show a mistake was made in 
recording the route, including: 
• that the bridleway was shown on Careys c.1825 map and Fowlers 1834 

map 
• that remnants of a stile can be seen in the hedge close to point A 
• that many residents of the village used it as an “unofficial route” 
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• that a local landowner was responsible for surveying the routes for the 
draft map and would not have made a mistake in recording the route, 
and that there were no objections to the route’s inclusion at the Parish 
Meeting to discuss the Rights of Way survey. 

 
3.1.2 Mr Alan Kind objected on the grounds that there was not sufficient evidence of 

error. 
 
3.1.3 The Byways and Bridleways Trust objected to the order but did not state any 

grounds. 
 
3.1.4 The British Horse Society objected on the grounds that the route is shown as 

a road on Careys 1820 map and Fowlers 1834 map, and that there was no 
new, cogent evidence that a mistake was made. 

 
3.2 Three letters were also received from residents of Arrathorne, stating that 

although they had no evidence to lodge a formal objection they were unhappy 
about the bridleway being part downgraded and part deleted.  

 
3.3 The four objectors were contacted and given a full explanation of why the 

order had been made, and were asked if they would consider withdrawing 
their objections, but all four declined to do so. The Byways and Bridleways 
Trust asked that their outstanding objection be merged with the objection from 
Alan Kind. 

 
 
4.0 FURTHER EVIDENCE 
 
4.1 The Rambler’s Association and British Horse Society both referred to Fowler’s 

1834 map of Yorkshire with their objection letters, stating that this showed the 
bridleway (a copy of the relevant part of this map was submitted by the 
Rambler’s Association). This map was not submitted to the Inspector at the 
time of the applicant’s appeal, although other maps of a similar age were 
inspected. 

 
4.2 Since the making of the Order further relevant documents have come to light, 

namely correspondence between Willan & Johnson (solicitors for Mr Simpson 
of West Arrathorne) and the Clerk to the County Council, dating from 1953 
when information was being gathered to produce the Definitive Map. Mr 
Simpson had wanted assurance that a section of the path (corresponding to 
points A – C on Plan 2) was not to be recorded on the Definitive Map.  

 
4.2.1 The County Council’s response was that the route had been recorded by the 

Parish Council and that it was for the Parish Council to notify the County 
Council if they did not want the route recording. There is no evidence of 
further correspondence, hence the route was shown on the Definitive Map as 
a bridleway. 
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4.2.2 This correspondence has only come to light since the making of the Order, so 
was not available for the Inspector to see when he considered the applicant’s 
appeal. 

 
 
5.0 COMMENTS FROM THE RICHMONDSHIRE AREA COMMITTEE 23 

MARCH 2011  
 
5.1 A report for information only, was presented to the meeting of the 

Richmondshire Area Committee on 23 March 2011.  Members of that meeting 
noted that the report had been submitted to them previously, but had been 
deferred to allow extra information on the application to be provided.  
Members welcomed the extra information within the updated report, enabling 
them to better understand the issues to be considered by the Planning and 
Regulatory Functions Sub-Committee. 

 
5.2 Members resolved that the report be noted. 
  
 
6.0 CONCLUSIONS 
 
6.1 Officers agree with the Inspector’s decision that section D – E should not be 

downgraded, and that section C - D should be deleted as it is recorded on the 
List of Streets. 

 
6.2 In the light of the further evidence discovered (in paragraph 4.2 above) 

Officers disagree that the section A – B should be deleted and section B – C 
downgraded. The reason being that although the landowner raised a query 
regarding the proposed inclusion of section A – C on the draft map, the 
landowner was advised how to achieve a change in the status of the route, 
but there is no evidence that this advice was followed.  

 
6.3 Therefore it appears that the due process was followed, and Officers believe 

that there is still insufficient evidence to suggest that a mistake was made in 
recording this route as a bridleway when the Definitive Map was drawn up.   

 
 
7.0  CONFIRMATION OF THE ORDER 
 
7.1 As there are outstanding objections to the Order, only the Secretary of State 

has the power to determine whether or not the Order should be confirmed. 
However, the County Council needs to decide what stance it wishes to take in 
its submission to the Secretary of State. 
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8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
8.1 It is therefore recommended that:-  
 
8.2 The Committee authorise officers from the County Council’s Definitive Map 

Team to take a stance that section A – C remains as a bridleway when the 
Order is referred to the Secretary of State for decision. 

 
 
 
DAVID BOWE 
Corporate Director Business and Environmental Services 
 
 
Background papers 
 

• DMMO application dated 6 February 2004 
• Evidence submitted in support of, and against the application 
• Copies of correspondence regarding the route dating from 1953 

 
The documents are held on a file marked: County Council’s Planning and Regulatory 
Functions Sub Committee, 7 October 2011, Bridleway No. 20.3/2, Arrathorne, 
Modification Order 2009, which will be made available to Members at the meeting. 
 
 
Author of Report:  Beth Brown, Definitive Map Officer 
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