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North Yorkshire Local Access Forum 
 

21 January 2026 
 

            Possible content for future forward plan programmes 
 

1.1 Review of Rights of Way Improvement Plan – 28/05/25  
 Purpose.  There is a statutory duty on NYC to produce a Rights 

of Way Improvement Plan (ROWIP), and for this to be reviewed 
at least every ten years.  A discussion should be scheduled to 
consider where we can best assist NYC to review its ROWIP. 

 Possible Outcomes.  Small number of actions where NYLAF can 
support CAS and NYC in reviewing its ROWIP.   

 Timing and priority.  A precis of the current ROWIP will be 
presented to the January 2025 meeting for discussion.  We can 
then review the timing of any actions NYLAF might take to 
support the work.   
COMPLETE 

 
1.2 Countryside Access Service (CAS) Annual Report. – 28/05/25  

 Purpose.  To review the annual report of the CAS.  To 
understand where NYLAF can support the work of CAS, and to 
flag any areas of concern.  To support CAS in setting priorities 
and defining policies where the NYLAF input may help in better 
managing scarce CAS resources.   

 Possible Outcomes.  Small number of actions where NYLAF can 
support CAS.    

 Timing and priority.  The CAS annual report for the year 23-24 
was tabled at the last meeting.  It is proposed that the annual 
CAS report is presented and discussed in May each year.   
COMPLETE 

 
1.3 Rights of way network and the North Yorkshire tourism, culture and 

leisure agendas.   
 Purpose.  Given the undoubted importance of the rights of way 

network to tourism, culture and leisure in Yorkshire can more be 
done to exploit this to the benefit of the network and the North 
Yorkshire economy?  

 Possible Outcomes.  Proposals for better integrating the rights 
of way network into tourism, culture and leisure initiatives.  
Where appropriate better support the Countryside Access 
Service to further tourism and leisure initiatives.   

 Timing and priority.  We thought we should do this soon, 
especially given the new impetus towards the marketing of 
Yorkshire as a tourism destination.  It is proposed that NYLAF 
talks with the departments responsible for tourism, culture and 
leisure to prepare for a possible discussion at the NYLAF May 
meeting.  We should also determine if there are any relevant 
milestones in respect to tourism, culture and leisure agendas.  
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1.4 Nidderdale and Howardian Hills National Landscape management 
plans for 2025-30 

 Purpose.  To formulate inputs to these two National Landscape 
management plans, both of which are due for consultation 
around May 2025.   

 Possible Outcomes.  To formulate response to any formal 
consultation.  

 Timing and priority.  A discussion is scheduled for the May 
meeting.  
WORK ONGOING 

 
1.5 Potential Yorkshire Wolds National Landscape 

 Purpose.  To follow up on actions following NYLAF’s response to 
the consultation on a possible Yorkshire Wolds AONB.   

 Possible Outcomes.  NYLAF involvement in development of an 
action plan, including in helping to support making the case for 
adequate resourcing of such plans.  

 Timing and priority.  Timing dependent on outcomes of Defra 
consultation.  
WORK ONGOING 

 
1.6 Access to the Public Rights of Way network 

 Purpose.  How to improve “ease of access” to the public rights 
of way network, including by car (including car parking), public 
transport and active travel (e.g. “how do you get to the start of a 
day on Yorkshire’s public rights of way?”).   

 Possible Outcomes.  Proposals for improving public access 
onto/into the rights of way network.  

 Timing and priority.  We thought we should do this early in our 
future programme – and the draft plan suggests September.  We 
should determine if there are any relevant milestones in the 
NYC forward calendar relating to transport policy, active travel 
policy and highways.  Note also this area might be too much to 
cover in one session.  The development of plans in this area will 
also be subject to the Mayoral Combined Authority agenda.   

 
1.7 Input to Local Plan 

 Purpose.  To make a strategic input to the development of (a) 
the Local Plan, and (b) planning policy more generally in North 
Yorkshire.   

 Possible Outcomes.  To ensure the rights of way network is 
properly considered especially in NYC’s local plan.   

 Timing and priority.  To be determined in conjunction with NYC 
Planning department.  No specific dates included in programme 
at this point.  
WORK ONGOING – Initial response submitted on the Issues 
and Options Consultation and the Sustainability Appraisal – July 
2025. 
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1.8 Planning applications, decisions and interventions 
 Purpose.  NYLAF to discuss and formulate responses to any 

major planning applications.  To note smaller planning decisions, 
as well as a number of larger applications, are also discussed 
and responded to by correspondence between meetings.   

 Possible Outcomes.  (1) To ensure right of way network is 
properly considered especially in major planning applications, 
and for NYLAF to take prominent role in making representations 
on them.  (2) To consider further development of an overarching 
set of guidelines in relation to how planning applications should 
take account of, and support, the public rights of way network.  
(To note relevant work in this area has been developed by East 
Riding Council and the Institute of Public Rights of Way.) 

 Timing and priority.  Outcome (1) Major planning applications:  
To be determined in line with known pipeline of expected major 
applications, which we should aim to get from Planning 
department.  No specific dates included in appendix at this point.  
Outcome (2)  Planning Guidelines:  It is suggested we have 
further discussion on this before our May meeting.  

 
1.9 Policy development 

 Purpose.  During our work we may encounter areas where the 
NYLAF could develop a helpful policy position on certain issues 
(the specific case of guidance for planning considerations above 
is one such area).  It is not proposed that we develop a forward 
agenda on such areas at this point, but that we are prepared to 
be reactive should issues arise.  

 Possible Outcomes.  Development of formal policy positions as 
required, where it is clear such positions will help others improve 
the public rights of way network, and the public’s enjoyment of it.  

 Timing and priority.  Reactive to issues as they arise.  
 

1.10 Public education about Countryside.   
 Purpose.  To consider whether more can be done to educate 

those using the public rights of way network in North Yorkshire 
about its usage, including around the “countryside code”.   

 Possible Outcomes.  Proposals for inclusion of advice in 
“advertising materials” aimed at tourists and others making use 
of the network.   

 Timing and priority.  We were not confident that we could make 
a significant difference in this area, but thought the item should 
be included in the later part of the 2026 programme (Sept 26).   

 
1.11 Review of Best Practices in Local Access Forums in England – 

28/05/25 
 Purpose.  To review what we can learn from other Access 

Forums in England to improve our effectiveness.   
 Possible Outcomes.  Proposals for the future programme, and 

for new streams of activity.  
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 Timing and priority.  This has a synergy with the item about 
reviewing our own effectiveness (see 2.13 below).  We thought 
this work should precede the proposals to review our own 
effectiveness.  The attached programme proposes September 
25.  John agreed to contact the East Yorks Council Forum, and 
Stephen the Cumbria/Lakes forum. 
COMPLETED 
 

1.12 Review of NYLAF works with Stakeholders  
 Purpose.  To review our relationships (or not) with stakeholders 

who share an interest in the public rights of way network, and to 
explore where we can better work together.  Could include 
stakeholders such as Ramblers, Cycling UK, National Farmers 
Union, Trail Riders’ Fellowship, Country Land and Business 
Association or the British Horse Society.  

 Possible Outcomes.  Common agendas with relevant 
stakeholders, where there is mutual benefit.  

 Timing and priority.  We felt this would take some preparation – 
but could be achieved for a discussion in September 2025.  

 
1.13 Review of effectiveness of NYLAF and review of future programme  

 Purpose.  To consider where we have made a difference over 
the previous year, and how we can improve.  This should 
include a review of the reputation and profile of NYLAF, and its 
effectiveness in influencing real decisions. 

 Possible Outcomes.  Proposals for the future programme, and 
for new streams of activity.  

 Timing and priority.  We thought we should do this annually, 
starting in Jan 2026.  

 
 
 
 


