Holmfirth Footpath 60 s247 Peak & Northern Footpaths Society Statement of Reasons.

My name is Andy Leader and | am the local representative for Peak and Northern. Formed in 1894,
today we are a registered charity working for walkers. Our charitable objects are creating, preserving
and improving open spaces, public access rights, and public rights of way. The Society objects to the
draft order stopping up and diversion of Holmfirth Footpath 60 on the grounds that the diversion in
general disadvantages members of the public and the loss to members of the public entitled to use
Footpath 60 justifies not making the order.

Supporting Information.

1. Historical loss.

1.1 What is now Holmfirth Footpath 60 has a long history of use by residents of local
settlements such as Netherthong, Wilshaw and Holmfirth. The route appears on Thomas
Jeffreys 1775 map (The County of York Survey’d). At the time it was the main route out of
Netherthong to the unenclosed commons around Wolfstone Heights and on to Wilshaw.
Prior to this the route had likely been used for many centuries as it was a clear, direct way to
common lands and avoided densely wooded areas in the valley. Wolfstone Heights itself is
reputably where the last Wolves in the valley were killed and today it is a much valued local
amenity, being one of the best viewpoints in the valley.

1.2 The route from point B on the draft order plan (Wolfstones Road) appears on the Netherthong
Enclosure Map of 1826 being a wide lane marked as going to the junction of Woodhead Road a mile
and a half away. This confirms the importance of the route at that time. Prior to the 1826 enclosures
the path also continued west through to Wilshaw Road. This complete through route west has been
re-established on a permissive basis by Holmfirth Walkers are Welcome. (See PNFS 1)
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1826 Netherthong Enclosure Map. (photo 1)
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1.3 Footpath 60 is shown on successive Ordnance Survey Maps from 1854 onwards and is, of course,
now shown on the Kirklees Definitive Map (PNFS 7). Originally the route linked Woodhead Road in
the valley to Netherthong, Wolfstones and Wilshaw. Footpath 60 and connecting paths are what
remains of this unmotorised highway. It’s a direct link to the valley’s past and the social changes
brought about by the enclosure of common lands and developing agriculture. The enclosed section
affected by the diversion is a landscape and historical feature worth keeping in its own right. It is
part of the cultural and social history of the Holme Valley which adds a rich layer to walking in the
area. This physical history would be lost completely should the diversion go head

2. Loss of only direct traffic free path to Wolfstone Heights.

2.1 Holmfirth Footpath 60 connects directly with land owned by the Holme Valley Land Charity (See
PNFS 2) to the west of point A on the order plan (plan 13072d-200-P14Footpath Diversion Plan 29
Jun20). The sole Trustee of the Holme Valley Land Charity is Holme Valley Parish Council. In the
Holme Valley Land Charity Action Plan (See PNFS 2) approved by Holme Valley Parish Council on 14"
November 2016 point 24 saves this area of land (WYK821600) for the benefit of the community and
informal recreation. This recognises the long established informal public use of the land.

2.2 Holmfirth Footpath 60 is the only public footpath which connects directly with the site from
Netherthong, Holmfirth and the wider valley. It’s possible to walk up to Wolfstones from Holmfirth
entirely on car free public paths. Both locals and visitors to the area make use of Footpath 60 as part
of several circular walks taking in the trig point at Wolfstones Heights as the highlight (see PNFS 1).It
is also possible to continue beyond the trig point to Wilshaw Road on a permissive basis. Footpath
60 forms the back bone of this lovely off road walk. The establishment of these walks has come from
local volunteers such as Holmfirth Walkers Are Welcome and individuals with an interest in
improving access for the benefit of everyone. Peak & Northern are funding a new £10,000
footbridge on the Public path out of Holmfirth to Wolfstone Heights and Netherthong for example.

2.3 The proposed diversion completely breaks this off road, safe, direct access in the most
inconvenient manner and also ruins the aesthetics of the walk. At point B walking west walkers are
about 150 m from point A on Wolfstones Road and access straight onto Wolfstone Heights and
beyond. The diversion will require walkers to turn at 90 degrees to the north before heading west
and north west to a point C on Wolfstones Road. A distance of 226m. Walkers must then cross the
driveway to Wolfstones (not shown on the order plan) and walk along the road to point B. A total
distance of 344m. More than double the current distance and a 118m of it on a road. This is a
significant loss to the public in terms of convenience, enjoyment and safety. The nearest other public
footpath to point A is Holmfirth Footpath 71, about 160m to the south West. The diversion adds
about a further 118m of road walking to reach this path.

2.4 It would be dangerous to walk on the west of Wolfstones Road as there is no verge and visibility
is poor due to the bend. Walkers are therefore forced to walk on the east side of the road with any
oncoming traffic at their backs. There is a narrow grass verge here but as it is the same level as the
road vehicles can drive over it and also park on it. From point A coming off Wolfstone Heights direct
access to Footpath 60 is equally difficult for the same reasons albeit walkers can walk into the
oncoming traffic. Let’s not forget this site is in the Pennines at around 300 metres above sea level.
When the wind, rain and cold are blowing there will be no more quick descent off Wolfstone Heights
via Holmfirth Footpath 60 as you’ll literally have to walk all the way around the houses first!
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2.5 In comparison to the safe, traffic free and convenient route Holmfirth Footpath 60 has provided
to/from Wolfstone Heights for centuries the diversion represents a significant public loss as it is
longer, indirect and includes road walking where none currently exists.

2.6 | regularly recommend my circular walk “The Thongs & Wolfstone Heights” (PNFS 1) as a safe 2
to 3 hour walk for inexperienced walkers which is easy to follow. The route has been downloaded
over 400 times from Viewranger and a recent review stated “One of the best walks in the
Huddersfield area with superb views” (PNFS 1). Holmfirth Walkers are Welcome have an excellent 8
mile walk which now extends beyond the trig point to Wilshaw Road (PNFS 1). The diversion would
negatively affect these routes for the reasons mentioned. In addition, Footpath 60 and Wolfstones is
featured in both Holmfirth & Meltham walkers Are Welcome programmes, is used by Holmfirth
Harriers and various organised Ramblers groups.

2.7 There are excellent views from the current line of Holmfirth Footpath 60. The image below
shows distant views from point A are visible even with the narrowed width and fencing on the path.

Distant views from Homfirth Footpath 60. Photo 2

2.8 This section of path has been enclosed since at least 1826 and is typical of such routes in the
valley and part and parcel of the character of the area. Most of the proposed path is contained
within modern post and rail fencing and hedges. At the moment there are good views from parts of
the new route but the hedges could easily be extended to completely enclose the path forming a
tunnel with no view at all. The hedges will of course encroach onto the path over time. The seating
provided is not part of the proposed new path.

2.9 The applicant has commissioned a survey of pedestrian usage on Holmfirth Footpath 60
(Appendix D in the application). The surveys are unreliable because they were carried out at a time
when usage of Holmfirth Footpath 60 was affected by the proposed diversion route being open and
available to the public. This is acknowledged in the survey as follows —

2.4 Although not part of the survey, the proposed diverted route, which is part made up but
without a final surface, was observed being used in both directions by members of the public on
the latest surveys. However, no official data was recorded as this was not part of our instruction.
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2.10 Obviously, all those pedestrians would have used Holmfirth Footpath 60 had the diversion
route not been in use. As the purpose of the survey was to establish “Usage of the public right of
way under consideration” allowing public use of the proposed diversion at the time of the surveys
will have resulted in less people using Holmfirth Footpath 60. Furthermore, the surveys were carried
out in November, December, February and March ie late autumn and winter and one in September.
Hardly peak rambling/tourist season. On 21 September 2019 usage of Holmfirth Footpath 60 was
high (even with the diversion route being available). The bias inherent in the survey is clearly
demonstrated by the surveyor’s comments at 3.2.6 -

Pedestrian survey data for Saturday revealed that the number of pedestrian trips was relatively
high, however, this included a walking group which consisted of 38 people, walking up the
footpath towards the Trig Point. This significantly increased the actual total for the survey period.
We have reason to believe that that this group was not part of an “official” walking group, but was
part of a memorial walk and they gathered at a memorial bench area on private land beyond the
Trig Point. Although the number of pedestrians utilising the right of way was Wolfstones Heights
Combined Highway Surveys 9 65n0. Out of a total of 82 pedestrian’s journeys in this locality, this
would have been significantly lower, and nearer the average for a weekend survey, without the
walking group. The survey data can be found in Appendix C

2.11 Also note that the surveys finished at 4pm thus missing any evening use of the path on the
lighter evenings. No surveys were carried out during the period April to early September. No one
from the surveying consultants will be attending the inquiry for further explanation of the report.

Members of the public enjoying Wolfstones (photo 3)

3. Relevant Kirklees Policies.
Kirklees Rights of way Improvement Plan.

3.1 The proposed diversion is in conflict with Kirklees Rights of Way Improvement Plan (PNFS 11).
The plan identifies (5.1) that walking is a “very popular recreational activity”, that “the needs of
walkers must always be a priority “whilst also acknowledging the “health, wellbeing, social and
community benefits” of walking.
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3.2 In describing “day walkers’” needs the policy identifies “Short circular or well-connected routes.
Start from home or formal car park. Accommodate family groups. Accommodate organised
groups. Route should have some historic, cultural and wildlife/nature aspect. Easy going /gentle
terrain”. Holmfirth Footpath 60 ticks all of these needs in its role as direct access to Wolfstone
Heights, as part of the circular walks mentioned, its historical/cultural interest and accommodation
of group walking. All these aspects are lost with the diversion.

Kirklees Walking & Cycling Strategic Framework 2018 — 2030

3.3 This framework (PNFS 12) identifies the wider benefits of walking & cycling at 1.5.1 . Clearly
attractive paths such as Holmfirth Footpath 60 which are car free, safe and form part of good quality
wider access (to Wolfstones etc) can play a role in attracting people out walking and in doing so
improve both physical and mental health. Diversion of Holmfirth Footpath 60, as proposed,
fragments the network and established routes. It puts walkers on Wolfstones Road making the
network less attractive and connected. This seems to be the opposite of what the Framework is
trying to achieve. See below -

1.5 Wider benefits of walking and cycling 1.5.1 Improvement in health and wellbeing. Walking and
cycling benefits physical and mental wellbeing, along with being an inexpensive form of transport.
Regular physical activity can help to prevent and manage over 20 chronic conditions and diseases
(Public Health England 2016). Inactivity is associated with an increased risk of a range of long term
conditions including coronary heart disease, diabetes, obesity and some cancers (CMO, 2011). In
Kirklees only one in three adults did the recommended level of physical activity in 2012 (KJSA
2013). The link between physical inactivity and obesity is well recognised. Physical activity helps to
reduce and maintain a healthy weight. 22.4% of 4-5 year olds in Kirklees are either overweight or
obese and this rises to 35.5% in 10-11 year olds (NCMP, 2017). Over the period of 2015/16, 60.6 %
of adults in Kirklees were overweight or obese (PHOF 2015/16). For young people, walking and
cycling to school helps build in daily physical activity and promote independence. Less than 1% of
young people within seconday schools cycle to and from school. Nearly one in four young people
walk to and from schools (KC & YPS, 2014). Being active in later life helps people to maintain
independence by retaining the ability to carry out the tasks of daily living, reducing the risk of
falling and improving mood and cognitive function (BHF, 2012). In recent years research on
sedentary behaviour has increased dramatically and there is growing evidence that a number of
serious health risks may be connected to “prolonged” and “excessive” sitting (GBS, 2016). Regular
movement is required and there is a significant role, in particular, for walking to break these
sedentary periods.

The Council’s vision as stated in the framework is as follows:

2 OUR VISION Our vision is that: Kirklees is recognised as a great place to cycle and walk, inspiring
more people to cycle and walk more often as a mode of transport, for work, leisure or for sport.
More specifically this will mean Kirklees is to be a place where: ¢ Individuals and communities will
be supported and encouraged to cycle and walk more. e Appropriate places and environments will
be provided to walk and cycle more. e People will be supported to gain skills and confidence. e A
range of opportunities will be available. e People will have the knowledge and awareness of
cycling and walking opportunities and the benefits they can bring.
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3.4 This is a really excellent vision for Kirklees but the diversion of Holmfirth Footpath 60, as
proposed, is going in the opposite direction in closing a century’s old direct public route to a public
place and forcing pedestrians to walk on Wolfstones Road. It makes walking less attractive,
enjoyable and safe and is a loss to current path users and the wider public.

Holme Valley Parish Council Climate Emergency Action Plan.

3.5 Holme Valley Parish Council Climate Emergency action Plan (PNFS 13) under 3 Transport Actions
aims to “promote a walking and cycling culture” in the Holme Valley as part of its wider strategy to
combat the effects of climate change. The diversion of Holmfirth Footpath 60, as proposed, is going
in the opposite direction. Closing a centuries old direct public route to a public place and forcing
pedestrians to walk on Wolfstones Road is the opposite of a positive walking/cycling culture. To
promote such a culture we need well connected routes off vehicle carriageways.

3.6 The intention of each policy highlighted is to improve and encourage walking in Kirklees because
of the public benefit it provides in terms of physical and mental health and wellbeing, lowering
carbon emissions and contributing to the local economy. The proposed diversion of Holmfirth
Footpath 60 is contrary to these public aims as a direct and safe footpath is made less user friendly
by being moved from its obvious destination of Wolfstone Heights to be placed on a road some
distance away.

4. Where Is Holmfirth Footpath 60?

4.1 The draft diversion order affecting Holmfirth Footpath 60 is made by the Secretary of State.
What checks have been carried out by the Secretary of State to verify the applicants claim at 2.4 in
the Statement of Reasons accompanying the application (PNFS 3) that the line of Holmfirth Footpath
60 is 1.2 metres to the “northernmost side” of the driveway? Has this been confirmed by the
Highway Authority?

4.2 This claim is not supported by any evidence. The Definitive Map (PNFS 7) shows Holmfirth
Footpath 60 as covering most of the full 4 metre width of the driveway at times. The path also
clearly touches the southern boundaries at points. It does not show a clear obvious line to the north
of the drive way. Although the accompanying statement gives a width of 1.2 metres for the path it is
silent on where that 1.2 metres is within the greater 4 metre width.

4.3 The only evidence on site which may indicate where the 1.2 metres is located is a stone squeeze
stile to the south side of the driveway at approximately point A on the order plan. This physical
evidence directly contradicts the applicants claim at 2.4 (PNFS 3). Photo below shows squeeze stile
behind open gate.
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Squeeze stile to South of gate and all but 1.2 m of Holmfirth 60 fenced off in September
2020.(Photo 5)

4.4 In the applicants previous s257 application to Kirklees no claims were made as to the precise
location of the 1.2 metres of Holmfirth Footpath 60 within the greater driveway width. The plan
accompanying that application shows Holmfirth Footpath 60 running down the centre of the
driveway (PNFS 5). The proposed Kirklees order plan for the s257 application (PNFS 6) reflects this
and does not show Holmfirth Footpath 60 as being to the “northern most” side of the driveway.

4.5 The draft order to stop up and divert Holmfirth Footpath 60 is potentially flawed. There is no
evidence to show that the 1.2 metres to the “northern most” side of the drive way is, in its entirety,
Holmfirth Footpath 60. It may be some part of it but the path could equally be down the centre of
the drive, as shown in the s257 application (PNFS 5) or, as the stone squeeze stile at point A
suggests, down the south side of the driveway. The path may be a combination of all 3 lines or, more
likely the full 4 metre width.
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5.Kirklees Council (Holmfirth 60 Wolfstones Road to Brown Hill Netherthong) Definitive Map
Modification Order 2021

5.1 In September 2020 Holmfirth Footpath 60 was narrowed down from the 4 metre width on
the ground to a 1.2 metre width to the “northern most” side of the driveway. See photo below.

. . S-S
€ &

Narrowing of Holmfirth Footpath 60 in September 2021 (Photo 6)

5.2 As a result of requests from members of the public Peak and Northern submitted an application
to Kirklees Council to modify the Definitive Map and Statement and record the Width of Holmfirth
Footpath 60 at Wolfstones as between 3 metres and 4 metres. Kirklees Council made an order
reflecting this on 17" June 2021. (PNFS 8). This order, if confirmed, will correctly reflect both the line
and width of Holmfirth Footpath 60 at Wolfstones. The S247 order only stops up a 1.2 metre width
to the “northern most” side of the drive way with the balance of the width remaining available as
Holmfirth Footpath 60.

5.3 This situation demonstrates a lack of thoroughness in the s247 process and highlights the
potential public loss of a 3 to 4 metre wide public footpath which has not been fully considered in
the s247 process.

5.4 The Council’s statement of reasons for making the DMMO (PNFS 9) includes information on
evidence for the basis of the order as does the document “discussion of evidence” (PNFS 10). Both
documents shed light on public use of the path over a long period of time and better represent path
usage than the applicant’s surveys.

In view of all the above it is the view of PNFS that the diversion order should not be made.

(Please also see PNFS 15 a letter from Noel Scanlon which confirms our positive discussions with him
on the s257 application (names were redacted by KMC but the letter refers to myself) and PNFS 14 a
recent letter to PNFS from Mr Scanlon.)
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