
South Lanarkshire Outdoor Access Forum - SLOAF 
Minutes of Meeting: June 12, 2019 

Chatelherualt Country Park – Edward’s Lab 

ATTENDEES 

Member Representation / Interest / Position 
Alan Bannister SLC Access Development Officer 
Andy Nelson ScotWays Volunteer 
Bill Lindsay Crawford  Community Council 
Billy Prentice Coalburn Community Council 
David Boyes South Lanarkshire Horse & Pony Access Group 
Dennis Walker Sustrans Volunteer 
James McBain Coalburn Community Council 
Janet Moxley Biggar Community Council 
John Foster Cycling UK 
Mike Brady SLC Ranger Team Leader 
Nick Prower Whitelee Access Officer 
Simon Pilpel SLC Access and Landscape Development Manager/NAF member 

APOLOGIES 

Member Representation / Interest / Position 
Chrissy Pritchard South Lanarkshire Horse & Pony Access Group 
Ed Archer Royal Burgh of Lanark Community Council 
Gary Tompsett Architect of Adventure 
Jim Robb National Farmers’ Union Scotland 
Julie Paton Scottish Forestry - Woodland Officer 
Karen Smith SLC Countryside Ranger 
Kerry Thomson SLC Countryside Ranger 
Leonard Gray Royal Burgh of Lanark Community Council 
Michael Heale Biggar Ramblers 
Patricia Tucker Tarbrax Community Council 
Paula Hubens Get Walking Lanarkshire Co-ordinator 

1 Meeting arrangements 
Chair: Bill Lindsay, minutes: Alan Bannister 

Action 

2 Apologies – noted as above. 
3 Introductions and membership update: Round-table introductions were made. 

4 
Amendments to and matters arising from previous minutes (March 27, 2019) not 
in agenda: 
9.2 Alan still to look at Lanark Moor Cycle Track signage AB 



9.4 Hillridge bull signs: S Pilpel - to be looked at by Biggar and District Community 
Heritage Trust 
9.5 Biggar Burn path subsidence – S Pilpel – being worked on by other Council 
department – probably Grounds Maintenance. 

BDCH 

5 Adoption of previous minutes: proposed J Foster, seconded by S Pilpel.  

6 National Access Forum (S Pilpel)  

6.1 

Update 
Minutes of the previous meeting (as sent out to the Forum previously) were discussed. 
 
B Lindsay enquired of any planned review of SL core paths. Simon: we are awaiting 
more guidance. A review would focus on changes to the core paths plan (additions 
and deletions) rather than a consultation on the full plan. Discussion followed – main 
points:  
 
• Local authorities approach this differently – there is a lack of consistency in what 

might be considered suitable to be designated a core path.  
• When looking at core path plans Scottish Government only consider proposed 

core paths but SLC took the decision to show aspirational core paths and other 
paths forming the wider network to give a better view of the available and potential 
network. 

• SLC have an extensive mapped network including cross-boundary core paths – 
some authorities show none linking to neighbours and in at least one case adopted 
paths already managed and within authority ownership. 

• Some authorities have core paths on the vehicular carriageway whereas after 
consideration and discussion with the forum at the time (core path plan 
development) SLC took the decision not to propose core paths on adopted roads 
although a few unknowingly were adopted on quiet sections.  

• Scot Gov guidance suggests that proposed core paths should up to a reasonable 
standard for use within two years of adoption and be signed at main junctions – 
some core paths in South Lanarkshire require upgrading but this along with 
signing is out with the available resources. 

• SLC rely on local knowledge in identifying suitable core path candidates e.g. 
aspirational core paths – these vary in character, some routes exist on the ground 
but need upgrading, some exist in part, others do not exist but were identified as 
being potentially desirable. 

• Core paths (along with other designations) are triggered in planning applications 
as constraints and need to be considered. There can be good opportunities for 
improvements to be made as part of a development or outwith as part of 
S75/planning gain. 

• The existence of core paths can assist in communities obtaining funding for 
projects. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6.2 

NAF-LAF annual conference – April 5, 2019 
Alan and Simon attended the conference which focused on how the NAF-LAF network 
can be improved. It is about 15 years since the NAF-LAF network was created. It was 
clear that LAFs vary very much in character and how they operated – some not 
operating at all. 
 

 
 

 

7 Access Issues  

7.1 
Avon Water (Chatelherault, Duke’s Bridge) tree hazard for kayakers (A Bannister) 
Dougie Shannon (forum member and SAC Rivers Advisor) had reported the issue of a 
tree in the Avon stuck at the Duke’s Bridge and causing a hazard for water users. The 
SLC Arbor Team have removed it (pictures shown). The SAC contributed to the cost 

 
 

 



(via the Andy Jackson Fund for Access) of removal since the Council would not 
normally remove a tree unless it was seriously affecting water flow etc and maybe 
causing flooding. Costs were not as high as expected since no plant was used (with 
difficult access) so the SAC happily saved some money. 
 
https://www.andyjacksonfund.org.uk/ 
(The tribute to Andy Jackson is a fascinating read.) 

7.2 

Broompark (Lesmahagow) – equestrian access (S Pilpel) 
After equestrian difficulties with a new gate on the path (a core path and right of way 
linking Broompark Drive and Garngour Road) the Council installed a new metal 
equestrian gate with the agreement of both land ownership parties and at the 
Council’s expense. D Boyes confirmed that he was happy with the gate. 
 
Simon stated that a stock of gates were to be purchased by the Council to assist in 
such situations. 
 

 
 

 
 

7.3 

Sunnyside Farm (by Chatelherault) – locked gates on old track (A Bannister) 
Alan informed the forum of an ongoing local access issue whereby a resident at 
Sunnyside (near Quarter and by Chatelherault) was making the case for public access 
to be opened up on a track to Chatelherault (maps shown on screen). There are 
currently two locked gates on this track. There have only been a handful of complaints 
or enquiries and apart from one these appear to be all from the local resident, their 
family or other people associated with him. This suggests that the complainant may 
find the track convenient but that it is not of significance to the general public. There is 
already a promoted managed path network available. The owner of the track who 
keeps horses in fields accessed by the track cites a number of issues relating to 
irresponsible access (litter, dog-fouling), gates being opened and horses getting out. 
She states that there has also been evidence of planned horse theft. She has no 
objection to people climbing the gates to take access. 
 
The Council attempted to reach some sort of compromise with the landowner for 
minimal public access (stiles) but this was rejected but the suggestion of giving the 
resident codes to the gate combination locks was agreed as a solution. This was put 
to the resident put rejected by them.  
 
Considering the known facts, the Council is of the opinion that it would not be in the 
public interest to take legal action to attempt to have the gates unlocked, where the 
access issue appears to be personal to the complainant and alternative access is 
available.  
 
S Pilpel then asked if the Forum agreed with the Council’s approach and opinion. 
Members present confirmed that they did. 
 

 

7.4 

Highlees (Larkhall) – development and access (A Bannister) 
Alan informed the Forum that a Larkhall Cllr and Larkhall Community Council had 
been in touch about a route which was not accessible anymore due to a locked gate. 
Access had been traditionally taken from Larkhall along an old road through Highlees 
farm and on to meet the Lanark Road. This was a route that planning officers and the 
access officers were unaware of so when there was a planning application to develop 
the site as a landscaping business the route wasn’t taken into account by the Council. 
The planning application had been approved and by the time the Council were 
informed of the route (and the locked gate) a working yard had been created on the 
route.  
 
The landowner/developer was approached by the access officers and they agreed to 
open an alternative route without going through the business working area. The 
Council will install a gate in the landowner’s fence at Lanark Road, north end of the 
route. A temporary route (parallel to the planned one) is available and appears to be in 
use. (Maps and route pictures shown on screen.) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

AB 

https://www.andyjacksonfund.org.uk/


 
The access officers rely on local knowledge a lot due to the extent of the path network 
in South Lanarkshire. It is important that community councils comment on planning 
applications where there may be access issues and contact the access officers about 
them to better protect routes, both recorded or unrecorded. 
 
The Cllr and the community council had also raised the issue of serious fly-tipping at 
the south end of the old road. (Picture shown on screen.) This is by the side of a 
privately-owned road and on private land so the landowner has the responsibility for 
removing it if they see fit. The Council have no obligation to remove it and would not 
have the resources to deal with all fly-tipping on private land. There are large housing 
developments underway nearby so it is hoped that the tipping will cease eventually. 
 

8 Access projects and initiatives  

8.1 

Whitelee Wind Farm update (N Prower) 
 
Events and Ranger-led visits 

• The annual Family Fun Day had about 5K attending, 1200 cars were 
accommodated with array roads used for parking. 

• Rangers are busy with school visits and ‘Branching Out’ 
https://forestry.gov.scot/forests-people/health-strategy/branching-out 

• Annual ‘Run the Blades’ event in July, 10k, half-marathon and 50k races. 
About 1600 participants. Buses to be used to make more sustainable - £2k 
coming from ERC Economic Development to support transport. 

            https://scottishrunningguide.com/race/run-the-blades-10k 
• Whitelee approached by Park Run https://www.parkrun.org.uk/ to create a new 

run. Likely to be approved. 

D Boyes conveyed his thanks to Nick and the Rangers for their support in organising 
their rideout. He was disappointed that Forestry and Land Scotland (formerly Forestry 
Commission Scotland) had charged £75 admin fee. 
 
Works 

• Paths in west of Whitelee to be repaired 
• Mapping to be updated for cycle routes 
• CCTV to be installed at Ardochrig car park when opened. Unresolved legal 

agreements are still holding up some works – long term absence of solicitor. 

 
 

8.2 

Cycling initiatives and Cycling Partnership (D Walker/J Foster) 
D Walker: The next meeting of the partnership is on June 24. 
There is ongoing consultation on creating cycling networks in Cambuslang, Rutherglen 
and East Kilbride. Hopefully bids will go in to Sustrans. East Kilbride is ideal for this 
due to its design.  
 
Byres Road in Glasgow is being upgraded (£9M) to provide segregated cycling on 
both sides. Stewartfield Way (City Deal £67M) and Greenhills Rd in East Kilbride are 
being upgraded. 
 
J Foster: information on cycling infrastructure development was not available at the 
last meeting. There are maintenance issues with the B7078 it is so rough that it is 
unusable in places. 
 
 
Coalburn and Rigside links to NCR74 (B Prentice) 
Billy pointed out that there was no direct access to the NCR74 from Coalburn. He 
produced an action plan for Coalburn developed by Urban Animation which suggested 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://forestry.gov.scot/forests-people/health-strategy/branching-out
https://scottishrunningguide.com/race/run-the-blades-10k
https://www.parkrun.org.uk/


that the Council could lead on path projects. Simon and Alan were unaware of the 
action plan. 
 
Discussion followed on options for cycle link to NCR 74. Alan to send maps to Billy. 
Coalburn Community Council would like the support of the Forum in this. The Forum 
confirmed this. Alan to assist with mapping. 
 
Discussion followed on issues with SLC windfarm community funds distribution. New 
windfarms are receptive to community needs.  

 
 
 

 
AB 

8.3 

Clyde Walkway (S Pilpel/A Bannister) 
 

1. Improvement works 
Crossford gate replacements completed: kissing-gates replaced with self-closing 
gates. 
Discussions ongoing with Clyde Valley Farm Park over new path agreement. 
Improvements required due to wash-out/scouring. 
2. Extension – UPDATE 
The Glasgow and Clyde Valley Green Network Partnership have produced a 
‘blueprint’ which incorporates the extension:  ‘The Blueprint is a framework for the 
creation of a strategic Green Network for the benefit of people and wildlife in Glasgow 
City Region.’ https://www.gcvgreennetwork.gov.uk/what-we-do/our-blueprint 
 
The Council are relying on communities and community councils taking action to help 
progress the extension. Discussion: preferred routes need to be agreed first. Simon 
happy to identify and give communities something to work forward with. Local 
communities could contact landowners to assist in route confirmation. Simon to 
prepare map of preferred route for next meeting. 
 
Discussion on community councils appointing development officers to progress 
projects. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SP 

8.4 

Biggar and District Community Heritage Trust path network project (S Pilpel) 
 
BDCH, Biggar Community Council and the Biggar and District Civic Society have 
applied to Paths for All for money to improve the path from Biggar to Bizzyberry Hill. 
 

 
 
 

8.5 

Mountain biking in South Lanarkshire: presentation (M Brady, Ranger Team 
Leader) 
Mike outlined the significance of mountain biking in Scotland: 
 

• There are over 2 million mountain bike visits per year  generating over £100 
million a year for the economy so there is a lot of support from Scot Gov 

• As well as the obvious physical benefits there are proven mental health 
benefits from participating in mountain biking 

The rapid surge in popularity has brought about some issues in relation to 
irresponsible access including unauthorised trails, constructions and events on land 
without owner consultation. This has led to DMBinS partnership (Developing Mountain 
Biking in Scotland), who are hosted within Scottish Cycling, to develop good practice 
guides for bikers and landmanagers. They are also taking forward the 2019-2025 
Scottish Mountain Biking Strategy. http://www.dmbins.com/ 
 
Within South Lanarkshire there is a lot of mountain bike activity with the main 
concentration being in the Carluke-Law area and as evidenced in Strava 
(https://www.strava.com/) and trailbike sites, specifically in Mauldslie Woods which are 
in Council ownership. Over the past few years there have been conflicts between 
bikers and walkers and the creation of unauthorised trails and structures. Some 
walkers started to put obstructions on the bike trails. The Council, in considering its 

 

https://www.gcvgreennetwork.gov.uk/what-we-do/our-blueprint
http://www.dmbins.com/
https://www.strava.com/


land occupier liabilities had to look at the situation and how to minimise user conflicts 
and how best to manage trails and structures that would be of a suitable standard. 
Lindy Cameron-Saunders (Ranger and Forum member at the time) first looked at this 
and Mike then got involved when Lindy left the Council. 
 
A big initial challenge was in making contact with the bikers since they were not 
organised in a group. However, now, after a lot of work, the Council is working with 
them to manage around 8km of trails. The bikers have a better understanding now of 
the needs of other users. Communications are much better but the bikers are still a 
loose group of individuals with it unlikely that they will become constituted. They are 
organised in a Facebook group of around 230.  
 
Other Council sites that are used and will be monitored are Bothwell Woods, Redlees 
(Blantyre) and Priory Woods (Blantyre). 
 
Bill thanked Mike for his informative presentation on behalf of the Forum. 

9 AOCB Round Table 
 

9.1 
Biggar development – path proposals 
J Moxley asked if the access team had made comment on the planned residential 
development at Boghall that proposed a path to the rugby club. Simon: the application 
is only in outline so comments have not been made – awaiting detailed application 

 
 
 
AB/SP 

9.2 Clyde Walkway upgrade – Cardie’s Bridge to Mauldslie 
J Foster stated that the improvements here were very good.  

 

9.3 

SLOAF terms of reference 
Simon proposed that the Forum discuss having clear terms of reference for members 
in view of issues arising with East Dumbarton Forum when an individual was 
threatening legal action on members resulting in some resigning. Simon will prepare a 
draft and circulate for comment. (sent out June 18, 2019) 

 
 
 

SP 
SLOAF 

10 

Future speakers/presentations – potential 
• K Smith – ‘Fernbrae Meadows’ 
• Kirsten Robb – Community Action Lanarkshire (formerly CAVLP) 

 

 MEETING CLOSE 
Future meeting dates for 2019: Wed September 4, Wed November 27 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Glossary of acronyms and abbreviations which may be used in the minutes 
 

CP              Community Payback 
CSGNT      Central Scotland Green Network Trust 
GCVGNP   Glasgow and Clyde Valley Green Network 

NCN         National Cycle Network 
NCR             National Cycle Route 
RoW         Right of way/recorded right of way 



                           Partnership 
LAF            Local Access Forum 
LDR            Long Distance Route 
LR(S)A       Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003 
NAF           National Access Forum 

SOAC         Scottish Outdoor Access Code 
SOAN           Scottish Outdoor Access Network 
SUW            Southern Upland Way 
The Act        Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003 
The Code     Scottish Outdoor Access Code 

 
Countryside and Greenspace contact email addresses: 
Access, Biodiversity and Conservation, Ranger Service:  CAG@southlanarkshire.gov.uk 

 
Useful web links: 
 
Access Forum documents, including previous minutes 
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/downloads/download/608/outdoor_access_forum 

Central Scotland Green Network trust 
http://www.csgnt.org.uk/ 

Community Action Lanarkshire 
https://www.communityactionlan.org/ 

Community Payback referral form / unpaid work request 
https://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/forms/form/78/unpaid_work_request 

Cycle route planner 
https://www.cyclestreets.net/journey/ 
Cycle routes 
http://www.opencyclemap.org/?zoom=12&lat=55.73658&lon=-4.0616&layers=B000 

Environmental Volunteering Newsletter 
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/downloads/download/665/environmental_volunteer_network_newsletter 

Duke of Edinburgh Award 
https://www.dofe.org/ 

Funding (Via SLC and other) 
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/info/200168/getting_involved_in_your_community/1319/funding_for_co
mmunity_groups_charities_and_businesses 

Forestry and Land Scotland (formerly Forestry Commission Scotland)     
https://forestryandland.gov.scot/what-we-do 

‘Get Walking Lanarkshire’ health walks initiative 
http://www.northlanarkshire.gov.uk/getwalking 
Health Walk Finder 
http://www.pathsforall.org.uk/healthwalkfinder 
walk4life (find a local walk) 
http://www.walk4life.info/ 

Glasgow and Clyde Valley Green Network Partnership 
http://www.gcvgreennetwork.gov.uk/ 

Lanarkshire Green Health Partnership 
http://www.elament.org.uk/support-projects-groups/projects-campaigns/greenspace/ 

LDR Managers' Forum 
https://nature.scot/professional-advice/land-and-sea-management/managing-access-and-recreation/recreation-
policy/managing-long-distance-routes 

National Access Forum meeting papers 
http://www.outdooraccess-scotland.com/The-Act-and-the-Code/Meeting-papers 

Scottish Land and Estates (Access) 
http://www.scottishlandandestates.co.uk/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&id=39&Itemid=100 

SLC online mapping – for detailed viewing of core path network 
https://southlanarkshire.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ea777bba61f94767a4a801f2f
1d65e8b 

SOAC and the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 
http://www.outdooraccess-scotland.com/ 

Whitelee outdoor access 
http://www.whiteleewindfarm.com/outdoor-pursuits?nav 

mailto:CAG@southlanarkshire.gov.uk
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/downloads/download/608/outdoor_access_forum
http://www.csgnt.org.uk/
https://www.communityactionlan.org/
https://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/forms/form/78/unpaid_work_request
https://www.cyclestreets.net/journey/
http://www.opencyclemap.org/?zoom=12&lat=55.73658&lon=-4.0616&layers=B000
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/downloads/download/665/environmental_volunteer_network_newsletter
https://www.dofe.org/
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/info/200168/getting_involved_in_your_community/1319/funding_for_community_groups_charities_and_businesses
http://www.southlanarkshire.gov.uk/info/200168/getting_involved_in_your_community/1319/funding_for_community_groups_charities_and_businesses
http://www.northlanarkshire.gov.uk/getwalking
http://www.pathsforall.org.uk/healthwalkfinder
http://www.walk4life.info/
http://www.gcvgreennetwork.gov.uk/
http://www.elament.org.uk/support-projects-groups/projects-campaigns/greenspace/
https://nature.scot/professional-advice/land-and-sea-management/managing-access-and-recreation/recreation-policy/managing-long-distance-routes
https://nature.scot/professional-advice/land-and-sea-management/managing-access-and-recreation/recreation-policy/managing-long-distance-routes
http://www.outdooraccess-scotland.com/The-Act-and-the-Code/Meeting-papers
http://www.scottishlandandestates.co.uk/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&id=39&Itemid=100
https://southlanarkshire.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ea777bba61f94767a4a801f2f1d65e8b
https://southlanarkshire.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=ea777bba61f94767a4a801f2f1d65e8b
http://www.outdooraccess-scotland.com/
http://www.whiteleewindfarm.com/outdoor-pursuits?nav
https://forestryandland.gov.scot/what-we-do
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