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ABERDEENSHIRE LOCAL OUTDOOR ACCESS FORUM 

MINUTES OF MEETING 90 

Monday, 6th November 2023, 6.00pm 

Microsoft Teams Meeting  

Present: Gerald Banks (part meeting), Paul Davison (part meeting), Ken Gordon, Anouk Kloppert (part 

meeting), Alison Mitchell, Gordon Prentice, Ruth Riddell, Graham Smith, Neil Taylor, Henry Webb, 

Chris York (Chair).  

Council officer present: Bridget Freeman. 

Public attendee: one. 

 

Abbreviations: A/O Access Officer(s); KHub -- Knowledge Hub; S/G Sub-group.  

Item Subject Action 

1 Welcome, apologies, introductions, deputising, etc. 

a) Welcome to a member of the public. 

b) Apologies: Geordie Burnett-Stuart.  

Declarations of interest – none. 

 

 Access issue in Fyvie area A member of the public addressed the meeting, 

seeking advice on a track used and maintained for recreation by local 

residents. The track had become subject to herbicide use by a new frontage, 

who also used a 4x4 vehicle to visit fields served by the track.  This had 

caused the previously tended grass surface to be muddy. The person 

involved wanted a hard-surfaced track and was unwilling to discuss a 

residents’ proposal for vegetation management. Any pre-existing stone 

surface would have been overlain by soil and vegetation with the passage of 

time. Access was not being denied, but there was a reduction in the quality 

of access, with mud 6 inches deep. The track itself was thought to be a 

residual property of Haddo Estate – as such the Land Register had no online 

data. CY observed access was not actually being prevented. BF advised 

that she cannot comment on this case. Discussion included the question of 

spraying qualifications, pesticide regulations, and whether the person 

concerned has a right to spray the track. It was reported that spraying took 

place without prior notification. It was commented that any challenge on the 

spraying issue could risk escalating difficulties. Attendee prefers grass 

surface for riding in preference to hardcore, as horse is barefoot. Wishes to 

discuss with frontager an enhanced maintenance regime to keep track tidy, 

which would be advantageous to the frontager, but this cannot be 

progressed if frontager unresponsive. Although sympathetic, CY said that as 

there was no obstruction, as such, ALOAF was not in a position to resolve 

the matter. Confrontation would be unlikely to help. Mediation by a third 

party might be a helpful way forward; also, the attendee could approach 

Haddo Estate. 

 

2 Approval of Minutes from Meeting 89 Proposed by GS, seconded GB.  

Matters arising (relevant action points) 
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• 89/Item 2: Banchory Lodge – Jonathan Kitching passed away in the 

summer of 2023. He had been unable to follow up on this action. 

• 89/Item 5: HW advised that he does not have a list of contacts. 

• 89/Item 7 – Core paths – find out if any Scottish Enterprise paths funding: 

GP apologised for not actioning yet. 

 

 

 

GP 

8 [Brought forward] Core Paths Plan and the core paths network 

PD suggested that the community councils could be a medium for 

progressing core paths. He had looked at the potential in the Kintore and 

District Community Council’s (KDDC’s) area, a lot of the routes being 

existing desire lines. Due to a problem affecting PD’s audio, CY’s mapping 

of core paths and community council boundaries was shared instead. The 

map was linked to basic data for each path. It was noted that some areas 

had extensive path provision, others very little. CY then shared PD’s 

mapping of the dense network of paths and desire lines in the KDDC area, 

which he (PD) had supplied to his community council. ALOAF discussion 

included questioning whether ALOAF would wish to submit lots of lines, 

whether publishing on the internet would be desirable, and what 

expectations accompany the designation of a path as a core path. With PD’s 

audio problem resolved, he observed that although many available routes 

[might not be considered for] core path status, there was scope for more 

core paths to be designated. GS commented that many of the paths on PD’s 

map were meandering, and questioned whether these would constitute core 

paths. CY noted that the key issue is defining the function of a core path. 

Aberdeenshire had taken a modest approach by designating at least one 

core path for each community, whereas some other local authorities had 

more ambitiously established a comprehensive network. Regarding PD’s 

map, HW noted a distinction between core paths, with their substantial 

implication, and what he suggested might be called “community paths”. 

Returning to the nature of core paths, CY differentiated two conceptual 

interpretations – either “sufficient for the needs of local communities” or 

linking communities. He observed that a part of the issue is that 

Aberdeenshire fulfils neither of these. GB saw core paths as forming a 

skeletal structure linking communities – as such they should be favoured by 

support mechanisms. CY commented that it is not clear what we are aiming 

for – a “reasonable access network” and/or “linking communities” – so GB’s 

view gave cause for thought. CY felt that local area paths and links were 

both important. KG compared the official definition “…sufficient for the 

purpose of giving the public reasonable access throughout their area.” 

[LRSA s17 (1)] with the Scotways version, namely a “reasonable access 

network”. The latter signifies a joined-up system in contrast to 

Aberdeenshire’s “broken spaghetti”. Perhaps Scotways should be asked 

how the word “network” came to be included in their definition. GP 

suggested that community councils should be asked to recognise local paths 

and support their protection, e.g. in regard to planning applications. Also, the 

“Grampian 50-plus” network might be able to help record paths. CY raised 

the point that if there is path line on the map, shouldn’t it be protected? Also, 

there is no point in a path on the ground if it is not managed. PD saw the 

purpose of the core paths network as allowing people to walk near their 

homes. In this connection the various paths groups in Aberdeenshire were 
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doing very good work. HW took the view that there were two different types 

of facility – (a) local paths for dog-walking, and (b) long-distance routes. An 

issue was that local authorities are not keen to take on considerable extra 

core paths mileage and additional path maintenance. CY said that 

Aberdeenshire Council will not change the Core Paths Plan. It is unrealistic 

to expect a considerable increase in core paths mileage. Neither of HW’s 

path types is a solution in isolation. The issue is what are the expectations of 

a core path – what is its function? NT reported that core paths have a high 

level of protection on FLS land, including keeping local authorities informed, 

but there is no obligation on other landowners to keep paths open. The need 

is for a network of paths with legal protection. CY supported this view and 

FLS paths policy. Responding to a question from GS, CY advised that any 

review of the Core Paths Plan is subject to a legal process. Hence we must 

be careful what we’re asking for. PD commented that desire line paths can 

be at risk from development. BF advised recording evidence of use, which 

can then be fed into the Development Management (DM) planning process. 

In discussion it was noted that such evidence can be fed into the Strava app, 

for reference when required. Also, the condition of vegetation is an indicator 

of levels of use. Summarising, CY set out further work needed from the core 

paths subgroup: 

• Tighten the definition of what is needed -- examine the meaning of “core”, 

this being the key concept.  

• Also, look at a wider area network (Aberdeenshire not having provided 

this).  

• Find a way of prioritising what is most important – we can’t have 

everything. 

KG has been away but now volunteering to rejoin the subgroup.  
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Update on activities and events attended by members since previous 

meeting 

1)/2) Access users/Community representatives 

• HW: will attend Ramblers Scotland workshop on Local Access Forums 

(LAFs) on 8/11/23. CY noted that the organisation is hoping to encourage 

participation in LAFs. 

• RR: (1) Consultants’ active travel survey in Ellon area makes no mention 

of equestrian activity – need to sustain the profile of equestrian use. (2) 

Seeks clarification of possible resurfacing of Deeside Way Drumoak to 

Potarch. (3) Notes possibility of reinstatement of railway on Formartine 

and Buchan Way. (4) Stock Mounth: former gateways have been fenced 

across with no access provided at the side (reappearance of an old 

issue). (5) Equestrian access to beach (6) Consultants’ access plan for a 

wind farm did not receive equestrian information provided by RR. (4) and 

(5) above are recurring issues unresolved although raised 2 years ago. 

• GS: (1) Meldrum now has 6 ebikes, with tool station and lockers; (2) The 

Paths Group has commissioned a brochure of routes (a) internal to 

Oldmeldrum; (b) within 5 miles and (c) further afield. They are looking for 

local sponsorship for this. Hoping for copyright permission to use 

Aberdeenshire Council’s material for the internal Oldmeldrum routes. BF 

has GS’s enquiry about this and will respond accordingly. The Group is 

now a SCIO. 
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• KG: (0) Daviot Community Trust continues to maintain the Daviot core 

paths, which are attracting users from far and wide  (1) Aspiration for link 

from Daviot Estate to Stone Circle (current core path is on-road, including 

a blind bend). Hope to work with CY to resolve why an improvement 

associated with a development has not materialised. (2) Seeking update 

on Meldrum Meg Way. GS responded that completion is anticipated 

within 18 months between Uryside and the link road; and the 2nd bridge 

was installed about 3 months ago. (3) Aberdeenshire Council study into 

links with Oldmeldrum, Ellon, etc. 

GP: Westhill Paths Group is in the process of being formalised, and has 

been awarded funding for tools. The new path in Carnie Woods has been 

completed, and a path at the Golf Course has been upgraded. Options 

for links to Peterculter/Deeside Way and Blackburn have been 

suggested.  

3)  Land managers 

     (No report). 

4)  Agencies 

     NT (FLS): Work on clearing storm-damaged trees continues, but 

weakened trees continue to come down. FLS was represented at a 

mountain biking show in Ballater. 

Membership  CY has shared the ALOAF membership spreadsheet; 

struggling for land manager representation but otherwise healthy, especially 

the community sector. He thanked members who actively participate. Non-

attendance by members has to be noted as public money is involved in 

running the Forum. 
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Aberdeenshire Council update  

1. Access officers 

Fiona Chapman, Access Officer (South): contract ends 31/3/24 but it is 

hoped that this will be extended. Path works have been commissioned for 

Riverside (Kemnay) and Skatie Shore (Stonehaven), for completion 29/2/24. 

In North Aberdeenshire, a Section 14 Order has been issued regarding 

locked gates in woodland deer fencing – owner reports illegal motorised 

access. 

2. Environment Project Officers and other staff  

• Seasonal Access Rangers finish today (6/11/23).  

• Pilot core paths study in Formartine by consultants WSP now 

completed; starting on Marr; to report to Council 1-2/24. CY explained 

that this is an assessment of “fit for purpose”, not a condition survey. 

4 core paths are surveyed in each area, plus a sample of every core 

path in Aberdeenshire. 

• 2 paths are closed in South area due to storm damage: at Edzell, and 

Northwaterbridge Viaduct. 

• Path grading: Responding to a question from HW, CY explained that 

the Paths for All national grading system is useful but does not inform 

on the actual condition of the path. NT advised that the FLS system 

uses standardised descriptive texts. BF shared relevant link.  
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 3. Levelling up fund – Feasibility studies CY reported that the Council is 

now letting contracts for feasibility studies, some of which are access-

related.  

4. ALOAF archive and web pages – retention of documents 

(1) BF reported that the Council retention period is normally 5-7 years.  

The Forum’s view is that the ALOAF Minutes should be retained 

permanently, as they may prove useful, but they should be converted 

from Word to pdf format to protect the contents. Action point for BF.     

(2) ALOAF membership spreadsheet: BF will update and ensure 

consistent with GDPR. NT’s experience is that it is acceptable to 

indicate who was present at meetings. 

Re retention of Minutes, GP commented that this will preserve evidence of 

access in the event of right-of-way issues in the future.  

The Forum agreed that the way forward could be for the website aloaf.org.uk 

to be the repository for permanent storage of the Minutes. BF to ensure that 

CY is provided with all relevant archives for the ALOAFwebsite.   

 

 

 

 

BF 

BF 

 

 

 

CY 

BF 

5 Operating principles and membership 

“Affiliate membership” Action point for All to think about this topic [see 

Minutes of Meeting 89, Min. Sec.] including implications for forwarding 

Minutes.  

 

ALL 

 

6 Consultations and initiatives 

CY drew members’ attention to the Council’s “Engagement Aberdeenshire” 

portal  

https://engage.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/ which posts public consultations to 

which may be of interest to them as individual members of the public (not on 

behalf of ALOAF). The Montgarrie-Alford Active Travel Route is an example 

of a current consultation. 
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Planning for activities, events, training, information 

Turriff Show and Aboyne Highland Games 

Agreed not to repeat Aboyne in 2024. Re Turriff, although BF reported that 

Council budgets are tight, and the Forum could ask other stalls to hand out 

ALOAF information, discussion favoured ALOAF continuing to attend. The 

Show Secretary could be asked for a concessionary rate, but CY opted to 

ask Malcolm Whyte (Aberdeenshire Council) for £600 to cover the cost. 

In-person meeting Agreed to hold next ALOAF meeting (5/2/24) in-person; 

venue to be decided – BF and CY to discuss 

Site visit Evening visit to Balmedie to be kept in prospect.  

 

 

 

 

CY 

 

BF/CY 

BF/CY 

9 Working with neighbouring Access Forums (Aberdeen City / Moray / 

National Park) 

• CY reported that a possible cross-border access issue at Clashindarroch 

(Aberdeenshire/Moray) had been resolved. 

• CY to invite all neighbouring LAFs to ALOAF meetings. 

• HW said the topic would suit the 8/11/23 Ramblers workshop. 

 

 

 

 

CY 

10 AOCB 

• Links: GP asked if links could be sent to him CY to include links in 

Minutes. 

• Meeting Chat: Can BF save Chat? KG said if working with Teams App 

the Chat will be saved. BF to action as necessary. 

 

CY 

 

 

BF 
(done) 

https://engage.aberdeenshire.gov.uk/
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11 Casework (CLOSED SESSION):  

South – advice required on 1 case. 

North – information about 2 cases. 

 

12 Provisional dates of 2024 meetings 

5th February / 15th April / 3rd June / 2nd September (site visit) / 4th November 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


