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1. INTRODUCTION  
 
The ‘Sheffield Moors’ is a collective name for a group of connected upland, and predominantly moorland sites that are all in public 
or charitable ownership. Collectively, they provide an amazing and very accessible landscape for people and wildlife across some 
56 square kilometres (21 square miles) of the Peak District National Park including the iconic landscape of Stanage Edge, just 8 
miles from the centre of Sheffield. 
 
Over the past 18 months, the Sheffield Moors Partnership (a collaborative approach between the Peak District National Park 
Authority, National Trust, Sheffield Wildlife Trust, RSPB, Natural England and Sheffield City Council), has been working with those 
that use and cherish the Sheffield Moors, to develop a landscape scale ‘masterplan’ to guide future management of the area for 
people and wildlife. 
 

2. AN OVERVIEW OF THE CONSULTATION PROCESS   
 
The draft masterplan for the Sheffield Moors was developed during summer 2012 following a series of public and ‘Officer’ 
workshops held between February and April 2012, and a number of ’focus groups’ held in June 2012 with representatives of 
wildlife, archaeological and access groups. 
 
Following internal consultation on an early version of the draft masterplan within the organisations represented in the Sheffield 
Moors Partnership (SMP), a period of public consultation on the draft masterplan took place from the 18th September to the 30th 
November 2012. 
 
One of the ways of promoting consultation on the draft masterplan was through the dedicated website www.sheffieldmoors.co.uk, 
where electronic copies of both the draft masterplan and the associated maps could be viewed on-line or downloaded. A ‘round-
robin’ email was sent to all of those individuals and organisations on a stakeholder database developed since 2011, to help raise 
further awareness of the consultation. 
 
A web-based questionnaire was also provided, to help structure comments (see Appendix 1). Alternatively, the public could request 
a copy of the questionnaire be sent directly to them electronically or as a hard copy. At the same time, it was made clear that 
comments could also be provided in writing or by email to the Sheffield Moors Partnership Project Officer, Rita Whitcomb, and 
would be acceptable in other formats to that suggested by the questionnaire. 
 
In addition, hard copies of the full document and maps were provided on request. 
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The public consultation was also marketed in a variety of other ways: 
 

• A Sheffield Moors Partnership press release from the National Trust Communications Team in mid-September 2012, which 
garnered coverage from BBC Radio Sheffield, the Sheffield Telegraph, Sheffield Star and the Buxton Advertiser. 

• Over 100 posters were put up in and around the Sheffield Moors at main entrances for visitors including car parks and public 
rights of way, as well as within nearby communities such as Bamford and Hathersage, as well as Sheffield. 

• Web-links from the Sheffield Moors Partnership partners own web pages, and by a number of the stakeholder groups with 
an interest in the landscape. 

• A series of 15 public roadshows within the Sheffield Moors during September and October 2012, led by the SMP Project 
Officer, to raise awareness of the Sheffield Moors Partnership, the draft masterplan and the consultation process. These 
were held at a number of key entrance points into the landscape, and engaged 676 people (refer to Appendix 2 for further 
details). Members of the various partner organisations within the SMP attended and helped with the roadshows in a number 
of cases.  

• An interpretative A5 postcard was also specifically developed for the consultation process, and handed out at the roadshows  
 
Summary of the type of comments received from the f ormal consultation process 
 
Consultation comments in writing, via email or the consultation questionnaire were received in a variety of formats from 80 
individuals or organisations (a few of these provided multiple inputs). These responses can be divided into: 
 

• 28 completed consultation questionnaires (17 via the Sheffield Moors website, 1 by post and 10 questionnaires sent directly 
by email) 

• 51 other responses via email (including multiple inputs by two parties) 
• 1 other written submission 
• Of the above total of 80 response submissions, 29 were from primarily local community based representative organisations 

including those from the access, wildlife, geological and historic environment sectors. For example the Peak District Local 
Access Forum, Sheffield Bird Study Group, Sheffield Area Geology Trust, and Hunter Archaeology Society) as well as 
statutory bodies including the Environment Agency and South Yorkshire Archaeology Service. 

 
In addition, 676 people were engaged through the roadshows and a range of comments received. These were primarily from 
individuals out and about enjoying the Sheffield Moors, rather than from those representing organisations. 
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3. THE VERBATIM RECORD OF THE CONSULTATION COMMENTS  RECIEVED 
 
As outlined in the preceding section, the consultation feedback has been submitted in a variety of formats.  
 
Wherever possible the comments have been collated into one of the five key themes running through the masterplan: 
 
1. Being Involved 
2. Access and Recreation 
3. Sustainable Land Management 
4. Making the most of the Wider Benefits of the Moors 
5. Delivering the masterplan 

 
Where this was not possible, the comments have been grouped into other specific themes: 
 
6. The Draft Vision  
7. The Draft masterplan appendices 
8. The Draft masterplan maps 
9. The structure of the draft masterplan 
10. Any other comments that did not fit into the above categories 
 
Under each of the headings above, the comments received have been grouped into ‘topic’ areas. The ‘key issue’ that was raised by 
each group of comments has then been summarised and given a specific ‘Reference Number’. 
 
In all, 175 key issues were highlighted. 
 
In the Part 2 document, the Sheffield Moors Partnership’s response to each ‘key issue’ is provided together with a description of the 
changes proposed to the masterplan as a result of the key issue raised, where appropriate. In each case the Reference Number 
from the Part 1 document is also included to enable the reader to cross reference both documents. 
 
Please note: 
 

• The comments below are taken verbatim (i.e. as originally submitted) through the consultation process. However, in a small 
number of cases abbreviations and acronyms have been expanded to show the full meaning. Similarly in a small number of 
cases, additional wording has been added to improve the reader’s understanding. In the case of the latter, the brackets [  ] 
have been use to identify the additions. Any spelling errors have also been corrected. 

• Submissions have been kept anonymous except where explicit reference to a representative group has been made and it is 
not considered appropriate to remove the reference. 
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3.1. Being Involved 
 

Theme: Being Involved 
 
Topic Collated comments on this topic Summary of ke y issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
No. 

Like the idea of more education for visitors/volunteers with regard to 
learning about the moorland its economic benefits produce and farming. 
 
I strongly support the following 'key actions' 
 
1.3 a) Educate and engage diverse communities 
 
You don't use the word Education but to me it lies at the heart of the 
vision to marry high quality evidence based management with a sense 
of community ownership   involvement and use of the Sheffield Moors. 

Support for more education to 
deliver a variety of outcomes 
 

3.1.1 Education 

1.3 Good landscapes don't need all this 'education'. They speak for 
themselves. If you need to interpret them there's something wrong. 
'Learning opportunities' suggests propaganda. You will be evangelising 
for what's in the interests of the conservation industry 

That education and 
interpretation are 
unnecessary 

3.1.2 

 
Theme: Being Involved 
 
Topic Collated comments on this topic Summary of ke y issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
No. 

Volunteering Some of these things happen already e.g.’ Many aspects of the care 
and management of the landscape are delivered by volunteers  user 
groups  and the wider community facilitated by appropriate training 
programmes and other support.' and 'Visitors explore  enjoy and learn 
about the natural and historic environment  gaining a range of health 
benefits and a sense of well-being from the landscape and through a 
variety of experiences  from the wild moorland of areas like Stanage 
Edge  to the more formally managed like Longshaw' so you could 
expand on these to say how these may benefit/expand from the partners 
working together. e.g. are partners going to advertise each others 
events and opportunities 

How does the 
partnership/plan add to the 
voluntary work currently 
undertaken in the Sheffield 
Moors and increase the 
quality of volunteering? 
 

3.1.3 
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Theme: Being Involved 
 
Topic Collated comments on this topic Summary of ke y issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
No. 

It would be useful to make clearer distinctions between what is already 
happening, planned and what is aspirational and acknowledge the base 
which the plan is working from – already a lot of good stuff happening 
but doesn’t come through. For example, under being involved it reads as 
though the target by 2028 is to get volunteers involved in managing the 
area whereas there are already many volunteers on the ground and 
stakeholder forums exist – unless the idea is to substitute the volunteers 
for current paid posts?? If not then may say something like maintain and 
enhance opportunities for quality volunteering which will make a real 
difference in supporting delivery of the aims for the plan – potential 
stepping stones to paid employment etc etc.  
 
I strongly support the following 'key actions': 
 
1.1 a) Better coordination and joined up working of volunteering 
Think what are the opportunities for volunteers across every theme 

Health and well-
being  

• More stress on health and wellbeing benefits.  In the draft these are 
mentioned under Involve subsection 1.2 High quality visitor 
experience – I’d like to see a more specific reference somewhere 
else, especially as the action plan on 1.2 hasn’t really got anything 
on health.  Perhaps word ‘visitor’ is not quite the right word in this 
context?  I don’t really see Sheffield residents making use of and 
gaining benefit – health and otherwise – from the moorlands as 
‘visitors’.  It’s their land in many instances so they are as much 
owners as visitors!  Residents or users might be a better term?    

• So if the health aspect is being kept in subsection 1.2, I’d suggest 
1.2 High quality and healthy user experience; alternatively, and 
preferably - keep 1.2 as High quality user experience but include a 
separate sub section in theme 4 (or possibly theme 1) covering the 
physical and mental health and wellbeing benefits for users / 
residents; or have physical health in theme 2 and have a wellbeing 
subsection in theme 4 (or possibly theme 1).    

• I’d prefer ‘user’ or simply ‘people’ to ‘visitor’, in general (see 1.2, 2.1).  

Suggestion of a greater 
emphasis on the health 
benefits of the Sheffield 
Moors in the masterplan.  

3.1.4 
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Theme: Being Involved 
 
Topic Collated comments on this topic Summary of ke y issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
No. 

The phrase communities and visitors is used appropriately in some 
places: it could be ‘local communities’ but I realise this could get a bit 
wordy in places.  

 
Certainly try to include representation from the farming community in the 
Stakeholders Forum. Theme 1 – Being Involved – merely skates over 
this. 
 

Stakeholder 
involvement – 
farming 
community 
 Need buy in of land occupiers – tenants 

 

There is a need to make 
greater links to the farming 
community and their buy in to 
delivering the strategy 

3.1.5 

Stakeholder 
involvement – 
Derbyshire 
County Council 

DCC would welcome the opportunity to work more closely with the 
Partnership in co-ordinating the delivery of some of the outcomes/key 
actions of the masterplan, especially those within Section 1.1 (Being 
Involved). 

DCC would like to be more 
involved in delivering some of 
the key outcomes in the 
masterplan 

3.1. 6 

Stakeholder 
involvement at 
present 

The extent to which stakeholder organisations inform on and promote 
the area is greatly understated and merits stronger recognition. All the 
detailed information on climbing comes via the climbing community, just 
as aerial sports and mountain biking rely on their own host 
organisations. This is a partnership to be celebrated. 
 

Request for greater 
recognition in the masterplan 
of the existing contribution of 
stakeholders into the 
management of the 
landscape 

3.1.7 

Focus should be on novel communication methods e.g. Clarion 
Ramblers pod scrolls rather than more signs. There are plenty of 
illegible ones out there e.g. at Dennis Knoll! 
Para 1.2 (High quality visitor experience) -  mention use of technology 
specifically here. 
 
What about route maps for phones with references on gates/car 
parks...i.e. easy walking routes, more challenging, and extreme routes 
marked...If you were really clever then landmark, points or views of 
interest along the way. 
 

Interpretation 

Paragraph 1.2: Whilst applauding the efforts to educate and inform 
visitors about the Peak District, we are concerned about the extent and 

Request for use of new 
information technology such 
as pod scrolls and other 
virtual means to aid the 
‘visitor experience’ instead of 
fixed interpretation and 
signage 
 

3.1.8 
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Theme: Being Involved 
 
Topic Collated comments on this topic Summary of ke y issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
No. 

nature of “fixed interpretation and other signage at key entrances and 
gateways to the area” and anxious to avoid the Peak District becoming a 
theme park.  We strongly urge SMP to use virtual means wherever 
possible. 
Would like to see themed interpretation on Millstone routes and heritage 
information across Sheffield Moors. 
Key Action1.2b – how will this prioritisation take place in practice. NT to 
consider Longshaw as ‘The central hub’ to area in any future 
developments 
 

How will the partnership 
manage priorities about the 
development of existing 
visitor ‘hubs’? 
 

3.1.9 Planned key 
actions by 2018 – 
‘Visitor Hubs’ 

Not sure why Ecclesall Woods Centre is mentioned as one of visitor 
centres – better to focus on those right on doorstep or within the SMP 
area – plenty of other local attractions which probably have more 
footfall. 

Why is Ecclesall Woods 
woodland Discovery Centre in 
the proposals for visitor 
engagement when it is not 
within the Sheffield Moors 
area? 

3.1.10 
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3.2 Access and Recreation 
 

Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

These are 'open Moors' and I would vote to keep them that way.  I would 
not in the least like to see any fences or restrictions of access anywhere 
in this area. 
Some concern over any future restrictions on access 
I would resist the temptation by certain government bodies albeit well 
meaning to place no go areas in this region.  The ruination of Lathkill Dale 
is a good example of people wanting to enjoy the area being herded like 
sheep along paths and warning off of any activity beyond pathways.  This 
would be a sad day if the Sheffield Moors followed this very poor 
example! 

Keeping the 
moors open and 
unrestricted 
 

In general I think the area will benefit from the actions proposed but this is 
guarded because I have to wait to see what restrictions are placed upon 
the area.  These wild places need to be preserved as wild places with 
access as they have been for centuries and I am sceptical sometimes as 
to the overbearing nature of good ideas when these get put into reality. 

That the moors are ‘open’ and 
should be kept free of 
restrictions on access such as 
fences or ‘no go’ areas 

3.2.1 

Yes to allow greater access to Sheffield’s’ green and open spaces to 
more categories of user than at present (ROWIP) 
I like the fact that people and communities are at the heart of the plan - 
the moors are so accessible to so many people and highly valued it's 
important to retain this.  I also like the idea of a connected access network 
- the moors have great potential for better joined up paths and bridleways.   
Connecting bridleways and access routes so as to make it much easier to 
cycle out to the peak from Sheffield and visit different areas. 
Strongly support theme 2 - Access & Recreation and the points 2.1, 2.2 
and 2.3 
Support 
Maintaining access (rights) 
I welcome some joined up thinking around access routes in the Sheffield 
moors area.  I live in Sheffield and my main interest is mountain biking.  
Opportunity for iconic circular walk joining/crossing different ownerships 

Support for an 
integrated 
access network 
 

I strongly support Key delivery action 2.2 a) Create integrated access 

Considerable support was 
expressed for a more 
integrated access network 
across the Sheffield Moors 

3.2.2 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

routes 
Generally, BHS support SMP plans, as suggested in Draft. Should 
represent a big improvement, if implemented. 

Very keen to see as joined up a network of off-highway routes as possible 
and greater continuity within provision. For example, principles affecting 
structures and specifications. 
Access  
The commitment in the Vision is welcomed for integrated multi-use 
access, together with a partnership approach which recognises the 
value of volunteers. The Vision could be strengthened, however, to 
include a reference to sustainable access. This is not only in terms 
of access being in keeping with the area's heritage, landscape and 
wildlife interests, but also in helping to reduce car use and 
encouraging people to walk, ride or travel by public transport. In this 
way, local residents and visitors could be encouraged to take a 
more responsible approach to their use of the access network 
through an increased understanding of wider environmental issues. 
 
There is a considerable overlap with the Rights of Way Improvement Plan 
(ROWIP) 2007 – 2012 produced by DCC, and it is welcome that this 
document is referenced. The ROWIP includes a Statement of Action that 
can be accessed via: http://www.derbyshire.gov.uk/leisure/ 
countryside/access/rights_of_way_ 
improvements/default.asp 
 
Please can you also refer to DCC's East Derbyshire Greenway Strategy 
1998, which is being reviewed, and the West Derbyshire and High Peak 
Greenway Strategy published in October 2008, both of which relate to this 
area. These set out proposals to develop a network of multi-user traffic 
free routes to connect people and places. They can be accessed via: 
http://www.derbyshire.gov.uk/leisure/ 
countryside/access/greenways/strategies/ 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

default.asp 
 
The ROWIP highlights the need for:  
• more bridleways, circuits and easy access routes;  
• promoting and encouraging responsible use of the access network; 
and  
• greater community involvement in managing local rights of way, 
especially with volunteers.  
The 'holistic' approach to managing the Moors 

The emphasis on the Moors as a gateway to the Peak - encouraging the 
people of Sheffield to use the Moors themselves rather than simply driving 
across them to reach the Peak 'honeypots'. As a keen mountain biker the 
provision of traffic free link routes across the area would be a huge boon 
and would reduce the numbers of people driving into the Peak to start 
their rides 
Strongly support the development of a network of bridleways - a previous 
comment of mine during consultation. This may reduce the illegal use of 
footpaths by cyclists and encourage more horse riders. 
I very much welcome the proposed opening up of the new bridleway 
routes 
All good  but particularly keen on the proposal of addition[al] bridleways to 
provide a variety of traffic free links from Sheffield to the Derwent Valley  
something which is sadly lacking at the moment 
To work towards improving legitimate cycle and equestrian access 

Support for cycle & equestrian access to moors 

Access for cycle 
and horse-riding 
interests 

Supports plans cycle & horse routes that are car traffic free 

There is support for improving 
legitimate access for cycle 
and horse-riding interests 

3.2.3 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

We challenge the need for “strategic, multi-user routes”.  There is already 
a good network of public footpaths and bridleways across the SMP area 
and elsewhere within the Peak District.  Any additional funding might be 
better spent on maintaining this network since many of the routes are 
difficult to navigate in the winter months. 
 
In addition, there is a false assumption that all users have an equal claim 
to access. It is clear that man, horses, bikes and vehicles have a differing 
impact on the land. We are therefore opposed to the proposed conversion 
of many of our most beautiful public footpaths into bridleways e.g. 
Burbage valley and the routes along Curbar and Froggatt Edge. Creation 
of bridlepaths would necessitate wider routeways that would scar the 
landscape.  It would also adversely effect the peaceful enjoyment of some 
of our most precious and tranquil countryside by walkers and climbers 
who would constantly having to make way for faster bike traffic. 
Were strongly oppose this initiative (the proposed conversion of many 
public footpaths to bridleways) which, were it to proceed, would 
significantly impair the landscape and spoil the enjoyment of walkers and 
climbers 

Challenge the 
need for 
strategic, multi-
user access 
routes and the 
conversion of 
some footpaths 
to bridleways 
 

Opposed to proposals to change some footpaths to bridleways on the 
grounds that this would impair the landscape and spoil enjoyment of 
walkers and climbers 
 

Concerns raised that there is 
already a good network of 
public bridleways and 
footpaths, and any funding 
should be spent on 
maintaining the existing 
network. Conversion of some 
footpaths to bridleways would 
lead to wider routes and scar 
the landscape as well as 
adversely affecting the 
peaceful enjoyment of the 
countryside 

3.2.4 

More emphasis on the benefits of access to countryside and recreational 
pursuits such as walking, climbing and cycling. There is more to this than 
the fact some people like to do these activities. It is hugely important for 
the physical and mental wellbeing of those of us who live and work in the 
city of Sheffield to have this available to us. In my opinion it's the best 
reason for living in Sheffield. 

The wider 
benefits of 
access and 
recreation 
 

Access and Recreation 
There's no reference at all to the needs of an increasing urban population 
for contact with natural beauty, tranquillity and to experience a wide range 
of native wildlife. A remarkable omission. 
 

That more emphasis is made 
in the masterplan about the 
wider benefits of access and 
recreation such as physical 
and mental well-being, and 
the need for contact with 
nature in an increasingly 
urban world 

3.2.5 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

In Strategic Outcome 2.2, some mention of connectivity with the public 
transport network would be good.  
It is right to mention public transport, but should this reference be 
expanded? What about cars? It is inevitable that many will access the 
area by private motor vehicle. Should there be some overarching policy 
on how to accommodate this phenomenon? Sympathetic management 
can direct where key access points to open country cohere with desire 
lines and make subsequent land and conservation management easier. 
This is a useful tool and not one to be eschewed. 
Access should be broadened to include long term consideration of the 
road network and future discussion of ways to live with/moderate the 
effects of increasing traffic. 
Public Transport – be more pro-active within SMP to take this forward. 
Have lead partner. Need more discussion by Steering Group 

Public Transport 

Somewhere the thorny problem of car use, traffic control / restriction, and 
car parking will need to be covered.  Personally I’d like to see 
encouragement for public transport use.  The rationale for including this 
whole issue includes: visual intrusion, pollution, carbon cost, use of 
scarce resources (oil depletion), accidents, management cost, land-take, 
and equity (many people, especially those in some of the target groups, 
don’t have access to a car because of age (youth), infirmity, inability to 
drive (many women), or low income.   

That the SMP’s approach to 
public transport and its 
integration with the public 
rights of way network be 
made more explicit and 
strengthened in the 
masterplan 

3.2.6 

Key gateways 
into the 
Sheffield Moors 
 

Access and recreation 
The approach adopted towards access and recreation is to suggest key 
gateways such as Redmires, Stanage, Burbage, Longshaw, and Curbar 
Gap and map the details of where there are particular issues (Fig 6) and 
how they might be resolved (Fig 7). We suggest a more strategic 
approach mapping access points and their integration with transport hubs 
for access to the land mass as a whole. Key gateways should be chosen 
that integrate access by sustainable modes e.g. Dore, Hathersage and 
Grindleford have good links with public transport (rail and bus) and room 
for car parking; Redmires is near to Sheffield and people can walk cycle 
or bus in. These access points, rather than Stanage Burbage and Curbar 
Gap which are on the brink of open country and within the Masterplan 

Suggested that the key 
‘gateways’ into the landscape 
should be the (public) 
transport hubs that surround 
the Sheffield Moors like 
Hathersage and Calver 
Sough, rather than those in 
open country such as 
Stanage and Redmires  
 

3.2.7 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

boundary, should be the focus for access, onward travel (park and use 
local bus or cycle hire) and information. This would fulfil both Defra’s and 
the DfT’s aims for sustainable travel as expressed in the Natural 
Environment White Paper (2011) and Creating Growth Cutting Carbon 
(2011) respectively. 
 
The Dark Peak NIA on its website refers to improvements to ‘people 
corridors’ – 20km of better access routes that link the surrounding urban 
populations into these nature rich places - which implies direct routes for 
walking, cycling or horse riding from the conurbations into the moors. We 
suggest strategic routes by foot, cycle or horse should be indicated or 
designed in to provide maximum car free access.  
 
Greater mutual understanding between legitimate user groups was 
identified through previous consultations. This is only partially addressed. 
For example, there is no mention of the need to manage routes vehicular 
routes for the benefits of all users, wildlife and landscape. These issues 
are being debated at the moment (e.g. recent TRO on Long Causeway) 
and should be acknowledged as issues for the partnership to address and 
manage. 
Should Stanage, Burbage and Curbar Gap be described, on page 14, as 
‘key gateways’? Are not Hathersage and Calver Sough the key gateways, 
and indeed transport hubs? 
Similarly under gateways to the landscape, where there are current or 
planned provision I think it is better to say so and that the aspiration is to 
develop current gateways and look at providing new ones to complement 
these to cover the area in a more holistic way.  
Key Delivery Action: 2.1. I would recast this to make it clearer.  Is it only 
the Redmires gateway which is to be implemented by 2018 or is it 
proposed that all gateways identified under this paragraph should also be 
implemented in the same time frame? 

Redmires as a 
‘gateway’ into 
the Sheffield 
Moors  
 Development of Redmires as a gateway - currently much about the area 

is poor. Resolving the long term future of the route to Stanage Pole and 
the Long Causeway beyond should be part of this. The surface of some 

There is a variety of views 
about proposals to improve 
the recreational infrastructure 
at the Redmires/Long 
Causeway entrance to the 
Sheffield Moors. The 
concerns relate to the 

3.2.8 
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Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

sections is currently unsuitable for walkers, horse riders or even most 
cyclists 
I am concerned however about the increased focus on Redmires as a 
gateway. Redmires is already an extremely popular area and the vast 
majority of visitors and their dogs use it to access Hallam/Stanage Moors 
which are already very well-trodden rather than the Sheffield Moors to the 
South. Would it not be better to focus on improving/ advertising a more 
southerly access point or to perhaps ensure that there are more/better 
circular walks down onto the Sheffield Moors from Redmires so that the 
visitors and their impact can be spread more thinly? 
It would be appreciated if the planned improvements to the 'recreational 
infrastructure' at the Redmires Gateway (especially for cyclists) could be 
refocused towards more southerly locations (Lady Canning’s?). There are 
already a huge amount of visitors in the area of Redmires and disturbance 
and erosion caused (by mountain bikers especially) to footpaths on 
Hallam Moors/Stanage Edge is an increasing problem. To intensify the 
focus on Redmires as a gateway would only increase pressure on 
footpaths (some of which are concessionary) that are already in need of 
restoration. As this land is privately owned there is little budget for 
footpath restoration and the landscape will suffer as a result. 

potential for this to lead to 
increased recreational 
pressure on Hallam and 
Stanage Moors, where some 
of the access infrastructure is 
already considered to be 
suffering from lack of 
maintenance 

Theme 2 – [Outcome] 2.2 – Lead Organisation – should the Local Access 
Forum not be included. They legally have to advise on all the access 
issues. 

Role of the 
Local Access 
Forums 

At all stages the two Local Access Forums (for Sheffield and the Peak 
District) should be involved as they are the statuary bodies who 
"advise Local Authorities on matters to do with access and rights of way". 

That the Peak District and 
Sheffield Local Access 
Forums have a key role in 
informing the proposals 
related to Theme 2 ‘Access 
and Recreation’ 

3.2.9 

Good planning 
and liaison with 
stakeholder 
before any 
proposed 
access changes 
 

However it is with "Key Actions" we have some concern. We have a fear 
they can be raising expectations which may not be achievable or even 
desirable in some cases. The "Plan" itself tries to be all things to all 
people. Looking  at Figure 6 "Current Access ...etc" and Figure 7 
"Potential Additional Access.....etc" there are potential conflict areas 
between recreational users as well as with those who farm such 
land. When looking at "opportunities" we must make sure there is a win-
win situation for all "players". 

That any changes to the 
access network need careful 
and considered consultation 
and involvement of 
stakeholders including 
farming and conservation 
interests in what is a 
internationally designated 

3.2.10 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Also because there are several players each having its own remit we must 
make sure that each has an understanding of what the other is about so 
there is consistency in approach in furthering opportunities. 
Concerns plan may be too ambitious therefore care needed to ensure all 
parties catered for 
In section 2.2 A connected access network. By ‘appropriately integrated’ 
is it inferred that any new or upgraded route will be sited with the SSSI 
interest (biological/ geological) in mind?  Clearly Archaeological interest is 
a factor for consideration here also but my concern lies mainly in the siting 
and future implications of new/upgraded routes in terms of their impact on 
vegetation, species and geological interest.  There needs to be an 
understanding that access proposals cannot be considered where there 
might be a resulting loss of or damage to any SSSI/SPA/SAC feature.  
There should be an acceptance also that damage may take time to occur. 
Improving access will increase visitor numbers and while an improved 
access network should help manage recreational pressure to some 
degree there will inevitably be problems associated with the increase.  
Short cut/desire lines, an increase in visitors going off piste to escape the 
busier areas, braiding of habitats close to access routes where damage 
occurs in wet weather etc. The fragility of the Sheffield Moors is not 
something which comes across particularly through the Masterplan 
That all access proposals must take proper account of conservation 
interests 
We would caution against certain commitments regarding Bridleways over 
the moorlands remembering these moors are SSSI and as such will 
require Natural England’s input 
Concerns about possible new bridleways at Longshaw. Increase in 
bridleways at Longshaw etc could have negative impact on Visitor 
Experience scores of current users – change needs managing carefully 

landscape 

Pace of change 
to the access 
network 
 

That quite a lot of these should be tackled far more quickly, before any 
more of us become too decrepit too benefit! Particular changes that 
require minimal infrastructure, merely changes in attitude or designation, 
could be effected in the near future. 
Request that the access proposals be implemented more quickly than 

That the some of the access 
infrastructure proposals be 
implemented more quickly 
that the masterplan indicates 

3.2.11 
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suggested 
Theme 2 – Access and Recreation – very positive, although would like to 
see a shorter time span for enactment, since may require very little 
infrastructure. Particularly like the general theme of ‘joined up seamless’ 
management of all aspects. 

Funding bid for 
path work 

Key Delivery Action 5.2 c page 25. Is ‘Paths for Communities’ still relevant 
elsewhere if not going ahead on EMP land? 

That reference to a planned 
funding bid to the Natural 
England ‘Paths for 
Communities’ grant award, for 
the Eastern Moors, be 
removed from the masterplan 

3.2.12 

I’ve often wished the bridleways formed a better network: 
 
For example, when you drop down either the causeway or the narrow 
bridleway from Stanage edge there are only footpaths down to 
Hathersage, we have to go by road.   
Equally there is a lot of road work involved in getting back to Sheffield.  
From the Millstone pub across to Grindleford station could be opened up. 

Support expressed for 
creation of bridleways from 
Stanage Edge to Hathersage 
and through Greenwood 
Farm to Grindleford Station 
 

3.2.13 

Although outside the SMP area, I would like to see a bridleway from 
Greenwood Farm down to the river Derwent and thence to Leadmill 
Bridge (Hathersage).  Ideal would be an off-road cycle route to following 
the river between Hathersage and Grindleford 

New bridleways proposed 
from Greenwood Farm 
alongside the River Derwent 
to Hathersage 
 

3.2.14 

Specifically – re-open the ‘Green Drive’ from Burbage Bridge to Fox 
House to horse-riders – currently the only group excluded from this 
ancient packhorse route. 
Differing views on the proposal to introduce a bridleway into the Burbage 
Valley 

Bridleway 
proposals 
(specific) 
 
 

The one concern I have is the route through the Burbage Valley.  If this is 
to be the current footpath below Burbage Edge, I can see some potential 
conflicts with walkers at busy periods, especially weekends.  It’s a great 
walk for families with children (I used to take my kids there when they 
were small) and perhaps not ideal in those circumstances for mountain 

There are a variety of views 
regarding proposals to create 
a bridleway route in the 
Burbage Valley, and the 
potential impacts on existing 
users 

3.2.15 
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bikers, who would want to pick up some speed on the way down to Toad’s 
Mouth (I know I would) 
The wide track from Burbage across to the toad’s mouth would make an 
excellent bridleway; an extension across to Longshaw would be nice too. 
We feel that allowing cycles and horses access across land which is 
occupied by cattle and sheep with no fencing could lead to potential 
hazards which we could be liable for being one of the tenant farmers that 
farm the land.  Also allowing cycles and horses across a peat bog on the 
moor could be dangerous for both sets of riders and also do untold 
damage to the surrounding area and environment.  

Concerns raised about 
proposals to change a 
footpath to a bridleway from 
Ringinglow Road to Porter 
Clough 
 

3.2.16 

Concerned to see today that horses are using the footpath between 
Clodhall Lane, Curbar & the A625 at Froggatt in preparation for its alleged 
upgrade to a bridleway. Objected on basis that: 
 
a) Health & Safety – the footpath to the south (Clodhall Lane to 
Wellington’s monument) is currently a bridleway and over 90% of the 
route is in excess of five metres wide allowing for a horse to safely pass a 
child’s buggy. The footpath between Clodhall Lane, Curbar & the A625 at 
Froggatt is, for more than 75% of its length less than two metres wide 
ensuring that pedestrians would be dangerously close to the horses. 
 
b) Environmental damage – again, to compare the land to the south, the 
rough moorland gives way to cultivated land after just 100 metres. I 
believe that this is due to the excrement form both cows and horses being 
allowed to run naturally down the hillside and changing the ph levels of 
the soil. Much of the bridleway is eroded to a depth of up to 0.5 metres 
from a combination of natural drainage AND the horses' hooves churning 
the ground. Currently, the footpath is surfaced with stone chippings. 
However, just the three horses cantering (Yes, they were at times 
cantering ... NOT walking) showed damage to the footpath structure and 
surface. 
 
c) Changing a Right of Way – I believe that, in order to change the 

Support for and against 
changing the footpath along 
the top of Froggatt and 
Curbar Edge to a bridleway 
 

3.2.17 
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designated use requires the footpath to have had regular unchallenged 
horse traffic for a 20-year period. I only found out about the difference 
because I was stopped from riding a mountain bike on this section some 
15 years ago by a Park Ranger! 
 
A bridleway runs from the shooting lodge at the top of Froggatt hill drops 
you out on the road by the Grouse pub – I would love to be able to ride 
along White Edge or across Froggatt Edge too but these are footpaths, 
although there is a very entertaining bridleway along Baslow edge 
I am concerned that after many years of bikes being banned from Curbar 
and Froggatt Edges, the signs have been taken down, and more bikes are 
using the main pathway. As a cyclist myself, I have nothing against 
cyclists but if they are allowed, numbers will soon increase dramatically, 
causing erosion of the path and also there are so many walkers and dog 
owners that there will undoubtedly be friction between the 2 groups, also 
the path will be widened by walkers stepping off the path to avoid bikes.  
Enclosing more specific request for access consideration onto Hallam 
Moor, known locally as ‘Hill 60’: 
 
Rationale:  
• to allow legitimate cycle and equestrian access to this area, utilising 

practice and knowledge from when the previous tenant of 
Wymingbrook Farm and his family, routinely used ridden horses to 
check up on,  winter-feed and gather his sheep flocks grazing on this 
site, 

• to contain both potential horse riders, and cyclists (currently, but 
illegally roaming on this site), onto a recognised route, limiting any 
adverse effects on livestock or environment 

 
• To allow greater access to Sheffield's green and open spaces to more 

categories of user than at present (ROWIP).to provide a sustainable 
route which would need very little infrastructure and impact minimally 
on the existing, walker-only footpaths (recognising that only walkers 

That legitimate horse-riding 
and cycle access be 
improved on Hallam Moors, 
with links to Wyming Brook 
and to the Long Causeway at 
Redmires, through the 
creation of new bridleways 

3.2.18 
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enjoy 'Right to Roam' ). 
 
Possible Bridleway Routes: 
To re-open the old path from Long Causeway (integral to sheep-gathering 
off these moors before 1990s), crossing the private drive up to Stanage 
Lodge, and entering gate at site of Lord's Seat, only the ruined 
foundations of which now remain. See map. There is a long-established 
cart track between foundation stones of old walls here which (although 
very overgrown by pine trees and marshy in places) still supports 
Landrover / tractor weight vehicles. 
  
It is possible to follow the old track and walls through Broadshaw 
Plantation. It is also possible to see from the current vehicle tracks where 
the present farmer regularly drives round this site to check on and take 
feed to his sheep; which wheel marks have in places deviated from the 
original cart track to avoid particularly wet patches; but clearly indicate an 
already-demarcated route which will support cycles and horse riders 
(much lighter, less erosive). Guiding users in this way would allow the 
farmer more control over any access impact. 
  
Options: 
following the vehicle tracks and turning right handed back down the solid-
based cart track (see map), down to the car park at roadside, 
  
Continue to bear right around the far side of Hill 60, temporarily joining the 
existing footpath, and turning off at a right angle just before the narrow 
pedestrian gate, skirting the existing fence, and down the slope to the 
solid cart track and existing car park gate. 
  
Access from Long Causeway track would necessitate crossing a private 
drive. If this is unacceptable, perhaps consideration could be given to 
opening another route towards the open area beyond Lord's Seat (see 
map), from the galvanised gate off the public highway, just before 
Stanage Lodge Drive, on right hand side, up through the plantation, 
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utilising the existing tree thinning programme and the original plantation 
tracks and clearings, again see map. 
  
Ideally: a permissive route up the existing wide grass margin of Stanage 
Lodge Drive itself, only as far as Lord's Seat gateway, where the 
crossroad path intersects back to Long Causeway track, which would 
require no infrastructure at all. However, houses here are isolated, 
already security concerns locally about night cyclists / torchlights on 
footpaths / fields, although an established route could be the answer. 
  
However, at very least, a bridleway route from car park track, allowing a 
loop back around Hill 60 to car park must be considered, if more than one 
group of users (walkers) can enjoy legitimate access to any of this lovely 
area and the spectacular views provided. 
To allow legitimate cycle and equestrian access onto Hallam Moor 
Suggestion of allowing cycle and horse-riding access onto Hallam Moors 
I would endorse the proposals submitted by others regarding the opening 
of access for cycle and equestrian use on Hallam Moor 
With reference to the area around Redmires / Sloughley . I think it would 
be brilliant to allow cyclists   horse riders to avoid the roads and enable all 
to pursue their sports more safely and out of the way of traffic on the 
narrow twisting lanes in the area 
 
Depending on the finances options 1 2 3 4 would allow many variety of 
routes . However what ever route is chosen would be a benefit to all 
 
With reference to Hill 60 and the surrounding moors and woodlands it 
would be great to restore the original bridal ways in the best way that 
would work well for the farmers and landowners . Thank you for all the 
hard work of the Sheffield Moors Partnership . 
Support plans around Redmires & Hill 60 for new routes 
Proposal for new bridleways (Soughley Lane to Long Causeway, 
Redmires) 
Rationale: 
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• to enable horse riders and cyclists some legitimate access to the 

'green and open spaces' (ROWIP) around Redmires Reservoirs, 
• To permit horse riders and cyclists to avoid the dangerous stretch of 

road; from the bus terminus @ Long Causeway / Redmires Rd / 
Soughley Lane junction, down the blind bend into Wymingbrook; in 
order to access either Public Bridleway Wymingbrook Drive, and / or 
Long Causeway and Stanage Pole, 

• To create a bridleway route that will not conflict with or reduce existing, 
walker-only, footpaths. 

• To reduce existing conflict between walkers and cyclists illegally 
circling the dams on some unsuitable paths. 

 
I have just become aware of the proposed plans for bridleways on the 
moors out around Redmires, and hope it's not too late to voice my 
support. I particularly like the proposed bridleway across the moors, 
coming out to meet up with Wymingbrook. As a regular horse-rider in this 
area, it would be fantastic to ride over the moors. I would certainly feel "at 
one with nature" by doing this. On a more practical note, any changes to 
avoid the increasingly busy roads would be extremely welcome. Both 
motorised drivers and cyclists seem to be becoming less considerate of 
riders and horses. I also live locally, having just moved into Wyming Brook 
Farm on Redmires rd (not the one referred to in the plans) and as a local 
resident would support these increased bridleways. I look forward to 
developments with interest and eager anticipation of riding across the 
moors. 
I have seen 'wish list' proposals from the bridleway group to extend a 
bridleway through Lord Seats, and around the bottom of hill 60, which off 
road cyclists are using occasionally at the moment. This indeed would be 
a brilliant ride! I do think that the current tenant will need to be fully 
consulted, as he may have views about the safety and viability of this. 
There are hopes to link this to the Wyming brook bridleway, which again 
would make a good circular route. May I say that my main concern about 
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this is the night time use. Currently cyclists use this path at night, 
complete with  bright headlights, and sometimes some sort of tracker 
noise (not sure what it is...High pitched bleeping?). 
With rural crime fairly rife at the moment (we had our quad stolen from the 
farm last year) it is fairly disconcerting to see lights at the edge of the field, 
in the middle of nowhere. Especially with the rise of wild life 'crime' such 
as illegal hare coursing, or stealing of stock. The lights also disturb the 
stock at crucial times (lambing, when moving fields, new animals). 
I would like to express my support for any bridle ways in the Redmires 
area as off road riding is extremely limited and it would be fantastic to 
open ANY of the suggested routes. Please let me know of any action I 
could take to support any developement. 
Future Access Considerations: 
 If adjacent landowners, such as the Archdale Estate, were to link into the 
Sheffield Moors Plan with a seamless management strategy, then 
consideration would be much appreciated for the following proposal: 
 
Across Brown Edge, either utilising the Conduit from the reservoir 
(existing footpath gates on the Conduit are just wide enough to lead a 
saddled horse through, being used like this in pursuit of sheep on 
occasion);  
  
Or the existing farm-vehicle tracks from Hill 60, through the metal gate 
across molinia grassland (completely avoiding the public footpath, walker-
only, descent, with its steep / planking / stile hazards. This footpath route 
was used by shepherding and leisure horse riders from Wymingbrook 
Farm, but is now quite inappropriate for multi-users); 
 
either possibility to:  
 
join the existing public footpath, parallel to the 'Horse Field' boundary with 
Wymingbrook Farm, traversing the Conduit and continuing down, over the 
stream, to then bear right on the existing footpath through Reddicar 
Clough, and leading out into Wymingbrook Drive ('Old Road'). This route 
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was routinely used for sheep gathering, and is very well known to 
Hammond/Thompson family, and horse riders currently at Wymingbrook 
Farm. Although a section of this moor is now enclosed by fence, and 
remains walker-only designated, plenty of cyclists already enjoy this 
footpath. Horse riders would greatly appreciate any legitimate extension 
to their network, and this could potentially link Redmires, Hill 60, 
Wymingbrook and Fox Hagg without any recourse to the public highway, 
and involve very little infrastructural change, at all 

Multi-user 
routes and their 
design 
 

British Horse Society recognise bridleways are increasingly multi-user 
(cycles, especially), and very keen to minimise conflicts - 
therefore emphasis on unenclosed tracks, maximising and maintaining 
widths and sightlines wherever environmentally possible. Horses are 
'flight animals' (i.e., run away from scary things), so limiting close or 
startling encounters - avoids problem. Most horse riders understand 
bicycles, but not vice versa, but since no one wants loads of 
explanatory signage, design consideration of paths should take this into 
account where feasible. 
 

That multi-user routes are 
well designed (maxmising 
width) and managed (good 
sightlines etc) to reduce the 
potential for conflict between 
different users 

3.2.19 

Proposals for 
multi-user 
routes in Lady 
Canning’s 
Plantation, 
Ringinglow 

Lady Canning’s Plantation - the original proposal that went before [the 
Sheffield] Local Access Forum (LAF) around 2 years ago; and has been 
subsequently added to by cycling / camping enthusiasts. [This] was [the] 
basis for site meeting [between Sheffield LAF, Sheffield City Council 
Public Rights of Way Team, and SCC Parks and Countryside in 
November 2012]. I think SCC’s Public Rights of Way Team is writing 
this up, and will forward, but one of conclusions was that horse riders and 
cyclists would be expected to risk-assess and part-fund some aspects of 
their increased access into this site. Necessitating local fund-raising. I 
went to a meeting of Hallam Riders' Group last night, where funding 
principle was again agreed and supported. 

That long-standing proposals 
for a bridleway route and 
horse-riding access, together 
with a mountain bike, route be 
taken forward in Lady 
Canning’s Plantation, 
Ringinglow 

3.2.20 

Mountain biking I agree with the majority of this plan but I do not think that you have done 
enough to address the needs of mountain bikers like myself. Firstly can 
we please have a different classification of route for mountain biking, yes 
most bridleways are suitable for bikes but just because a route is not 
suitable for horses does not mean that it cannot make an excellent biking 

Support expressed for more 
dedicated and permissible 
routes for mountain biking, 
and a request for the 
involvement of the mountain 

3.2.21 
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route?  
 
Secondly can we please have more routes made permissible for mountain 
biking? As you state in the report there are many sections of bridleway 
which do not link up properly but you have done little to address this in 
your plan. There are a number of popular mountain biking sections which 
are technically footpaths but used by many cyclists to link up the existing 
bridleways; rather than reprimanding people for doing this you should 
recognise that this is happening because many of the existing legal routes 
do not connect up properly. I can tell you from experience that at present 
there are only a dozen or so good mountain biking routes in the peak 
district that do not involve using long road sections or riding on footpaths 
to link up the bridleways.  
 
I believe that if more footpaths were reclassified as suitable for mountain 
biking then people would use these routes rather than breaking the law 
and disturbing walkers. I would even suggest that in a few cases routes 
should be changed so that bikes have right of way over other users where 
there is an alternative (and sometimes preferable) footpath available. 
Mountain biking and cycling in general is the fastest growing sport in the 
UK and you should be doing more to encourage it in the peak district. 
Would like a mountain bike trail Sheffield to Hathersage or Froggatt 
Trails close to Sheffield are also especially important for young people 
who do not have much money or their own transport to get to mtb trail 
centres or destinations for cross country rides further out in the Peak.  
They also help to reduce car journeys – you don’t always have to travel if 
the local trails are so good and would be even better if a route out to 
Hathersage or over Froggatt edge were opened up. 
We applaud the aspiration to rationalise management across this totemic 
landscape.  The vast majority of mountain bikers see the Sheffield Moors 
not simply as a place in which to enjoy their chosen pastime but also as a 
landscape of great intrinsic value and are keen to see it protected and 
enhanced.  We would contend that mountain biking has a very low 
environmental impact and is a valuable way to introduce people, 

bike representative 
organisations like Ride 
Sheffield in access proposals 
that could impact on mountain 
biking interests 
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particularly the young, to the singular beauty of the Peak District.  Equally 
we understand that we have a responsibility to that environment and 
would seek to participate in its protection through volunteering and by 
engaging with land managers and owners.   Mountain bikers are wholly 
supportive of the intention to expand the rights of way network and 
improve connectivity particularly if it removes the necessity to ride on the 
road, a particularly important consideration for beginners and 
families.  We would, as a matter of some urgency, seek to be involved at 
the earliest possible stage in the design and implementation of any 
improvements and, when appropriate, suggest further expansion of the 
rights of way network.   
 
Proposal for new mountain biking routes  (Burbage Moor) – Matthew 
Royston 
Fig 1 routes A and B are part of the access land and are two routes 
regularly used by walkers and cyclists. Unfortunately neither of them are 
marked footpaths (or bridleways). Consequently these routes are starting 
to get damaged (especially route A out to ox stones and back) by bikes 
(and you can clearly see this at this time of year). I don't see that it's 
possible to stop bikes using these routes and so making them proper 
cycle routes and maintaining them as such would both protect the local 
area and open the area up more to recreation 
 
Proposal for new mountain biking routes (Blacka Moor) – Matthew 
Royston 
Fig 2 routes A and B are similar to the above, already used by bikes a lot 
and getting damaged (A is locally marked as a footpath but isn't on a map, 
B is already a footpath. Routes C and D are both already footpaths but 
opening them up to bikes would greatly help with linking routes in the area 
together  
The needs of cyclists should be recognised 
Would like to see the continuation of cycling activities in the area.  
Encourage increased usage by young riders from the local area. 
Recognising cyclists needs 
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Wants more cycling support 
Wants to encourage young cyclists  

Car parks 
(Redmires and 
Wyming Brook 
area) 
 

I understand that for greater access you will be looking to provide further 
car parks. The end of Soughly Lane has been mentioned, and also nearer 
to the Roman road. May I make a plea that these car parks are visible 
from the road, and not disguised by trees? The current car park by 
Redmires dams is not welcoming, and feels unsafe. Most cars park on the 
verges, damaging them rather than go into the car park. At night it is a 
particularly murky place, and when people come to be rescued from the 
boggy ground in there it can feel very intimidating. This car park would 
benefit from being open to the road, extended, and surfaced properly. 
The car park at Wyming brook is similarly shielded with trees, and 
although used a lot in the day, at night it does become a haunt of 
flytippers and 'doggers'.  
The car parks need to be visible, well fenced and have good surfaces, 
and consultation with the adjoining farmers, field tenants, and home 
owners, as they know what problems are likely to occur. 

That any (new) car parks are 
designed to be welcoming 
and sympathetic to the 
landscape, and are 
developed in consultation with 
stakeholders such as 
adjoining landowners and 
farming tenants 

3.2.22 

Car parks and 
horse boxes 

Re car parking proposals, to consider appropriateness and usability for 
location. A number of horse-box spaces across GB are completely 
impractical! On car parking generally (not specifically for possible horse 
trailers or BHS), more consultation with people who live and work locally 
is essential at the planning stage, to avoid unused car parks (as at 
Redmires, currently) or conflicts of interest / antagonism. Please consult! 

That car parks include 
provision for horse-boxes, 
and are developed in 
consultation with the British 
Horse Society 

3.2.23 

I should like to see more specific mention of access for disabled wherever 
possible, not to conflict with environmental/aesthetic goals, and would 
including disabled riders as proposed within Lady Canning’s Plantation. 
On page 31, mention of disabled/less able seems very low in priority, and 
other than elderly/visually impaired – no stakeholder representation 

Access for the 
disabled 
 

I would suggest developing a few short sections of path for disabled 
access where facilities are available.  The wide track from Burbage to the 
toad’s mouth could be a candidate.  There is ample parking at Burbage 
and usually an ice cream van.  Could a level extension somehow be put in 
to the café and facilities at Longshaw at the opposite end? 
Could a short circular path be put in at the bottom of Stanage edge? 

That more specific mention of 
access for the disabled, for 
example at Lady Canning’s 
Plantation and Longshaw, is 
included in the masterplan 
 

3.2.24 
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People often park along the road and picnic on the grass before you get 
to the cattle grid at Dennis Knoll.  There are already toilets near here, 
ample parking and a mobile café/coffee van is also usually there at the 
weekends too. 

Right to Roam 
 

I do not consider the Right to Roam' a good idea. That the ‘Right to Roam’ is 
not a good idea 

3.2.25 

Access 
structures in 
relation to 
horse-riding 
 

Bridleway gates (on which BHS have recently published - and condemned 
on safety grounds - comprehensive trial of 'self-closers') to be as 
safely usable as possible, including by riders with disabilities / mobility 
issues. Eastern Moors Partnership are aiming to install / replace 
bridlegates to above-minimum specification, aiming to consult with BHS 
Access Officers on these at specific sites, so for SMP to follow suit would 
be excellent practice. 

That access structures on 
bridleways are fit for purpose 
wherever possible, including 
horse-rides with disabilities. 
Consultation with the British 
Horse Society on bridleway 
proposals would also  be 
welcomed 

3.2.26 

An accessible 
landscape 
 

Paragraph 2.3: An accessible landscape: 
  
We do not support the statement that “Where appropriate, routes and 
infrastructure are developed along the lines of ‘least restrictive access’ 
and promoted as such.” and request that this be withdrawn. 

A request that for Strategic 
Outcome 2.3, the second 
paragraph ‘Where 
appropriate, routes and 
infrastructure are developed 
along the lines of least 
restrictive access and 
promoted as such’, the words 
‘least restrictive access’ be 
removed. 
 

3.2.27 

Houndkirk Road - byway improvements made the path too 'sanitised’ 
Dislike new footpath in Padley Gorge as too 'urban' 

Public rights of 
way and other 
access route 
surfacing 

Stanage Causeway - This next suggestion concerns the surface of the 
causeway as it drops down alongside the edge towards the Dennis Knoll 
car park.  There is one section that is particularly rocky and loose, from 
where it starts to drop steeply as far as the old gate posts (see map sent). 
Given that both Chapel Gate and Houndkirk Moor have been ‘smoothed 
out’ recently, there seems to be some precedent, although I know this 

That repairs and re-surfacing 
of PROW should be done 
sympathetically with regard to 
users,  materials,  and the 
landscape 

3.2.28 
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might not be popular with some of the local hard code mountain bikers.  
Personally I welcome what was done with Chapel Gate – it was ridiculous 
in its former state.   I was less keen on the resurfacing of Houndkirk, 
certainly to the extent that was carried out.  The only people I can think 
that it may have benefited are wheelchair users and it has created a 
visually intrusive ribbon across the moor as an outcome.  The large blocks 
of stone placed to stop the 4x4s going off the main track are unsightly and 
incongruous*.  I’ve heard that the new surface is expected to eventually 
erode back to its former state, which then begs the question, why spend 
the money in the first place.  Or will a decision be made that it needs a 
black top surface and turned into a proper road?! To put my Stanage 
suggestion into context, I commute 1-2 times a month over the Causeway 
by mountain bike from my home in Lodge Moor to my office in 
Hathersage.  I rarely see other riders on here and when I have they’ve 
been pushing their bikes over this section, like me. (My understanding is 
that the ‘hard core’ prefer the bridleway steps down into the Plantation 
because it’s more challenging.) I would argue that ‘softening’ this section 
of the Causeway down to Dennis Knoll would open it up to a greater 
number of mountain bike users.  I’m not suggesting that the Causeway 
needs to be given the full ‘Houndkirk treatment’ but rather that it be 
cleaned up enough that more of it can be ridden (in both directions) 
without the need for a full suspension bike and high levels of technical 
skill. Perhaps half the width could be left for the ‘hard men’. 
So this is a bit of a personal request but made on the off-chance there 
may be a few other local riders who feel the same way.  And if the general 
consensus is that it should stay the way it is, that’s fair enough. 
I can appreciate you want to open up access to everyone but would urge 
caution with resurfacing which detracts from the natural ‘wild and open 
landscape’ you wish to protect.   
The Houndkirk Road was formally a beautiful and ancient ‘desert highway’ 
but is now a scar on the landscape which resembles the quarry road over 
Long stone Edge.  Any interest in riding the trail has been completely lost 
from a mountain biking point of view and there has been increased use by 
4x4s and more fly tipping as a result.  I used to ride Houndkirk Road a lot 
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when I was a beginner.  I remember so clearly how it used to be and lines 
I used to take to negotiate different rocks, dips and sand traps! It was 
such a valuable learning experience for me and a good trail that has been 
sadly lost. I rarely go there now because it saddens me to see what 
Houndkirk Road has become today.   
The same can also be said of Porter Clough leading up to Ringinglow 
from the Mayfield valley.  This was once a good test of climbing skills and 
a great place to try out new tyres or any new piece of kit now covered in 
‘kitty litter style gravel’.  This is surely not a material that is in keeping with 
the landscape. 
I notice ugly barriers have also been erected at the bottom of Stanage 
causeway.  Is this due to increased 4x4 use or fly tipping encouraged by 
resurfacing? 
 
Please don’t resurface everywhere and spoil the natural beauty or the 
thrill of it all for mountain bikers.  The bridleways through Blacka Moor in 
particular are some of the most exhilarating in the Peak district.  People 
travel to Sheffield and the Peaks from far and wide to ride our local trails, 
this is one of the country’s premier mountain biking destinations.  
BHS very keen to minimise impact of path surfacing on natural landscape. 
Horses' legs are jarred and concussed by solid, brick dust paths (often 
used by Sheffield PROW), Lancashire authority have recently been 
grassing over stone-based surfaces (like limestone chippings) to provide 
surfaces aesthetically attractive, durable and horse/bike friendly. A good 
local example would be the maintenance track around base of Redmires 
Reservoirs, not currently open, but included in proposal sent. So, minimal 
surfacing, and natural materials where possible. 
  
Again, site specific consultation with BHS Access Officers about design 
features would be welcomed and appreciated. 
Outcome 2.2 (a): 
 
We welcome the proposed improvement to the surface of the Moss Road 
but would ask that this be done with sympathetic material.  In the past this 
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track has been resurfaced with red brick rubble which has been an 
eyesore. 
Inappropriate recreation needs controlling e.g. 4x4 issues 
Concerns about noise, pollution and nuisance from 4 x 4 vehicles and 
motorbikes 
I do find the erosion of the Burbage area through 4x4 and motorbikes 
irritating and annoying.  The pollution and noise caused by these vehicles 
trundling across the open moorland is a nuisance for walkers, and 
animals (domestic and agricultural), never mind the erosion of the 
moorland by their attempts to create wider and wider roadways.  It’s not 
the place for this.  What’s more they show scant regard for walkers 
expecting the walkers to keep out of the way. 
Stanage Causeway - I think I have a reasonable understanding of the 
issues around trying to exclude 4x4s and trail bikes from old byways like 
the Causeway but I feel there is more work that could be done in this 
regard.  It was disappointing that the attempt two years to reclassify it as a 
bridleway didn’t come to anything.  Motorised vehicles cause a lot of 
damage, are noisy and polluting and completely out of place on any of the 
Peak District moors.  The trail bikes in particular throw up a lot of dust in 
dry weather and mud in wet weather and few of their riders show any 
consideration for walkers or mountain bikers.  I don’t see why other users 
have to eat their dirt or automatically give them right of way.   
Interestingly, I came across some trail bikers on the NY Moors recently 
who showed great consideration and even open the gate for us, so maybe 
it’s a regional thing.   The argument raised by the drivers of these vehicles 
that such tracks have been open to all types of traffic for hundreds of 
years is entirely fatuous.  Motorised vehicles didn’t exist hundreds of 
years ago.  It seems to me that the default position should be that they 
are excluded unless explicitly allowed.  All other user groups can exist up 
there in harmony and are pretty much united in the view that motorised 
vehicles should be banned from the Causeway.   

Motorbikes and 
4 x 4 vehicles 
 

My main concern is the damage the 4 wheel drivers are doing, living off 
Houndkirk road I see hundreds of them, I have lived here for 39 years in 
march 2013, and the road and moors have changed due to their 

That use by 4x4 vehicles (and 
motorbikes) of the Long 
Causeway and Houndkirk 
Road byways and sometimes 
on the moors themselves, is 
causing unacceptable 
damage to the path surfaces 
as well as conflict with other 
users 

3.2.29 
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destruction.  That is my main concern, on Sunday I counted 15 land 
rovers in one succession of a line, that's on top of the 2's, singles and 
smaller groups that went up, it really hurts me to see the damage, they go 
off the track, move walls, get stuck on purpose, they will ruin it. 
The use of the Long Causeway, Redmires by 4 x 4 vehicles should be 
stopped 
4 x4 vehicles are a problem  
The same applies to the track up to Stanage Pole from Redmires 
Reservoirs.  Fencing off the open moorland to the south and placing large 
blocks of stone at the side of the track have done more, in my opinion, to 
spoil the area than the 4x4s were doing and in saying that I am absolutely 
not taking the side of the off-roaders.  They shouldn’t be there – neither 
the 4x4s nor the fences/blocks. 
Stop off roading (4x4's) on Long Causeway 
4x4's an issue and are they considered in the SMP remit? 
Compliants about 4x4's. 
Please stop bikes and 4x4's as affecting wildlife, no place for noisy 
vehicles particularly in the spring breeding season 
Concerns about 4x4's and off-roaders. 
Just wondering. More dog poo bins – or not? In certain places now not 
just dog poo itself but dog poo left about wrapped in plastic bags which is 
just worse!   
Should dog bins been provided in certain areas? 
 
I would like to see dog waste bins 
Dog waste bins requested Redmires & Padley Gorge 
Lack of dog waste bins and associated complaints. 

Dog bins 
 

Complaints about lack of dog waste bins at Padley Gorge  

That dog waste is a problem 
and that dog waste bins could 
be considered  

3.2.30 

Dogs and sheep My main problem with this car park [Redmires] is that dog walkers feel 
that their animals are relatively safe away from the roads, and let them off 
their leads straight away. Last year we had four dogs in the sheep in one 
week, and a deal of damage. .All these dogs were being 'walked' by 
owners or a dog walking service. Again there seems to have been lack of 

That dog owners are 
responsible, and take proper 
consideration and care near 
stock such as sheep 

3.2.31 
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consultation with the farmers and tenants that are likely to be affected. 
Access at 
Redmires for 
dog-walkers 

Difficulties in accessing RoW at Redmires 
Four walkers said they had an issue with access on a ROW next to 
Redmires car park in the direction of Hallam Moors. They said it is Council 
owned, but there is a no admitance for walkers with dogs sign. 

Concerns expressed about no 
admittance signs for dog 
walkers at a public right of 
way close to Redmires Car 
Park, leading onto Hallam 
Moors 

3.2.32 

Fly-tipping Wyming brook & Redmires 
 
Littering is one major issue we are facing when protecting our natural 
environment.  Perhaps most people would think that voluntary cleaning / 
rubbish picking schedules may help improve.  However, I believe we need 
to go down to the root of the problem; that is the reason for such 
irresponsible behaviour.  Regardless of the location where littering occurs, 
there is a general misunderstanding that 'the litter man will soon come to 
pick it up'.  There seems to be a complete lack of the concept that one 
shouldn't dispose unwanted items irresponsibly.  And from this point of 
view, education (or the lack of) would be the origin of the problem we 
need to negotiate.  I believe that if we want to infuse the correct ideas to 
the general public, we need to start from ground zero - children at school.  
Having said that, we also mustn't forget displaying the terrifying 
consequence of environmental contamination by littering (most effectively 
via the media) to the grown-ups in light of an awakening amongst this 
population 
More work is needed on managing litter problems and raising awareness 
of visitor’s responsibilities 
I would like to see more Waste bins in car parking areas 
Concerned about fly tipping and Dennis Knoll, on Stanage Estate 
Concerned about flying tipping at Wyming Brook. Reported 50-60 bags of 
rubbish dumped at the end of Redmires 

Litter and fly-
tipping 
 

Redmires & wyming brook 
Complaints and remarks about fly tipping in the locality. 

That fly-tipping and litter are a 
problem, and that more 
awareness raising and 
education is needed  to 
reduce the problem 

3.2.33 

Fires I want to know if people are permitted to have fires for cooking in the SMP Clarity requested on the 3.2.34 
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area (a school made this request) 
Clarity needed of permissions to light fires on moors 
Concerned about fires in nearby plantation 

whether permission is needed 
to light fires and concerns 
about the potential for fire 
damage 

Limit the number of paid parking; it will only lead to off road parking.  Or 
keep the parking fee very minimal (wants less parking fees basically) 
Concerns raised about paying for parking and how parking fees for 
different organisations relate to each other 
I am concerned about the provision of parking at Stanage and in particular 
paying to park below the edge. 
Where do we want to charge? 
How much (should it be same across SM) 
Reciprocal parking rights (joint day ticket, so if pay for NT parking, can 
park for free at PDNPA car park?) 
It is vitally important that people don’t come to feel they are being 
exploited financially if they visit the park. Don’t make any more pay and 
display car parks, make them all free.  
Outcome 2.2b (page 20) of Theme 2 – Access and Recreation suggests 
better public transport access into and across the landscape, however, 
the source of funding for this is unclear. As the majority of visitors arrive 
by car, public parking provision would be required and this should be 
considered in some detail by the Partnership. 
Limit parking to limit people coming to SM 

Car parking 
charges and 
provision 
 

Outcome 2.2b (page 20) of Theme 2 – Access and Recreation suggests 
better public transport access into and across the landscape, however, 
the source of funding for this is unclear. As the majority of visitors arrive 
by car, public parking provision would be required and this should be 
considered in some detail by the Partnership.  
Limit car parking to reduce risk of massive people pressure? 

A variety of views were 
expressed regarding car 
parking. These ranged from 
views that car parking fees 
should be limited because 
they may discourage visitors, 
to those that feel that car 
parking should be minimised 
to discourage over-use of the 
area 
 
That consideration be given 
to reciprocal parking rights 
across all land managing 
organisations in the Sheffield 
Moors 
 
 

3.2.35 

The pay and display machine at Surprise View car park, Hathersage Moor 
accepts card payment only and is a problem for those who carry cash 
only. 

Car parking – 
ticket machines 
 

Additional ticket machine requested for Curbar Gap car park on the 

A request for a pay and 
display at Surprise View car 
park that accepts cash, and 
for an additional machine at 

3.2.36 
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Eastern Moors to reduce waiting time and queuing  Curbar Gap car park 
Importance of 
the Sheffield 
Moors for 
climbing 

On page 3 the third para should state that the climbing is internationally 
as well as nationally (and locally) important. One might add that good 
practice is protected by a strict and forceful ethic, maintained by climbers 
themselves, which is exceeded nowhere else in the world, and matched in 
only a very few venues. 

That the national and 
international importance of 
the Sheffield Moors to the 
climbing community should 
be more emphasised in the 
masterplan 

3.2.37 

Management 
Arrangements 
for North Lees 
and Stanage 

Concerns over changes in access for climbers at Stanage Edge if sold or 
leased to third party; major protests from climbing community envisaged.
   

Concerns that should the 
management arrangements 
for Stanage and North Lees 
change, that rights of access 
for climbers could be 
adversely affected 

3.2.38 

Concern about walkers & cyclists sharing paths 
No attempt made to bring the potential and real problems existing around 
the different perspectives of walkers and mountain bikers into public 
discourse 
Concerns about horses on pathways 
Concern about cyclists on the footpaths and clashes with walkers at 
Blacka Moors, Wyming Brook, Big Moor (Eastern Moors) and Padley 
Gorge.  
Concern about dogs and horses sharing space 
Do dogs and horses have to mix? 
I am concerned at the proposed number of bridleways and the potential 
conflict that this will create between walkers and other bridleway users.  
How do you plan to deal with the inevitable conflict between these 
different user groups?  Bikes and horses can and do travel at speed on 
the moors with little awareness of risks being created for young children, 
deaf people and others on foot. 

Reducing 
conflicts 
between 
different user 
groups 

I totally agree with your statement that ‘There is a need to improve mutual 
understanding between different legitimate user groups’.  As the ‘new kids 
on the block’ I know some groups, some walkers especially, do not always 
appreciate our presence [mountain bikes] on the trails and those of us on 

That the masterplan takes the 
real and potential conflict 
between different user groups 
more seriously, and 
encourages more mutual 
understanding 

3.2.39 



Sheffield Moors Partnership Draft Masterplan 2013-2028 - Consultation Report Part 1 - Verbatim Comments 37 

Theme: Access and Recreation 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

all sides need to be polite and considerate and strategies to promote 
better understanding for everyone would be very welcome. 

Houndkirk Road Concerns about gate lock on Houndkirk Road at Ringinglow Concerned that a recent 
padlock on Houndkirk byway - 
Ringinglow end, where 
moorland starts, had been 
fitted and made it difficult for 
cyclists to get onto the track 

3.2.40 

 Praise for existing work at Blacka Moor Good work done by SWT at 
Piper House Gate area of 
Blacka Moor on the paths  

3.2.41 

Freight transport 
in the Sheffield 
Moors 

The South Yorkshire Freight Partnership has been monitoring the 
development of your Sheffield Moors Master Plan and reviewing your 
recent consultation.  There did not appear to be any issues relating to 
freight.  However, I have been asked to make ourselves known to you so 
that if any freight issues do arise you have a forum available for 
discussion and comment. 

That the South Yorkshire 
Freight Partnership would be 
welcome to be involved in any 
discussions relating to freight 
issues in the Sheffield Moors 

3.2.42 

Proposed 
camping site in 
Lady Canning’s 
Plantation, 
Ringinglow 
 

The proposals for this wood again has some good ideas but, there may 
be some i.e. Camping site will require facilities that could be difficult to 
achieve, road access, water & toilet facilities. 
 

That the proposal to develop 
a low-key camping facility in 
Lady Canning’s Plantation, at 
Ringinglow, could necessitate 
related facilities that could be 
difficult to achieve such as 
toilets, road access and water 
 

3.2.43 

Eric Byne 
campsite 

Page 20 Reference to Eric Byne, as we are not sure of our legal 
opportunities here yet could this be a more general comment just to 
“Opportunities are taken by 2018 to improve the camping offer on the 
Eastern Moors.”  

That proposals to develop the 
camping offer at the Eric 
Byne campsite near the 
Robin Hood public house 
(next to the B6060 Baslow to 
Chesterfield Road)  be kept 
general at this stage until 
ideas are more firmed up 
 

3.2.44 
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Develop a 
branded product 
offer of PROW?  

Develop branded product offer of PROW? For example ‘Sheffield Moors’ 
way 
 

Is there the potential to 
develop a Sheffield Moors 
branded walk or access 
route?  

3.2.45 

Equality of 
access and 
influence 
 

Key Delivery Action 2.2 (a) While it may not be intentional, I read this in 
conjunction with the maps to suggest that certain interest groups were 
having a priority input into the process.  While the need to examine the 
footpath and other multi-user route network is summed up in one 
sentence the horse-riding lobby is allowed an extensive paragraph. 

That the masterplan does not 
give priority to one access 
community over another, 
more specifically horse-riding 
over walkers 

3.2.46 
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Conservation 
and 
enhancement of 
the landscape 

In Strategic Outcome 3.1, some mention of the need to consider what’s 
best for the future, as well as the historic past, would be appropriate (I 
know this is in theme 4 but it is relevant for theme 3 as well).  
 

That there should be some 
emphasis on the future as 
well as the past in Strategic 
Outcome 3.1 regarding 
conservation and 
enhancement of the 
landscape 

3.3.1 

Landscape value 
of woodland 

The landscape character types described on page 8 omit to mention 
woodland, woodland fringe or hay meadows. There may be good reason 
for this, but as key landscape features do they not merit inclusion? 

That the importance of 
woodland in the landscape be 
strengthened in the 
masterplan text 

3.3.2 

Recognising the 
open character of 
the landscape  

Key Action 3.3d) – this is an open landscape, so avoid fences 
The Sheffield Moors are an 
open landscape where fences 
should be avoided 

3.3.3 

I also strongly support the outcomes of achieving outstanding 
biodiversity and protecting geo-diversity and using appropriate grazing to 
achieve conservation objectives. 
 
3.3. Management to achieve outstanding biodiversity and protect geo-
diversity – I really do hope that the intention for the SMP to provide 
exemplar management will be realised.  This is a wonderful opportunity 
to show what can be achieved 

Support for the Strategic 
Outcome 3.3 Management to 
achieve outstanding 
biodiversity and protect geo-
diversity 

3.3.4 Strategic 
Outcome 3.3 
Biodiversity and 
Geo-diversity 

3.3 Management to achieve outstanding biodiversity and conserve 
(instead of ‘protect’) geo-diversity 

That the Strategic Outcome 
3.3 is reworded to be 
‘conserve’ rather than 
‘protect’ geo-diversity 

3.3.5 

Also it only refers to nationally significant ‘geology’, omitting 
REGIONALLY significant sites. In the light of these inadequacies I can 
have no confidence that the other references to regenerated tree cover 
in cloughs (etc) will be done with adequate planning and sensitivity 

Geology – policy 
references, and 
geological 
designations 

I have received a number of emails from other countries and regions of 

The masterplan should 
include more up to date and 
stronger reference and 
information on the designated 
geological areas within the 

3.3.6 
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the UK expressing serious concerns regarding the lack of appropriate 
geological, geodiversity and landscape content within the two masterplan 
documents for the High Peak Estate and the Sheffield Moors. 
  
On behalf of the Sheffield Area Geology Trust, that includes the South 
Yorkshire RIGS Group, I have started to prepare documents that will 
include suggested significant changes to the masterplan proposals, and 
will forward these to you separately once the work to prepare these has 
been completed.. 
  
In addition, I am concerned that the National Trust as the landowner is 
not aware of the significant geological, geodiversity and 
landscape assets, both natural and cultural within the NT land ownership 
areas within the masterplan areas, as well as other parts of the Dark 
Peak NIA and Dark Peak NCA areas. 
  
Baseline geological, geodiversity and geomorphological survey 
information for the area within the City of Sheffield is incomplete for 
these areas. I suspect that the baseline survey information may also be 
incomplete for the areas within the county of Derbyshire, but the 
Sheffield Geological Records managed by SAGT do not hold records for 
this area. 
The Sheffield Area Geology Trust is the organisation responsible for 
leading the Sheffield Local Geological Partnership, which is responsible 
for locally designated sites, including sites of regional to sub-
regional importance (RIGS), as well as Locally Important Geological 
Sites (LIGS). Within South Yorkshire, RIGS plus LIGS are considered as 
Local Geological Sites, which is consistent with the Defra Local Sites 
guidance (2006), which is included within the NPPF.  
Within the City of Sheffield, Sheffield City Council does not directly 
inform landowners regarding Local Geological Site designations, as 
these areas are anticipated to be included within the published Local 
Plan (=LDF and SDF) Sites and Policies DPD maps. Forward Planning 
within the Peak District National Park Authority has not yet published 

Sheffield Moors and the 
implications for management 
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their Local Plan Sites and Policies DPD map.  
Out of date information on nature conservation sites, including those that 
are now included within Local Geological Sites in Sheffield is available 
on the Sheffield Nature Conservation Strategy map published in 1991.  
  
Can I suggest that it may be appropriate to consider a meeting between 
SAGT and the NT to consider possible ways forward on this, so that the 
NT can have an up to date evidence base of the geological, geodiversity 
and landscape assets within the NT landholdings. 
  
I have copied some relevant NT policies for your information. 
 
The health (or condition) of the locally designated  
geological sites is monitored by local geo- 
conservation  groups within the Sheffield Local  
Geological Sites Partnership, and reported through  
Sheffield City Council to Defra as part of SDL 160 
reporting on geological and wildlife sites. 
The Local Nature Partnership for the Peak District  
intends to start coordination for the production of a  
Peak District Geodiversity Action Plan in the near  
future. 
The Peak District landscape strategy and action plan published by 
PDNPA in 2009 does not appear to have been highlighted as a key 
document. For some areas within Sheffield CC, the most recent 
evidence documents are the Sheffield Nature Conservation Strategy 
1991 and the associated map also published in 1991. SCC is aware that 
this document needs refreshing or rewriting, but it is still the most recent 
document for some landscape and geodiversity matters. 
 The Sheffield Moors masterplan includes maps showing the distribution 
of biodiversity designations and scheduled historic heritage designations. 
It would also be appropriate to also have a map showing the 
Geodiversity designations, including geological SSSIs, GCR sites and 
maybe also the locally designated geological sites including RIGS, LIGS 
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and LGS. All of this information, together with information on the non 
designated geodiversity and landscape interests will need to be included 
within the more detailed site management plans to conform to the 
National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) and the Water Framework 
Directive (WFD), that I appreciate have yet to be prepared. 
It will be helpful to know whether the overview Geodiversity designations 
map should only include the statutory designations (SSSIs and GCR 
sites), or whether the locally designated sites that are a material 
consideration within the Town and Country Planning Act 1991 and 
National Planning Policy Framework should also be included. 
Some indication with regards to the timetable for the preparation of the 
geodiversity maps as well as the more detailed site management plans 
will be appreciated. 

Geo-diversity - 
definition 

Words like Geo-diversity . What does this mean? It does what it says 
and I understand it. We could explain in a sentence the first time we use 
it or for any concepts like this we could put a definition in the Glossary of 
terms. (Geo-diversity, Blanket Bog, mixed woodlands, etc) 

Geology – its fit 
into the 
masterplan 

c) Where does 'Geology' fit in? 

Clarity required on the 
definition of ‘geo-diversity’ 
and where geology fits into 
masterplan 

3.3.7 

Happy with vision. But on pp 6 and 7 archaeology / cultural heritage 
largely missing.  Its importance needs to be flagged up here - could be 
emphasised by cross-ref to p 9. 
 
P 9  para 1: elements of the prehistoric archaeology are of international 
(not just national) importance.  Think you should refer to this.  See East 
Moors ArcHeritage survey 2011 for confirmation e.g. Intro page 1. 
 

Archaeological 
importance of the 
Sheffield Moors 

p 9: don't like use of 'suite' of sites and features.  Not an appropriate 
word - suggests links and uniformity.  Could just leave it out. 

That the importance of the 
Sheffield Moors for 
archaeology be strengthened 
in the masterplan  

3.3.8 

Archaeology and 
approach to 
planning project 
work 

The strategy for archaeology is fine, as far as I can tell; I'm not familiar 
with the strategy agreed for the Eastern Moors (outside my area), but I 
assume you are right in describing the approach adopted there as a best 
practice method to follow. I also haven't had an opportunity to examine 

Support for extending, across 
all of the Sheffield Moors, the 
Eastern Moors Partnership 
approach to planning project 

33.3.9 
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the details of proposed works, e.g. improvements to the rights of way 
network, but assume these are currently 'broad brush' and that any 
archaeological concerns can be dealt with as proposals are firmed up 
later. 

work that takes proper 
account of archaeological 
interests,  

I welcome the more detailed archaeological assessment/survey work 
proposed - to complete the base line information we have for the area 
and assist with management decisions. 
P 21 (3.2a  3.2b).  Good to see these specific plans in place re future 
arch survey etc. But hope that yr eventual aim is modelled on the Arc 
Heritage 2011 survey of the Eastern Moors: i.e.  work which pulls 
everything together.  Otherwise there's a risk that all the knowledge is 
'bitty'  in different documents held by different authorities  and it's very 
difficult for managers and others to get an overview of what's where  and 
relative importance etc. 

Archaeology – 
further survey 
work and 
assessment 

Cultural Heritage and Archaeology on p9,  says "Within the Sheffield 
Moors, there are extensive tracts of land which have had detailed 
archaeological surveys. This information is used the Cultural Heritage 
Team in the PDNPA and SYAS to advise on the management of the 
whole archaeological resource – including the thousands of non-
scheduled sites and features." This is true, but there are also extensive 
areas that haven't had such survey - hence later recommendations for 
survey work. I feel this section would be better amended to admit this, 
i.e. that we currently only have partial archaeological information for use 
in management of the Sheffield Moors. 

Support for proposals for 
further archaeological survey 
to complete survey of the 
whole landscape and inform 
management and 
interpretation 

3.3.10 

Archaeology – 
research 
opportunities with 
Universities  

Sustainable Land Management (Key Action 3.2b) says “Opportunities 
to develop partnerships with Universities to further archaeological 
research and study are readily taken". Just suggesting that this may be 
better worded as "Opportunities to develop partnerships with Universities 
and others, to further archaeological research and study, are explored" 
to reflect two issues - one, with HLF funding encouraging community 
engagement with their local heritage, it may be that research is driven 
from a community rather than an academic direction; and two, it may be 
that - for whatever reason - a research proposal being offered is not 
considered suitable.  

Suggested re-wording of Key 
Action 3.2b to reflect the 
increasing role of community 
based archaeological 
research, not just academic 
led research 

3.3.11 
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Archaeology – 
clarity on key 
action 

Key Action 3.2 (b) - do you mean scheduled monument? Or key arch. 
features or both? Plus on second bullet point – the opportunities with 
universities should be to further ecological research as well as 
archaeological (I can see this section is for arch. stuff but the Uni 
connection is important across the themes).  
The report takes a narrow definition of cultural heritage and I strongly 
feel it should encompass far more than archaeology. These gritstone 
edges have an international importance in the origins of rock climbing 
with ascents by JW Puttrell et al from the 1890's while the importance of 
actions by the likes of JHB Ward over access to this moorland 
culminating in CROW 2000 should not be underestimated or overlooked. 
Nationally/internationally the gritstone edges have a significant rarity 
value - perhaps the climber's equivalent of a World Heritage Site and 
should be valued as such!   
The cultural heritage is not limited to site-based archaeological remains 
and scheduled ancient monuments. These moors figured strongly in the 
1930s and 1940s as the inspiration not only for the designation of 
National Parks but also for the town and country planning system, and 
green belts.   
 

Cultural heritage 
– widening the 
remit to include 
more than 
archaeology 

Make sure ‘cultural heritage’ of the landscape use is addressed in main 
document, as in High Peak Moors Vision and Plan. Agriculture is part of 
this even though there are no actual farmsteads 

The masterplan should 
broaden the remit of ‘cultural 
heritage’ to include national 
and international significance 
of the area to the history of 
climbing, access to the 
countryside, and the creation 
of the designation of National 
Parks and the Green Belt. 
Reference should also be 
made to fact this is a 
landscape that supports 
farming. 

3.3.12 

What plans are there for the Burbage plantation and what will be 
involved in the Burbage consultation? 
I strongly support Key Actions: 
3 d) Fell Burbage plantations and replace with native woodland and 
upland open habitat 
3.3 f) Diversify existing conifer plantations 

Burbage 
Plantation – 
proposed felling 
and re-planting 

Burbage Plantation is described as of limited wildlife value but please be 
aware that long-eared owls have bred in there in the past and there is no 
reason to believe that they no longer do so.    

General support for the 
proposals to fell Burbage 
conifer plantations and 
replant them with native trees, 
but more information 
requested on how this will be 
done (including a suggestion 
of horse extraction) and that 
existing wildlife is protected 

3.3.13 
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I broadly welcome the proposal to log the coniferous plantations in the 
Burbage valley and replace them with a mix of native woodland trees 
and open moorland, though I assume this would have been likely to 
happen soon anyway as these are mature trees now and presumably 
have a significant cash value as timber.  The removal of the plantations 
is likely to have a striking visual impact, which in the short term won't be 
pretty but in the longer term, one would hope would be a vast 
improvement over the three largely impenetrable coniferous areas that 
are there now.  It might also encourage more bird species to the area 
and help to increase biodiversity in general.  I have concerns about how 
the timber will be extracted without causing some serious damage to the 
moorland.  A friend of mine who is a tree surgeon has suggested using 
horses to drag out the logs.  Apparently it's a tried and tested method, 
albeit slower and more expensive than conventional methods.  

Unrecognised, 
ancient ‘shadow 
woods’ in the 
Burbage Valley 
 

We have recently discovered a remarkable resource of ancient ‘worked’ 
trees and wooded landscapes formerly unrecognised. A good example is 
the hanging oakwood on the crags at Upper Burbage. I suspect that this 
is not yet reflected in the SSSI designation, but it should be. There are 
problems of heavy grazing levels preventing any ground flora or tree 
regeneration. Some sensitive management should be considered, 
though tree planting or interference with the historic trees should be 
precluded.” 

The masterplan should reflect 
the latest knowledge about 
ancient woodland and 
wooded landscapes 

3.3.14 

Impressed with the nature conservation work to be undertaken especially 
the thinning of conifer woods and replacement with natural trees. 

Woodland 
creation, 
management and 
water  

Under Theme 3 Sustainable Land Management: 
• If possible mention careful introduction of limited amount of woodland 

or 'Clough planting' where appropriate and not conflicting with other 
aims: 

• Under - 4.4 Water quality and storage is enhanced through 
management. Is it possible to mention the planting of 
selective/discreet woods small groups of trees - to aid this aim? 

Neither of these is meant to detract from - 5.1 The wild and open nature 
of the landscape is protected etc. 

General support for proposed 
woodland management and 
woodland creation. Potential 
to make use of the new 
Clough Woodland Project 
Officer, based with the Moors 
for the Future Partnership, to 
inform proposals 

3.3.15 
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The Environment Agency particularly support the ‘key actions’ identified 
in sections 3.3, 4.2 and 4.4. The Environment Agency, Forestry 
Commission, RSPB, Peak District National Park Authority and the 
National Trust have recently agreed to jointly fund a Clough Woodlands 
Project Manager hosted by the Moors for the Future Project. This new 
post will provide a focus for woodland opportunities that could be taken 
up by landowners and managers complimented with support from 
National expertise teams and Forest Research in the Derwent 
Catchment. Establishing clough woodlands will help reduce rapid run-off 
and subsequent erosion, which would otherwise increase flood risk and 
impact on water quality.  
Sessile oak woodland – likewise, expansion of this habitat could/should 
be a priority, preferably by natural regeneration if feasible 

Lead 
organisations for 
woodland 
creation 
proposals 

Where as Key Action 3.3 - sub-section d states - 'Take appropriate 
opportunities to create new native woodland and scrub  targeted within 
cloughs and valleys  and through the restructuring of existing conifer 
dominated plantations' - this is not a bullet point nor there is no Lead 
Organisation against it. Either that or the specific creation of woodland in 
'cloughs' is not separately bullet pointed with a Lead organisation. 
We like 3.3.-e Specific bullet pointed action for woodland creation in 
cloughs with a lead organisation in 3.3-d 

That a lead organisation 
should be identified for the 
woodland creation proposals 

3.3.16 

Tree planting – 
use of local 
genetic stock 

If tree planting is to take place then it would be good if there was a 
scheme to develop a local source of seeds and tree nursery which would 
preserve potential local genetic diversity and get away from the current 
difficulties with ash for example. May be a volunteer led economic 
venture?? 

That trees planted in the 
landscape should come from 
local provenance where 
possible 

3.3.17 

Sustainable use 
of wood products 

Rather than just say ‘wood’ will be harvested – look at potential for local 
woodworkers to harvest in a sustainable way for making variety of 
products and get more sustainable management / cyclical management 
on a traditional basis reinstated. Obviously not the case for the conifer 
plantations but if any replanting was done with this in mind may become 
a win-win in local terms. 

That opportunities to make 
use of wood felled during 
management operations be 
emphasised more strongly in 
the masterplan 

3.3.18 

Woodland and 
scrub proposals 

• Theme 3 – 3.3 (d) - can I suggest Brown Edge (the plantation at Suggestion that Brown Edge 
Plantation be converted to 

3.3.19 



Sheffield Moors Partnership Draft Masterplan 2013-2028 - Consultation Report Part 1 - Verbatim Comments 47 

Theme: Sustainable Land Management 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

above Porter Clough) for removal of majority of conifer plantation and 
replace with deciduous. This links well with the proposal to create 
new native woodland in upper Porter Clough.  

• Theme 3 – 3.3 (h) – Interface of Blacka & Totley Moor worth a 
mention as potential to grade habitats, creating a heathland/woodland 
interface.  

broadleaves, and that a 
scrubby edge be created 
between Blacka Moor and 
Totley Moor 

Ash die-back Ash die back.  Although not an issue at the time that this consultation 
document was published, this clearly needs to be addressed. Assuming 
this disease cannot be combated, we ask that your strategy for future 
woodland management consider whether they should be replaced and, if 
so, with what? 

That consideration of Ash 
dieback is needed in the 
masterplan  

3.3.20 

Would like to see an intention to carry out more burning/cutting of very 
overgrown moorland to improve habitat and reduce fire risk especially in 
Burbage Moor and up to White Stones (between Redmires and 
Ringinglow Road) 

I really strongly feel that the burning/cutting of very overgrown heather to 
create fire-brakes should be a priority. The wildfire risk is very real and it 
is simply luck that there hasn't been a major fire recently. If Sheffield 
Moors plans to encourage more people onto the moors then the risks are 
increased. Wildfire clearly has devastating and lasting consequences for 
the environment and wildlife; equally the creation of a patchwork of 
heather lengths enhances the environment for wildlife and reduces fire 
hazard –  
win-win. 
Good to see land managed, for example excellent to see Burbage 
heather being cut and transported to kinder scout. 

Heather cutting 
and burning 

On other moorland areas, heavy, tracked vehicles have undertaken 
harvesting of heather for baling and re-seeding of ‘degraded’ moors. This 
has undoubted detrimental impacts on the heritage landscape of the 
peatlands, (such as drover routes and track-ways), and in sites where 

General support provided for 
more heather cutting and 
burning, but that this must be 
done sensitively to the 
conservation interests 

3.3.21 
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peat has been eroded, the exposed and unique prehistoric landscape 
with Mesolithic camp sites, flint scatters and other artefacts is potentially 
damaged or destroyed. 
There seems to be a general lack of awareness of site and resource 
sensitivity, and indeed, this appears to have declined sharply in recent 
years. 
With current cuts in Agency and local authority specialist support and 
provision, reduced professional training, and financial constraints 
restricting university advice to projects and stakeholders, this situation is 
likely to deteriorate further 

Landscape scale 
approach  

Sustainable Land Management 
A set of principles that define the partnership’s idea of sustainable land 
management should underpin the achievement of shared objectives. 
‘Resolve ‘local’ issues by working together, using similar practices and 
approaches, and fostering a culture that delivers on a landscape scale’ is 
a good start but it needs to go further and make explicit the expectations 
of the partnership. Some of these principles are expressed in the text but 
they could be brought together and added to.  The National Trust’s 
principles in its recent consultation on its High Peak Moors Plan would 
be a good starting point.  
 
The landscape scale approach in which all partners agree to work across 
estate boundaries is essential and will require innovative ways of working 
and thinking. However the maps and text do not go far enough with 
presenting this. Defra’s Natural Environment White Paper, para 2.12, set 
out a practical vision for addressing the fragmentation of the natural 
environment. It would have helped understanding if this diagrammatic 
approach could have been used. Not only would it have shown 
enhancement of the area but also identified corridors linking with areas 
within and beyond the boundary. For example, as presented Figs 8A and 
8B present the habitat issues but do not indicate the vision for resilient 

Support for the principles of 
partnership working to 
achieve sustainable land 
management, but the 
masterplan should be more 
specific about what is 
expected of partners. 
 
That Figures 8-9 should 
provide greater clarification of 
what is proposed on the 
moors and the links to 
surrounding areas next to the 
Sheffield Moors 
 
The masterplan should 
display clearer integration 
with the Dark Peak NIA  

3.3.22 
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networks – indeed the areas of bog and heathland appear isolated and 
show no expansion on the maps (which may be intended for the first 15 
years). Woodland in Figs 9A and 9B does show expansion but not the 
opportunities to increase wildlife corridors by connecting with woodlands 
outside the Masterplan area. Overall the vision of connecting habitats 
through which wildlife can move in, through and leave the area is not 
presented.  
 
We support the priority given to land management that helps instil 
resilience to climate change in existing habitats and promotes adaptation 
to climate change. This would accord with the 2011 UK National 
Ecosystem Assessment.  
 
It would be useful to have the aims of the Dark Peak Nature 
Improvement Area expressed - we assume they are captured by what is 
planned for in the Masterplan.  The statement ‘Having a clear vision for 
the Sheffield Moors will directly influence how the Dark Peak NIA is 
implemented’ questions whether or not this is so. 

Sustainable land 
management 

Yes – do not be intimidated by the grouse shooting fraternity. They have 
only one interest in mind and appear determined to keep things as they 
are – this is unacceptable in my view.   

Suggested that land 
management should not be 
driven by grouse shooting 
interests 

3.3.23 

There is a prospect here to allow the development of a much more 
natural, wildlife friendly and inspiring landscape on the large scale 
necessary for this kind of project. It is only on public land that this is 
possible and this partnership should provide the opportunity. 
Unfortunately land management is currently being skewed by pursuit of 
lucrative farming grants and a consequent reliance on outdated over-
management strategies. Given the importance of land management to 
the Masterplan, it is imperative that this be the subject of serious public 
discussion, something that has not occurred to date 

Land 
management – 
‘intensity’ of 
management  

Sustainable Land Management 

Concern that the Sheffield 
Moors masterplan will lead to 
‘over management’ of the 
landscape and that the 
current document is a missed 
opportunity to take a more ‘re-
wilding’ approach 
 
Concern that more public 
debate and consultation is 

3.3.24 
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Simply too much management.  
Managers don't seem aware of this. Not surprising: all the more reason 
why a more vigorous public debate was needed. 
No definition of 'protect and enhance': what does enhance mean in an 
artificial landscape? 

 
The 'best practice model of EMP' is not defined and can't be found on 
EMP's website. Needs definition or how can we give our approval to this 
across 56 sq km without knowing the implication? Nor how it will affect 
individual sites e.g. Blacka Moor? Consultation needed and not just with 
special interest groups (farmers, bikers, climbers, archaeology groups, 
etc.) Wider general public needs to be involved. 
No mention of the HLS and other agreements and level of grazing 
referred to in Vision. Why. If we are to respond shouldn't we know this? 
Why if the constituent sites are autonomous are some possible 'works' 
being flagged up here and not left to the management of those sites and 
their user groups. Can't detect any consistency here. 
What's the position regarding natural succession. Not mentioned. 
Why no pictorial representation of what landscapes may look like at the 
end? This was mentioned at Steering Group meetings and was asked for 
two years ago at EMP meetings. 
3.4  How can we respond to this without knowing what it means or what 

is intended? Managing wild animals is unacceptable. How? What 
counts as 'expert' – sharpshooters? Cowboys? 
We don't want to see any 'grazing to achieve objectives' whether of 
conservation managers or others. Are these economically viable farm 
businesses receiving CAP subsidies? In which case they are hardly 
sustainable. 

 Looks like another excuse for more management. 
 
1. Assumptions 
a. In preparing our response we seek to address the Draft Masterplan’s 
underlying Assumptions which would seem to dictate the Sheffield Moors 
Partnership overall strategy. Major examples of such assumptions 

required on proposals that 
has happened to date 
‘ 
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include: 
b. continued farmland and extensive grazing which will continue to 
dictate: 
i. appearance of the land, 
ii. character of the wildlife. 
c. Many Post-it-Note Meeting (see “Moors Views Workshop Summary 
Report”, pp.24-35) and pre-consultation comments challenged those 
assumptions but have yet to receive any management response. 
2. Lack of clarity and consistency: 
a. Theme 3 Sustainable Land Management which collates the Post-it-
Note 
Meeting responses seems to misrepresent the stated views. 
b. Sadly no mention is made of the large number of responses seeking 
less management and more natural and wild land. 
c. Draft Master Plan’s mention of wild land and wilderness is inconsistent 
with its stated aim of exploiting the land. 

Management for 
climate change 

Although climate change is one of the current key drivers in much of the 
debate about ‘moorland restoration’ etc I’m not sure about Strategic 
Outcome 3.5 and the implication that priority should be given to this type 
of habitat management as there may be situations where because of 
other concerns eg. cultural heritage a different type of habitat 
management would be more appropriate. If climate change happens in 
the way that is suggested in 3.5 ‘alien species’ will be arriving anyway so 
managing specifically for that eventuality in such a short timespan (15 
years) doesn’t seem realistic – but very restrictive. 

Questioning the benefit of 
Strategic Outcome 3.5, that 
habitat management works 
are assessed against the 
likely impacts of climate 
change 

3.3.25 

Management for 
climate change 

Strategic Outcome 3.5 Habitat management assessed against the likely 
impacts of climate change – I’m pleased that this has been included.  It is 
important to prepare for changes in terms of species movement into the 
area but it will be necessary to keep sight of current conservation 
objectives (I don’t doubt this will be the case). 

Support for Strategic 
Outcome 3.5 

3.3.26 

Good planning 
and liaison to 
inform any 
proposed habitat 

I’m very much in agreement with proposals for dry heath, blanket bog 
and species rich grassland restoration.  Proposals for clough woodland 
creation/restoration are great but care must be taken to ensure that this 
does not occur at the expense of other SSSI features. The recent 

All land management and 
habitat work should not be 
detrimental to biodiversity or 
cultural heritage interests 

3.3.27 
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concerns expressed over potential loss of adder habitat on Ramsley 
moor has highlighted for me the fact that all proposals for significant 
habitat changes do need to be very carefully considered.   
 

management 

Any new woodland creation or woodland management needs to have 
survey work carried out to make sure it doesn’t harm either biodiversity 
or cultural heritage – so appropriate management is explained in a bit 
more detail. 
[More on} looking at ways of developing species rich meadows on inbye 
land or reversion to some arable eg oats – traditional forms of 
management which aided diversity in the past. May be more difficult to 
establish than tree planting but would bring back something special to 
area – presume this is partly covered by grassland restoration but may 
be potential to be more creative – could be driver for plan – innovative 
ways to achieve aims to create exemplar project. 
Species-rich grassland  - which as you know are scarce in PD. Is there 
more scope than just Longshaw? Could we make this a primary habitat 
objective?  

Grassland 
management and 
incentives to 
increase bird 
populations 

More incentives for farmers to implement measures for increasing bird 
populations – too much of the moorland fringe has been turned over to 
permanent pasture compared with the traditional mixed farming of 30 
years ago – this has led to the disappearance of so many farmland birds. 
More hedgerow planting should also be encouraged. 

That a variety of approaches 
to wildflower meadow 
restoration, as well as some 
reversion to arable crops (for 
conservation objectives) be 
considered 

3.3.28 

Re-connecting 
in-bye and 
moorland within 
the farming 
system 

The Masterplan is silent on traditional farming, stating that ‘extensive 
grazing including appropriate livestock and the resident red deer herd is 
the primary land management tool on the Sheffield Moors. This is 
delivered through long term partnerships with economically viable and 
environmentally sustainable farm businesses’.  Previous consultations 
raised the issue of re-connecting historic farming system links between 
in-bye grassland and moorland. Would this link, and by association 
traditional upland farming, be lost or sustained? 

That the masterplan should 
say more about traditional 
farming systems 

3.3.29 

Balance between 
conservation and 
farming 

The plan covers all aspects of upland management, is inclusive and is 
built on principles of conservation sustainability whilst recognising 
farming as the tool to achieve this. 

The plan does recognise that 
farming is a tool to help meet 
conservation and other 

3.3.30 
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objectives 
Re-introduction 
of lost or 
diminishing 
wildlife 

If you are encouraging wildlife by creating woodland bridges then why 
not consider a release scheme to populate the area and help 
preserve/reintroduce what the area has lost? 

That a release scheme be 
developed to re-introduce or 
boost lost of declining wildlife  

3.3.31 

[include] more emphasis on protecting / enhancing habitat for key 
moorland species such as ringouzel, stone chat, curlew etc which don’t 
need scrub / woodland edge habitats along moorland fringes 

Habitat for key 
moorland bird 
species 

We have not targeted species for good reason, but I wonder whether we 
need to mention working towards improving habitat condition & extent of 
breeding wader habitat.  

That there is greater 
emphasis on protecting and 
enhancing habitats for key 
moorland bird species 

3.3.32 

Predator control What policy, if any, on predator control? Again, whilst this is a thorny 
topic, it is surely one which has to be broached if any future vision for 
conservation priorities and land management is to be taken seriously. 

What is the partnership’s 
approach to predator control? 

3.3.33 

The elimination of raptor persecution. 
 
What is the partnership planning to do to stop the ongoing persecution of 
birds of prey by landowners and gamekeepers, before e.g. hen harriers 
become extinct? 

Protecting birds 
of prey 

More initiatives to stop the persecution of birds of prey on the western 
moors - such as reviewing shooting rights where possible. 
 
 

What is the partnership’s 
approach to eliminating bird 
of prey persecution? 

3.3.34 

Invasive species have been mentioned in general terms with one about 
Himalayan Balsam specifically but nothing about bracken – think target 
for this should be there somewhere at least as a ‘flag’ and ditto 
rhododendron. 

Control of 
invasive species 

Japanese Knotweed at Wyming brook. Monitoring and control 
measures? 

That specific targeting of 
invasive species like bracken, 
Japanese knotweed and 
rhododendron management is 
included in the masterplan 

3.3.35 

Concerns over cattle grazing in some areas within the SMP - considered 
a danger to visitors 

Grazing and the 
increase in cattle 

Strong complaints over cattle grazing by the river; dung and mixing with 
children. Think that it is too small an area to have them this side of the 

Concerns raised about the 
increase in cattle grazing at 
several sites 

3.3.36 
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from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

road (not longhorn). 
I am very dismayed to see the recent increase in cow grazing on Big 
Moor, White Edge, Longshaw, etc. I understand that this may be 
beneficial for plant life but like many people, I am very wary of cows, 
especially as there have been so many tragic incidents of walkers being 
killed by cows in recent years. Even if the cows used are more placid 
breeds, I fear that incidents could occur e.g. when calves are present, or 
if an aggressive dog were to cause cows to run. I personally do not risk 
walking near cows so effectively some areas are no longer accessible to 
me as a walker. I am sure that many other walkers also feel this way. 

Cattle grazing Grazing animals. Given we are talking landscape scale we should 
perhaps think about emulating the EM model of using deer and cattle 
only across the entire area, perhaps supplemented with ponies if 
practicable. If we use Highlands or similar, we would then be as close as 
we can probably get to a naturalistic grazing system albeit with humans 
as the top predator! 

Support for extending cattle 
grazing and use of deer as a 
habitat management tool 
across the wider landscape 

3.3.37 

Cattle grazing at 
Blacka Moor 

Enjoy seeing the cattle and deer. Do not want to see sheep grazed at 
Blacka Moor as this is the only area to exercise dogs. 

Preference for cattle grazing 
rather than sheep at Blacka 
Moor because of perceived 
potential conflict with dog 
walking 

3.3.38 

Grazing and 
conservation 
interests 

We also learned that: 
“misunderstanding of how cattle grazing used with the intention to 
promote conservation may inadvertently have an adverse effect on rare 
and indeed,characteristic flora of the SSSI in the area.”  
Our sources also indicated their concern, which seemed to suggest that 
“some of the current impacts could be potentially 'rather grim'! Such 
impacts have been observed in other grazed grassland sites for 
example, and key plant species which were originally part of the reason 
for site designation, have been driven to near extinction. 
Importantly, site management monitoring and review, which should be 
standard practice in such situations, and Natural England SSSI condition 
assessments, seem to have failed to register the problems. 
 

Concerns expressed that 
cattle grazing may be 
detrimental to rare and 
characteristic plants that are 
part of site’s conservation 
designation as Sites of 
Special Scientific Interest 

3.3.39 
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Theme: Sustainable Land Management 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Why is grazing used for land control when this seems to be destroying its 
natural beauty? 

Burbage Moors – 
suggested re-
wilding 

My comment relates to the starting point of how the decision is made to 
choose a particular period of history in landscape terms and then decide 
that all management should in effect "hold" that period for it's own sake. 

Clearly the moor in it's long life has experience many characters 
including for example total afforestation; I do not argue for re 
afforestation I simply use that example as one which shows that there is 
no "natural" look to the environment but simply there are phases of 
change the majority of which have been influenced by man. 

If the starting point for future decisions about the moor is a "given" as the 
period in history which has currently been chosen then the wish of many 
to have sheep removed is already lost, clearly the sheep help the 
process for certain vegetation if the presence of such vegetation is seen 
as paramount. 

My request is this, can we look at accepting there could be areas which 
are allowed to be a true wilderness? Call it management by freedom if 
you like. The remaining areas of the Peaks will always have the more 
traditional management and those areas will be the vast majority of the 
landscape. So I argue for diversity, not perhaps the conventional 
diversity promoted so far but real diversity with a range of landscapes 
cherished for what they contribute to variety 

Suggestion that a re-wilding 
approach be taken for 
Burbage Moors to create 
areas of true wilderness 

3.3.40 

Bracken below 
Stanage Edge 

During the 80s I used to spend many evenings across the summer 
months climbing on Stanage Edge. There were a few places where the 
midges were a problem but generally it was fine.  More recently, the 
midge levels seems to have risen to what one expects to find in 
Scotland.  At the same time, the bracken coverage below the Edge has 
increased significantly in the last 20 years.  I understand that midges 
both breed in the bracken and pollinate it, so there may be some 
correlation.  I don’t think this is specifically part of your proposals but it 
would be good to see the bracken below Stanage (and elsewhere) 

Proposal that bracken be 
controlled beneath Stanage 
Edge to reduce midge 
problems for visitors 

3.3.41 
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Theme: Sustainable Land Management 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

brought under some greater level of control.  It would allow the sheep to 
graze there again and might also do something to reduce the midge 
problem. 

Sensitive wetland 
communities and 
land 
management 
 

In sensitive and indeed protected SSSI landscapes such as the Upper 
Burbage Valley there has been a tendency in recent years to actively 
drain the mire communities on the upslope side of the footpaths. Whilst 
flooding of the paths is a problem, such drainage is undoubtedly a 
‘damaging operation’ and requires full, written, and advance consent 
from Natural England – [without which] it is illegal. 
Furthermore, in drought years, the consequence of the drains is highly 
damaging to the sensitive mire communities. This facilitates damaging 
sheep access and consequent grazing of uncommon and characteristic 
flora. A way should be found to conserve the mire communities AND 
maintain the good access for the high level of recreational use which the 
site experiences. Simply to sacrifice the former to enable the latter is not 
acceptable and is probably illegal. 

That path improvements do 
not damage sensitive wetland 
communities 

3.3.42 

Strategic Outcome 3.4 Deer will cease to be wild animals if they are 
managed. They illustrate the need for a proper wild landscape not a 
phoney one as misleadingly termed earlier. Leave the deer alone and the 
trees. 

Deer 
Management 

Deer: increasing in number with out control but with wide ranging impact 
on vegetation, on road safety (?blanket speed limits), as hosts for bovine 
TB, as vectors for ticks and Lyme’s disease 
 

There are differing views on 
the approach to deer 
management from non-
intervention to a more pro-
active approach. Clarity on 
the partnership’s approach 
would be welcomed 

3.3.43 

Balancing 
agricultural 
management 
with access and 
recreation 
(Burbage Moors) 

The land in question is essentially an urban fringe park to which ease of 
access and lack of fiscal resource and investment bring their own 
agendas. How realistic is it now, and how realistic will it be in the future, 
to conceive of the area as a series of working farms? Is it more realistic 
to view the area as and urban fringe park with some livestock (if any) 
upon it and plan for its future accordingly? Are some areas, like Burbage 
and Houndkirk, essentially un-farmable in any conventional sense and 
demanding of a different approach to habitat management and usage? 
 

Questioning the future of 
parts of the Sheffield Moors 
as working and farmed 
landscapes because of the 
competing demands for 
recreation 

3.3.44 

Burbage Moors – We and many friends frequently walk with our dogs at Burbage Valley.  A variety of views were 3.3.45 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

future of sheep 
grazing 

The only thing that ruins it is when the sheep are there.  
We recently learnt that Burbage Valley is owned by Sheffield City 
Council (SCC) and in effect is held for the benefit of the tax payer. 
Last year the sheep seemed to be there between February and October. 
We then had a period when they were removed. We were then able to 
walk our dogs without the anxiety of running into sheep around every 
turn. It was an excellent time. 
This year seems to be different. Its November 2012 and there are still at 
least 20-40 sheep still milling around. The farmer seems to have taken in 
the vast majority but still left a fairly significant number. Again our walks 
continue to be ruined. 
Dogs like all animals can never be 100% predictable. The sheep can 
appear at any moment and startle a dog and create an unpredictable 
response to chase. 99.9% of dogs have no malicious intent toward the 
sheep. However, the fun chase can result in hurt to dog, dog owner and 
sheep. A friend's wife was recently injured by being knocked down by a 
large sheep that had panicked.  
Notwithstanding the above, the farmer is allowed to kill our dogs for such 
an unpredictable sheep chasing incident. 
This seems unjust. 
The current National Trust (NT) policy answer to the sheep chasing issue 
is for dogs to be kept on lead near livestock. 
Through the Sheffield Moors Consultation process, we would like to 
challenge that this NT policy is not always appropriate or applicable in 
answer. 
Our group, the "Free Burbage Valley from Sheep Group", have a 
proposed solution to this mutual problem. 
Remove all sheep from Burbage Valley and allow the landscape to take 
its natural course. This is happening locally at Kinder Scout where an 
expensive sheep proof fence and diverse land management techniques 
have been selected.  
Clearly the argument for "conservation grazing" is quite weak 
considering the other options that are available.  
In return, the Free Burbage Valley from Sheep Group will undertake to 

received on perceived 
conflicts between dogs 
walkers, their dogs, and 
sheep at Burbage Moors, 
including proposals to remove 
all grazing animals 
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Theme: Sustainable Land Management 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

raise enough money to compensate SCC for the financial value of the 
NT Grazing Contract. We propose to become a charity if necessary to 
place this on a formal footing. 
We would like to formally propose the following:  
1. Remove all sheep from Burbage Valley and allow the landscape to 
take its natural course  
2. In return, the Free Burbage Valley from Sheep Group will undertake to 
raise enough money to compensate SCC for the financial value of the 
NT Grazing Contract. Within reason 
I have just been sent an email at work in regards to the "sheep problem" 
at Burbage Valley. 
  
I can honestly tell you I have never heard anything as ridiculous in my 
life.  You obviously go for walks in the countryside as you enjoy being at 
one with nature.  If you don't like walking your dog around sheep then to 
be honest with you don't take your dog with you!! 
  
As far as asking the Council to deal with this issue, I would suggest that 
you send them a petition for something more worthwhile such as 
improving the bus services!!! I think you are going to find that not many 
people are in agreement with you. 
  
I personally find dogs extremely irritating when I go for a walk with their 
barking and most of them not being put on a lead.  I don't like dogs 
jumping up at me and I can safely speak for the sheep as well that it 
must also get on their nerves! I have a dog myself and can appreciate 
not everyone likes them going near them.  I would never take my dog for 
a walk around sheep in the first place as it not only frightens the sheep; it 
upsets my dog that it cannot be taken off a lead.  Therefore, I would not 
do this to it.   
  
I hope your "problem" rectifies itself and you find another area to walk 
your dog. 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 
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I like going to the countryside purely to see sheep (also cows, goats... 
you get my drift)!!  What's next.... getting rid of ducks at a duck pond?!?  
Dogs cannot be let off a lead around a pond purely for the reason they 
may attack a duck. 
  
I hope to never receive anymore emails like this again and I am 
extremely offended to receive this. 
I'm sorry but I'm really at a loss to understand why you are wanting to 
take this course of action. I go for lots of walks in and around many areas 
of the countryside and I find it an absolute pleasure to be surrounded by 
sheep, which you wouldn't nor... 
I'm sorry but I'm really at a loss to understand why you are wanting to 
take this course of action.  I go for lots of walks in and around many 
areas of the countryside and I find it an absolute pleasure to be 
surrounded by sheep, which you wouldn't normally see in your every day 
life.  They are completely harmless and timid and run away when you 
approach. 
I do understand about you wanting to walk your dog/dogs but surely 
there must be other areas where you can let them off the lead knowing 
they won't be a problem to the sheep and visa versa. 
  
If you really do want to walk in that area might I suggest you put the dog 
on a lead. 
 

Sheep grazing at 
Burbage - 
sustainability 

Dogs: both pets and training for working dogs. Stock losses this year 
were £2500 to £3000 on Burbage alone due to pet pooches off the lead. 
Can the status quo be sustainable? 

Questioning the sustainability 
of sheep grazing at Burbage 
because of the stock loss to 
uncontrolled dogs 

3.3.46 

Sheep grazing at 
Burbage Valley – 
lead organisation 

Who is responsible for authorising the farmer(s) sheep grazing rights at 
Burbage Valley? 
 
 
 

Clarity requested on the 
organisation responsible for 
sheep grazing at Burbage 
Valley 

3.3.47 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
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De-
commissioned 
reservoirs 

Redundant reservoirs: What is the proposed policy for these former 
reservoirs?  At present they look forlorn areas of decay. Can they be 
sensitively landscaped?  What steps are being taken to overcome the 
danger posed by crumbling reservoir walls? 
 
 

What are the proposals for 
the redundant reservoirs (at 
Ramsley and Barbrook)? 

3.3.48 

What is meant by High Level Stewardship?  What will be the implications 
for Blacka Moor and Totley Moor? 
 

Agri-environment 
grants 

Outcome 5.2 a page 25. Totley moor in HLS by 2013. It might be worth 
specifying November 2013 as this reads that by end of 2012. 

Clarity requested on what is 
meant by Higher Level 
Stewardship, and clarifying 
the start date for the planned 
HLS agreement for Totley 
Moor  

3.3.49 

Dark Peak 
Nature 
Improvement 
Areas 

The Dark Peak Nature Improvement Area (please refer 
to ‘Why Do This? for more information) is intended to  
be a planning designation  but not a statutory  
management  designation…… 

Suggestion that the Dark 
Peak Nature Improvement 
Area designation is a 
planning designation 

3.3.50 

Enjoying our 
heritage 

What can be done to ensure the Masterplan 
ii. Improves facilities for people in our communities to enjoy our heritage? 

What can be done to ensure 
the masterplan improves 
facilities for people in our 
communities to enjoy our 
heritage? 

3.3.51 
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Theme: Making the most of the wider benefits of the  Moors 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Climate change gets little mention; by 2028, it is likely to be having a big 
impact. 

Climate change 

Theme 4 – Do we know enough about our resource in light of climate 
change, southerly species moving northwards & what our landscape has 
to accommodate this change? Is one of the actions to work this up? 
We’ve talked about capturing and storing water & carbon stores.  
Resilience? 

That the masterplan requires 
more emphasis on climate 
change, and what is the basis 
for the Partnership’s current 
understanding of climate 
change? 

3.4.1 

Managing flood 
risk and water 
quality 

The Environment Agency particularly supports habitat restoration and 
management that will help instil resilience to climate change. 
Moorland management and woodland creation will extend the remit of 
the current work that the Moors for the Future have been undertaking 
since 2003 on restoring the Peak District moorlands, and will also 
complement the work of the recently appointed Clough Woodland 
Project Manager; the Environment Agency is a key partner in both 
initiatives. Key benefits of this approach are the reduction in flood risk, 
as identified, but also the improvement in water quality in our rivers, 
streams and groundwater.  
 
The regeneration of clough woodlands is one of the land management 
options that will contribute towards this. Restoring woodlands in the 
headwaters, is recommended by Forest Research as one of the key 
locations where woodland planting can contribute to slowing the rate at 
which water reaches the main river catchment. There is strong evidence 
from the research arm of the Forestry Commission, that small scale 
catchment land management approaches of this type can deliver 
cumulative flood risk benefits by reducing and delaying the flow of water 
downstream. 

 
Through the delivery of this project, there is the opportunity to increase 
awareness of the benefits of positive land management to tackle both 
flood risk and water quality issues. .Such approaches are supported by 

Support for moorland 
restoration and clough 
woodlands creation to reduce 
flood risk and improve water 
quality, and a partnership 
approach that helps deliver 
this. 

3.4.2 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Defra’s Making Space for Water strategy, the Water Framework 
Directive, Defra’s Water Strategy and the Pitt review. 
 
Strategic Outcome 4.4 - Water quality and storage enhanced through 
management – it’s really helpful that this is included within the 
Masterplan.  The significance of the role our moorlands play in terms of 
flood defence is not widely known or understood. 
  
Other ecosystem services could include: 
Appropriate land management can help contribute to achieving good 
water quality in our rivers and streams and groundwater sources. 
 
I strongly support Key Action 4.4 a) Restore natural hydrological 
systems 
The potential for reducing the risk of flooding by better management of 
the Sheffield Moorlands is supported.  
 
DCC would also welcome the opportunity to gain more understanding of 
specific works that may benefit communities, particularly in Derbyshire 
and how, by working together, proposals may be integrated to overcome 
some of the issues in more high flood risk areas. 

Managing flood 
risk 

Strategic Outcome 4.4 Flooding action – very woolly! 

That the Strategic Outcome 4.4 
Water quality and storage is 
enhanced through 
management be strengthened 
 

3.4.3 

Water quality Strategic Outcome 4.4 – my understanding is that now the water supply 
is very tightly managed anyway and goes through a rigorous process to 
make it fit for human consumption – other than guarding against a major 
pollution incident on the moors management wouldn’t have much effect 
on water quality.  
Or is this just included to ‘cover all the interests’? 
 

What land management, apart 
from pollution control, can have 
a direct impact on water 
quality? 

3.4.4 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 
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Reference 
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Sheffield Moors 
Partnership 
influence on wider 
policy 

Recognising the Wider Value of the Moors 
The partnership intends to work together to influence national, regional 
and local plans and policy. It would have been useful to understand how 
the partnership intends to address the strategic issues, such as CAP 
reform, and changing approach towards many of the ecosystem 
services these moors provide that would arise within the timescale of the 
Masterplan.  The planned delivery actions to achieve outcomes 4.2 
(carbon stewardship is promoted), 4.3 (appropriate opportunities to 
sustainably harvest natural products are taken), 4.4 (water quality and 
storage is enhanced through management) and 5.1 (the wild and open 
nature of the landscape is protected) appear to rely on existing agri-
environment schemes and do not to address the challenges of payment 
for natural resources.   
 
Individual land managers or new pioneers of green business 
development need to be rewarded for the provision of public goods. 
Some of this will be achieved by developing markets (e.g. for carbon, 
water, wood products and food), but most public goods are not 
amenable to this. At present agri-environment schemes are insufficient 
at rewarding land managers for their work. A study undertaken by CPRE 
and the NFU showed that, on the average English farm, landscape 
management work costing £2,410 per year was not supported by agri-
environment funding. Rewarding and incentivising land managers for 
maintaining and developing public goods and services is critically 
important and targeted CAP reform will be essential in making this 
happen.  
 

How will the partnership 
influence national, regional and 
local plans, policies and 
strategic issues such CAP 
reform and the changing 
approach to ecosystem 
services? 
 

3.4.5 

Strategic Outcome 4.4 Water quality and storage is enhanced through 
management - There is a need to cross reference Water Framework 
Directive objectives 

Water Framework 
Directive 

Include reference to achieving good water quality status, thus 
contributing to the delivery of the Water Framework Directive 

That the Water Framework 
Directive objectives are 
referenced in respect of 
Strategic Outcome 4.4 

3.4.6 
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Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 
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Sustainably 
harvesting natural 
products from the 
landscape 

Strategic Outcome 4.3 – may need either a longer list or just leave 
without examples which are very broad reaching – and don’t really mean 
much – why harvest heather and not bracken for example – water isn’t 
harvested. 

Suggestion that the list of 
products that can be 
sustainably harvested from the 
landscape is re-visited 

3.4.7 

Branding of 
Sheffield Moors 
products 

Key Action 4.3a – opportunity to brand products as SM products? What opportunities are there to 
brand sustainably harvested 
products from the Sheffield 
Moors? 

3.4.8 

The role of the 
Sheffield Moors in 
supporting the 
economy and 
producing 
products  

Strategic Outcomes 4.1 and 4.3 This land should be outside the 
economy. Those who work in the economy need to have places where 
they can escape from the sometimes overbearing demands of making 
money. What better opportunity? If someone in Sheffield or Hathersage 
chooses to repair our boots or knit woolly hats that's fine.  But exploiting 
the land itself and bending it to an industry’s will leads to impossible 
choices. If farming why not quarrying or mineral extraction etc etc. A 
minefield – literally? 
Keep this land outside the economy. Managers aren't needed for this. 

What is the rationale for 
including specific Strategic 
Outcomes for the Sheffield 
Moors that relate to the 
‘economy’ and ‘sustainably 
harvesting natural products’? 

3.4.9 

Payments for 
eco-system 
services 

A self evident point which again might benefit from being stated openly, 
because this impacts on the practicalities of resourcing future 
management (let alone attracting new investment) is that whilst the 
economic returns are as substantial as they are diverse a characteristic 
of the ecosystems and public benefit services which generate these is 
that the benefits accrue to a variety of community based beneficiaries 
and rather less to the organisations which have to bear the actual cost 
of maintaining the land and its access. The awkward and perhaps 
unwelcome question to pose is what implications this has for the future 
of the way the land is managed and sustained. Should those businesses 
which benefit be encouraged to help feed the goose which lays their 
golden egg? 

What opportunities for local 
businesses and others that 
financially benefit from the 
quality of the landscape and 
the visitors this attracts, to 
contribute financially to the care 
of the Sheffield Moors? 

3.4.10 

Ecosystem 
services – 
suggested re-
wording 
 

Theme 4 - This is good. The only thing I would change is having local 
businesses as the first 'ecosystem service' as although this is a great 
benefit of the moors - is it an 'ecosystem service'? (I don't know!) 

That for Theme 4, Recognising 
the wider value of the moors, 
the local economy is not the 
first ecosystem service listed 

3.4.11 
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Affordable 
Housing 

Want to see affordable social housing provision in the area. That opportunities for more 
affordable housing (in the 
National Park) are taken 
 

3.4.12 

Windfarms Opposition to windfarms That windfarms in this 
landscape should be opposed  

3.4.13 
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3.5 Delivering the Masterplan 
 

Theme: Delivering the Masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Sheffield Moors 
Partnership – how 
this functions 

How we will work together and the next steps”, the first bullet point (P26) 
in states “be streamlined with little bureaucracy (fleet of foot).” I don’t 
find this sentence easy to understand and ask that it be clarified or 
reworded so it’s meaning is clear; and precise. 

Suggestion that the wording 
within the masterplan 
concerning how the Sheffield 
Moors partners work together 
be re-worded to make it clearer 
and more precise 

3.5.1 

Sheffield Moors 
Partnership – as 
lead organisation 

Not quite clear how the whole SMP can be the lead organisation - will it 
have any staff?  If it’s to be the lead organisation for so many of the 
actions, how will it be resourced? 

How can the SMP be lead 
organisation for so many of the 
key actions and how will this be 
resourced? 

3.5.2 

Sheffield Moors 
Partnership – 
potential future 
changes in the 
partners 

What happens if organisations leave or are replaced by a successor 
organisation? 

What would happen if one of 
the partners were to leave the 
SMP or was replaced by 
another organisation? 

3.5.3 

I strongly support a collective partnership approach to delivery as no 
one organisation has the skills experience capacity and resources to 
manage an area as large and important as this single-handedly. 
 
Agree these actions need to be carried out to enhance the natural 
environment and the quality of life for local people and visitors. 
 
I approve of all key actions. 
Some good actions in here 
They are comprehensive 
Couldn’t agree more! 
GENERALLY SUPPORT ALL 
Yes  key targets are important to focus direction 
 

Support for the 
Sheffield Moors 
Partnership and 
‘key actions’ 
 

Very thorough (though a few gaps) 

Support for the partnership 
approach to the management 
of the moors and the proposed 
‘key delivery actions’ 

3.5.4 
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As actions to achieve the vision, we would support them all. However, 
their presentation suggests a fragmented approach, estate by estate, 
rather than the promised ‘integrated and holistic planning and thinking.’ 
We understand that people and communities may need geography and 
location in order to engage with the Masterplan and that ultimately 
estate plans will be used to meet the vision of the Masterplan, but surely 
this is the document in which to stay strategic.  
For example, under theme outcome 2.2 a number of new strategic 
bridleway routes are proposed but these are not set within the context of 
the bridleways across the whole land mass, so that the network can be 
seen at a glance. Fig 6 presents the issues as numbers on an ordnance 
survey map and Fig 7 attempts to solve these issues with circumscribed 
areas. This approach brings the issues down to individual land 
managers. Where is the map of the vision for the bridleways across the 
whole area? Or under 2.3 where is the strategic map of campsites 
across the area in order to show the gaps and how the proposal at Lady 
Canning’s plantation fulfils a need? 
 

More strategic 
approach to 
describing  and 
mapping the key 
actions  

A general comment on tasks identified as forming the delivery of the 
vision is that as these are presented they fall into the trap of being 
expressed in terms of the approach the masterplan is trying to get away 
from: that is to say itemising actions by current landholding boundaries. 
An alternative would be to take a heading like woodland regeneration 
across the piece, highlighting a biodiversity need for linked areas for 
wildlife, corridor routes and so on before detailing how this overarching 
vision might be delivered through detailing appropriate sites for new 
planting or conifer thinning or other measure. 
 

That a more overall strategic 
approach to the presentation of 
the key actions that cuts across 
site boundaries would be 
beneficial 

3.5.5 

Planned and 
aspirational key 
actions 

Again it would be useful to know what is planned and what is 
aspirational where possible. 
 
 
 

It would be useful to know 
which of the key actions are 
planned and which are 
aspirational 

3.5.6 
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Theme: Delivering the Masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Including key 
actions for all the 
Strategic 
Outcomes 

General:  there are a number of outcome areas that don’t have any 
actions. And while it’s possible that these outcomes will be achieved 
without any specific action on the part of the SMP, it’s good practice to 
have actions for each outcome – even if it simply relates to the 
established monitoring activity which could then trigger ‘real’ or 
additional action if the monitoring shows something amiss in relation to 
that outcome area.    
 
• Action for outcome 3.1?  Could be something about ongoing 

assessment / monitoring / liaison between partners and their annual 
performance management?  

• Actions for outcome 3.3 – include something on invasive species?  
Include something on bio security and dealing with impacts of lack of 
this e.g. ash die-back and other similar issues as they arise 
(especially resulting from climate change)?  New (insect) predators?  

• Action for outcome 3.5?  Could be something about the site 
management plans of partners taking account of UKCLIP outputs 
and adopting appropriate management / development?   (see 
wording for action on 4.3 and 4.4 – appropriate opportunities will be 
taken…). This could be added to over time as it becomes clearer 
what actions are needed.  

• Action for promoting / harnessing health and well-being value of 
moors?  In theme 4?  

• Action for outcome 5.1? Not likely to get an outcome if nothing’s 
done to bring it about. Something about overall monitoring / 
performance management again?  

• Action for outcome 5.3? Not likely to get an outcome if nothing’s 
done to bring it about. Something about decision making processes 
and management etc plans include search for and where available / 
appropriate, use best practice?   

 
 

 

It would be good practice to 
include key actions for ALL the 
Strategic Outcomes 

3.5.7 
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Theme: Delivering the Masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Delivering  
 
Strategic Outcome 5.1 It can't be wild and open. And it should not be 
‘protected’ from being less open. It is not the role to play God. 

With respect to Strategic 
Outcome 5.1, how can the 
landscape be wild and open? 

3.5.8 

What is the landscapes 'historic character'? Which historic period is 
being referred to? 

With respect to Strategic 
Outcome 5.1, what is the 
landscape’s historic character 
and which historic period is 
being referred to? 

3.5.9 

Strategic 
Outcome 5.1 The 
wild and open 
nature of the 
landscape is 
protected 

How do you define a feeling of wilderness? And how do you deliver that 
on exploited farmland where only those things grow that the managers 
allow?? 
 

With respect to Strategic 
Outcome 5.1 how do you 
define a feeling of wilderness? 

3.5.10 

Learning from 
best practice  

I know it’s difficult to pull together such a document, take into account 
and balance all the different viewpoints so hope the points above are 
useful. I do think that there is more opportunity to be more creative / 
innovative in the targets for 2018 maybe using work in projects from 
elsewhere in the country to inform new ways of working in the SMP area 
and build on the good base that is already in existence. 

That learning from best practice 
elsewhere is applied where 
possible to encourage a more 
creative approach to proposals 
for the future 

3.5.11 

Again, little 'grit'. What are the Measures of Effectiveness? How will 
trade-offs and conflicts be handled; e.g. outcome 4.1 'visitor payback 
scheme' what does that mean? charging for cars, people, 
picnics/stopping on footpaths, or what? 
Monitor and evaluate by regular surveying/talking to visitors 
In sustainable land management I would like to see something about 
measuring and/or monitoring the benefits/effects/outcomes of managing 
the land on this large scale in a joined up way e.g. producing maps of 
habitat connectivity across the area and monitoring increases in 
biodiversity. 

Measuring and 
monitoring the 
key delivery 
actions 

Include] monitoring and survey work and use of ‘experimental areas’ eg 
exclosures to test out some of habitat management ideas and use 
natural regeneration  where appropriate as a more cost-effective low 
impact way of achieving objectives. 

How will the key actions be 
measured and monitored? 

3.5.12 
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Theme: Delivering the Masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Conflict resolution procedures, particularly in case of deadlocks. 
Measures of Effectiveness. Preferably the MOE themselves, if not then 
how they will be derived. Fall-back positions if things don't work out as 
planned. 

Stakeholders Strategic Outcome 5.4 Who are the stakeholders? Is anyone excluded? What is meant by the 
‘stakeholders’ and is anyone 
excluded? 
 

3.5.13 
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  3.6 The Draft Vision 
 

DRAFT VISION 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

‘Straight ‘ Yes – 17 using on-line questionnaire form  
‘Straight’ Yes (2) using hard copy of on-line questionnaire form 
Yes, broadly. Excellent document 
Yes, and see no reason to change it. Sheffield Campaign for Access to 
Moorland welcomes the plan and believes it to be timely at a 
time many Local Authorities are passing their land management 
responsibilities to others. It also offers opportunities we could only wish 
for a while ago 
Yes – I very much like the environmental approach and also the 
emphasis on working together.  
Yes – completely 
Yes – particularly the need to work at a landscape scale. 
 
This will complement the approach currently being undertaken by the 
Environment Agency in the remainder of the Derwent catchment, 
through the Derwent Land Management Project. This collaborative 
project seeks to deliver flood risk and Water Framework benefits, at a 
catchment scale, through a variety of land management changes, with a 
range of organisations, throughout the Derwent Valley.  Delivery through 
this partnership is a real opportunity to demonstrate how the 
collaborative approach can be effective in making a difference to the 
water environment. 
We fully support the vision statement as the end point, as opposed to 
the vision which as presented is not the goal but largely the crucial 
means to that end – partnership working.  
 

Do you 
support the 
vision for 
Sheffield 
Moors? 

Yes.  I support this Vision for the Sheffield Moors.   
The emphasis on management of habitats and achieving conservation 
objectives are in line with Natural England’s objectives for the Eastern 
Peak District Moors SSSI.  I look forward to working with the various 
partners to see through much of what is proposed within the Plan 

Support for the draft vision for 
the Sheffield 

3.6.1 
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DRAFT VISION 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key issue  

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

through HLS agreements and other consenting processes. 
Yes I support whole heartedly! 
Generally favourable 
Yes, as the partnership approach should allow the landowners to build a 
consensus between them which will lead to management of the area at 
a strategic landscape level.  
No (x number) 0 using on-line form. 1 using hard copy of questionnaire 

No. Pointless anodyne hyperbole with meaningless management-
buzzwords. In any plan there will be conflict and trade-offs. There is no 
evidence this is appreciated in the 'vision'. 
The vision is a missed opportunity. Not being based on a genuine public 
debate it was always going to be a bureaucratic fudge.  
It is also drearily unambitious with no semblance of a big idea to 
prioritise wildlife and natural landscapes. 
The main purpose seems to be to serve the interests of the conservation 
groups and charities. 
So we cannot support it. 

No, support not given for the 
draft Vision because of the: 
 
• Use of management jargon 
 
• Its purpose seems to be to 

serve the interests if the 
conservation groups and 
charities 

3.6.2 
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DRAFT VISION 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

That the Sheffield Moors lie 
within a larger landscape 
including neighbours such as 
the Chatsworth Estate, and that 
the plan should be more explicit 
about how its vision integrates 
into the vision of bodies like the 
PDNPA and Natural England 
 

3.6.3 I have several comments: 
 
a) The Sheffield Moors are set in the larger context of the Peak District  
it should be made clear that the Partnership holds the brief to integrate 
the Masterplan with the wider vision of bodies such as PDNPA and NE  
and to deal with neighbouring land owners/managers (Chatsworth was 
mentioned in the earlier consultations) 
 
b) We are the present custodians of a landscape which has developed 
over 3000 years (or more) under both natural processes and human 
intervention. Our duty is not to preserve a fossilised landscape but while 
honouring our heritage to be bold in shaping the landscape for the 
future.  The concept of 'Public Good' embraces this 

That the landscape should not 
be fossilised, and that while 
honouring our heritage, to be 
bold in shaping the landscape 
of the future 
 

3.6.4 

No (13 responses) No changes are needed to 
improve the draft vision 

3.6.5 

Generally supportive of the vision and key objectives and outcomes 
Think it is a very positive document 
 

Supportive of the vision 3.6.6 

A more fundamental and controversial passage is indicated. The  
masterplan moves away from an approach that is essentially the 
summation of individual farm or estate schemes to one which begins 
with the landscape scale, and a strong vision for conservation, 
recreation, public services, integrated access routes, economic returns 
and wide ranging opportunities for educational advancement - plus of 
course the very landscape itself. Man made barriers like estate 
boundaries are alien to the concept of the masterplan. 

That the vision is one that 
moves away from the 
organisational boundaries of 
individual sites, and aims to 
maximise public benefits 

3.6.7 

Is there 
anything you 
want to change 
to improve the 
draft vision? 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I rarely comment on visions but this isn’t really one! They are hard work I 
know when you have to pen something that is all things to all people. 
Even the statements below it which add some detail and qualification 
don’t cut to the chase of what it will look like in the future. What will be 
different to how it is now? Or is it simply maintenance in which case why 

That the vision should be 
clearer on what the Sheffield 
Moors will look like in the future 

3.6.8 



Sheffield Moors Partnership Draft Masterplan 2013-2028 - Consultation Report Part 1 - Verbatim Comments 74 

DRAFT VISION 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

a partnership, the benefits of which the plan makes clear later on I 
accept. 
The current vision requires further refinement.  Paragraph 1 of the 
proposed vision is essentially a statement and not a vision. We suggest 
the following:  
 
“Our Vision for the Sheffield Moors by 2028 is:  
 
To establish the Sheffield Moors as the UK’s leading model on how the 
uplands should be managed. Through effective community collaboration 
we shall balance work and leisure demands with the primary need to 
preserve its cherished character and landscape.” 
 

Suggested the Vision is re-
worded to to include greater 
emphasis on community 
collaboration 

3.6.9 

Your vision is inadequate in that it omits all serious reference to geo-
diversity issues, and has only a limited definition of landscape (tors, 
landslips and eroding rivers).  

The vision should include  
reference to the significant 
geological interests of the 
Sheffield Moors 

3.6.10 

Everything.  Too subjective. 
 

Almost all terms need defining at least to an extent. Also too many 
woolly words like ‘amazing’ and ‘cherished’. This is off-the-shelf promo 
brochure material. Good landscape does not need a sales pitch.  
First you would need to remove reference to a Working Landscape. This 
area should be a safe haven from the economy and the inevitable 
exploitation that goes with that.  Remote areas are too precious in an 
overcrowded island to forego the chance of allowing them to naturalise. 
The consultation should have challenged everyone to produce a simple 
one sentence vision and gone on from there. 

 
All that is needed are a few clear sentences starting with, e.g. By 
default the moors will be where nature determines the landscape 
and the wildlife that live in it.  

 
The more complex you make it and the more cluttered with other 

That the vision should not 
reference the Sheffield Moors a 
as working landscape and 
should be an opportunity to 
allow natural processes to 
determine the nature of the 
landscape and wildlife within it. 

3.6.11 
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DRAFT VISION 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

statements the more bureaucratic it becomes and less easy for the 
public to evaluate and in this case less fun. 
(Difficult one because everyone would write this differently, it’s short 
which is good and written in the present which is also good). 
 
• The second paragraph uses concepts such as “integrated and multi 

use access” to keep short. If you don’t understand these concepts 
then you will have difficulty understanding the paragraph. Or by 
using concepts people will add in their own interpretation,(does multi 
use access include the 4x4’s) 

• Having a vision to have a shared vision, I am not sure if a vision can 
talk about itself? A vision to have a shared direction might work? 

• The second paragraph looks like it has been written by a group of 
conservation managers, if this is our audience then that’s ok, not 
sure if it’s digestible by the general public? 

That the vision should use 
language that is clearly 
understood by the public 

3.6.12 

More weight to be given to sustainable land management (owners & 
tenants) and economic underpinning for the vision. At the moment the 
emphasis seems to be on having a landscape for the recreation / visitor 
/ wildlife experience and the working landscape is in para 4. Longer term 
economics need to be factored in as its unlikely there will be continual 
injections of large amounts of grant funding to sustain the landscape 
vision. 

Greater weight should be given 
to sustainable land 
management and the economy 
in the vision 

3.6.13 
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3.7 Draft masterplan appendices 
 

Draft masterplan appendices 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Sheffield Area Geology Trust 
Sorby Natural History Society 
South Yorkshire Biodiversity Forum 
South Yorkshire Geodiversity Partnership 
 
Under ‘Stakeholder Organisations’ – where is the farming 
representation? Who’s been invited, consulted? Also emission of 
‘Hallam Riders Group’, more local to the SMP area than ‘Peak Horse 
Power’, and should also be included. Amongst other things, Hallam 
Riders Group have already raised money for bridleway surfacing on 
Fox Hagg [Rivelin Valley/Redmires], and will be doing so in Lady 
Canning’s Plantation [Ringinglow] – therefore ought to be included as 
stakeholders, and likely financial contributors. Please put them in!  
. 

Appendix 1 – 
Additional  
suggested 
stakeholder 
organisations 

Several people pointed out Hallam Riders Group omission from SMP 
Stakeholders list (on Draft plan). It is a sensitive point, can you make 
sure HRG are included? 
 

Suggested additional 
stakeholders in Appendix 1 of 
the masterplan 

3.7.1 

Appendix 2 – 
position within the 
document 

• I wonder if Appendix 2 could come earlier in the document before 
the key actions, Then the issues to resolve inform the key actions. 

• Page 30 “Towards language” rather than “away from language”, (a 
few examples in the plan, Sorry this seems a bit nitpicky though 
psychologically this is very subtle) 

• “ Across the Sheffield Moors, there is not enough co-ordination 
between the different organisations that provide education and 
interpretation programmes” Could read “Across the Sheffield 
Moors, there could be improved co-ordination between the different 
organisations that provide education and interpretation 
programmes” stating that something could be improved rather than 
something is inadequate is also less critical. 

Suggested rewording of parts 
of Appendix 2 of the draft 
masterplan 

3.7.2 
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Draft masterplan appendices 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Appendix 2 Many comments at the Ideas Gathering meetings asked for a natural 
landscape with less intervention and free from farming.  These 
comments have not been reflected in the report in Appendix 2 nor in 
the Strategic Outcomes. 
 

That Appendix 2, in particular 
the section of Sustainable Land 
Management, does not fully 
reflect the full range of view 
expressed at the public 
workshops in Feb-April 2012. 
The same could be said for the 
Strategic Outcomes. 

3.7.3 

Appendix 3 – 
potential additions 
to the ‘Glossary of 
Terms’  

NIA – Nature Improvement Area 
 
DPNIA – Dark Peak Nature Improvement Area 
 
DPNIAP – Dark Peak Nature Improvement Area Partnership 
 
Geo-diversity 

Suggested additions to the 
‘Glossary of Terms’ 

3.7.4 
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3.8 Draft masterplan maps 
 

Draft masterplan maps 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Suggested map 
of public transport 
network 

It would be useful and appropriate to have a public transport map 
showing routes and stops 

Suggested additional  map 
showing public transport routes 
and stops 
  

3.8.1 

It may simply be a property of how a photocopier did its copying but 
notes on figures do not seem to come sequentially. Thus 9B comes 
before 6. Also, under 9B, paras B21 et seq would appear not to be 
relevant to the heading ‘Big and Ramsley Moors, Leash Fen’. And by 
the time one got to 8B it seemed there may have been some repetition 
since items indicated tended to have been reflected in earlier 
passages.  On a point of detail proposals for a new bridleway adjacent 
to Wimble Holm Hill may have escaped inclusion (or simply missed). 
• Maps/ Potential access point 20 . Could use the word improved 

rather than provided as there is an existing bridleway route from 
moor wood lane, a little further down Baslow road. 

• Maps/ Habitat issues point 24 . Recent heather cutting is on Flask 
edge only as Brown edge is SAM. Same issue of heather 
monoculture on both edges, Different management actions. 

• Maps / Habitat issues point 32 Reservoirs, actions to remove 
trees from both, Though Ramsley may have sections that are left to 
develop wet woodland. 

• Maps /habitat improvements point 29. Same issue of cutting on 
Brown edge SAM. Could just state cutting or burning. 

• Blacka Moor is 2 words – Incorrectly done in Figure1.  
• Figure 11 – 4 & 5 on map are different from 4 & 5 on ‘potential 

status’ list. 4 is Blacka & 5 is Nell Croft according to map.  
•  Figure 1 – Show NT covenanted property? 
Figure 2 – indicate on this or another map occupation agreements 
(tenancies, etc), and include current physical management (i.e. 
grazing 

Suggested 
additions, 
improvements or 
clarification 
regarding the 
draft masterplan 
maps 

• Add a sentence about the Nat Env White Paper in text as well as in 

Various suggested additions, 
improvements and clarifications 
to a number of the draft 
masterplan maps 

3.8.2 
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Draft masterplan maps 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

fig 3 – the fact that the strategy conforms to a cross govt national 
policy will give a boost to arguments for its delivery.   

• Figure 3:  add SWT Strategy for 2012-2017  to bottom box ‘Key 
local policies and strategies’  

Figure 4 – remove wording that refers to ‘Compartment areas’, and put 
SSSI at start of wording that says SAC, SPA and SSSI areas. 
Consider expanding all of text to include full wording not acronymns 
(including SMP) 
Figure 5 – spell Scheduled properly. Should ‘listed buildings’ be added 
to this designation map (or do another?).  
Dark boundary line of SMP area not showing up very well. 
May be worth really highlighting that this map just shows scheduled 
sites and that there are thousands of other sites across SM (map at 
moment doesn’t show how much heritage there really is). 
Figure 6 – Doesn’t show impact of access and potential damage. 
Suggested by FB an additional map is developed showing which 
routes and gateways are the most used/most important/most promoted 
at present (Kielder model). 
Highlight routes used by the disabled, sensory trails, buggy routes, 
long distance routes, hire of ‘trampers’ 
Map very detailed at the moment – could it be clearer to show the 
routes you want to. Maybe omit text as much as possible 
Figure 7 – Would be great to have another map that shows the key 
routes into the landscape (e.g. green corridors like P Valley). 
Difficult to distinguish between p footpath and bridleway 
Highlight which opportunities are the priorities and why (then provides 
the rationale for doing those chosen in first 5 year action plan; with 
secondary priorities falling into next 5 year plan) 
Less able access opportunity 
Consider need for sustainable surfaces. 
Figure 8a – work will graziers to manage habitats, whilst maintaining 
local culture/economy 
Figure 9a – avoid fences.  
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Draft masterplan maps 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Figure 9b – does B27 relate accurately to the location shown on the 
map? Seems to be in wrong place 
Figure 10 – consider renaming as Historic Environment map (or 
Archaeology map), as the term cultural heritage is misleading (could 
meaning farming communities for example) 
How does this map relate to Figure 5 showing Scheduled sites? 
Make text clearer – in more layman’s terms (too technical) 
Are Points 3 and 5 the wrong way round on Map 10? Cross check with 
map 
Figure 11 – Are points 4 and 5 the wrong way round? Cross check 
with map 
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3.9 The structure of the draft masterplan 
 

The structure of the draft masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Strengthening 
the Introduction 

The introductory section should be stronger. Up front in the first 
paragraph be bold. Say that the Sheffield Moors are a defining 
characteristic of the City. They are deeply embedded in Sheffield’s 
cultural heritage and the psyche of its people. They are imbued with a 
strong perception of belonging to the people and of open access. A 
cardinal value is that they are kept absolutely free from all man made 
intrusions. Nationally they nurtured the campaign for open access, for 
green belt areas, for planning policies sympathetic to the landscape and 
indeed for the establishment of National Parks. Do not understate how 
important they are. 
Within the introduction there should be a paragraph on how the threats to 
these moors have evolved over time from privately guarded, industrially 
polluted, over grazed, blanket felled, wetland drained, fenced in 
forbidden territory to a current climate of opinion which at least allows 
exploration of the topics in the masterplan. 

Suggestion that the 
Introduction to the masterplan 
better recognises the 
importance of the Sheffield 
Moors to the people of 
Sheffield, as well as how its 
role – from private to public 
land -  has evolved over time 

3.9.1 

I feel that 80% of this is around statutory protection and the access and 
recreation is the 20%, In the minds of the majority of the audience there 
are as many outcomes relating to access as to the statutory stuff. I 
wonder if this could be balanced up a bit. 

Suggestion that the ‘What 
Makes the Sheffield Moors so 
important’ section  be 
expanded to include more of 
the non-statutory values, 
especially those associated 
with access and recreation 

3.9.2 What makes the 
Sheffield Moors 
so Important? 

Section on What makes the Sheffield Moors so important: p.8  National 
park – editing needed – Sandford Principle  

Correct spelling on Sandford 
Principle required 

3.9.3 

Why do this? The “why do this ” title. Using the Why word tends to lead you to think of 
the issues/problems, by using “What are we doing this for?” leads more 
to being focused on the outcomes. 

Suggestion that the titles of 
the section called ‘Why do 
this’ be changed to ‘What are 
we doing this for? 

3.9.4 

‘Key actions’ 
table 

For ease of reference, it would be good to have the outcome titles typed 
into column 1 of the action plan.  Otherwise, readers who’re not so 
familiar with the strategy need to keep flicking back to pages 14 to 17. 

Suggestion that the titles of 
the Strategic Outcomes be 
added to the Key Actions 

3.9.5 
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The structure of the draft masterplan 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

table to improve 
understanding 

Table is a bit small & tricky to read – can it be set landscape? Can the ‘key actions’ table be 
presented as ‘landscape’? 
 

3.9.6 

References • Great stuff!  
• How we will work together section – good.  
• Would be useful to have references at bottom of each page rather 

than at end of section, especially when reading online.  

Suggestion that references 
are included at the bottom of 
each relevant page rather 
than the end of each chapter 

3.9.7 
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3.10 Any other comments 
 
Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Think it is a very positive document 
I am glad to see the partners working together across this important 
landscape and support the Masterplan fully 
A very positive step forward 
Thanks 
Plan is excellent 
The general thrust of these proposals are very good and we think there 
are some excellent ideas, especially regarding Access matters 
The strategy looks okay to me; it’s whether it will all work like all 
changes. 
From my point of view, I welcome the 'joined up' management approach 
being suggested. 
Having just seen posters about this at multiple different locations I 
thought I'd see what you're suggesting and I'm really impressed! It's 
really hard balancing so many different needs. I'm especially impressed 
with the new routes that will greatly help link existing parts together. To 
place my following comments in perspective, I primarily use the peaks for 
walking, climbing and cycling (and so obviously don't have as much 
knowledge of environmental/historical aspects). 
This is an inspirational Masterplan with a strong vision and direction, 
which the Friends endorse. Our main concern is the need to make the 
Masterplan more strategic in order to reflect its high level purpose. 

Support for the 
draft masterplan 

Finally had chance today to look at the SMP plan in detail. 
 
Firstly loads of stuff in here that I really like and I think is really well 
written. 

 
• Length 35 pages plus maps is the right length  
• Document feels strategic and broad brush and at the same time the 

maps give enough detail of changes. 

Support for the draft 
masterplan 

3.10.1 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

• Feels like a document by all partners (not just NT or RSPB) 
• Tells the story well, by including the ‘why do this’ and ‘what makes 

the Sheffield moors special’ sections 
• Links to other resources with references (EMP, SMP website, Lawton 

stuff etc) 
• Appendix 2 I really like 
• And of course the reference to the exemplar EMP approach page 22 

outcome 3.2  
 
I think the plan is great and a document to be proud of as is, 
Ride Sheffield wish to express their broad support for the Sheffield 
Moors Masterplan 
The all-embracing nature of the plan 
Look good to me. 
Coverage – people and environment, practical and ethical issues, current 
and future needs.  Themes are interconnected and make up a splendid 
whole for the management of the Moors.  It’s well written and easy to 
understand, setting out the issues adequately without dumbing down or 
resorting to too much jargon, and with good explanations where technical 
terms need to be used.  
The following comments (included elsewhere in the ‘Consultation 
Report’) are made against a generally positive response to the draft and 
are by exception, in that they do not allude to the bulk of the text which is 
wholeheartedly endorsed.  
 
This document is not at all a bad document, but perhaps, to give a better 
future, it needs to challenge more fundamentally the way we approach 
the custodianship of the wider landscape, and indeed of the heritage we 
treasure and must both safeguard and pass in good heart to future 
generations. 
The plan is inclusive of all interested parties but has a primary focus on 
reversing the denigration which has occurred across the western moors 
over the last 30 years – well done. 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Improved landscape and habitat plus access for appropriate  recreation.  
I think the balance is right. 
A well balanced and comprehensive plan has been put together. I 
particularly like the key actions for the first five years section which is so 
often not a part of plans of this sort which are generally more strategic 
than about delivery. Good effort! 
We wish the Sheffield Moors Plan all the success it needs and deserves 
and we look forward to helping the Vision become a reality.   

Stakeholder 
engagement and  
consultation 

As expected an opportunity not taken. Every organisation represented in 
the Steering Group is a management dominated bureaucracy where 
office hours dominate over on-site presence. Hence a top down and 
prescriptive approach made more so by reliance on agri-environment 
schemes. 
 
In this country this area is large enough to allow for more integrated 
naturalised wildlife friendly approaches to evolve. That could also be less 
dependent on public funds. It would also be more fun. 

 
The refusal to commit to a wider public debate has been hard to justify. 
Sheffield is a city which is now committed by policies to wider public 
engagement and its citizens being “in the driving seat”. The Managers in 
the SMP have taken the steering wheel and only listened to calls from 
the back seats which coincide with their own choice of route. 

 
Loading the document with so many vague and undefined terms means 
that respondents were at a disadvantage not knowing what is meant. 
This leaves the managers in control, defining as they wish. 

 
At no point in the early meetings -we were told that these were not part 
of a consultation – was anything said about underlying assumptions that 
only  surfaced within the draft plan. This wastes the time of participants.  

 
A Feedback meeting in April – again described as 'not a consultation -
that starts with the publication of the draft plan' was a travesty. Small 

That the development of the 
plan and the consultation are 
a missed opportunity, and 
that the process has been led 
by the organisations within 
the Sheffield Moors 
Partnership rather than the 
public 
 
 

3.10.2 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

group discussions were held and then reported in a grossly overblown 
report. Remarkably, some comments made were not included because 
they did not fit in with the agenda of the officer leading the group. What 
should one make of that?  
 
There is still time to change. Otherwise a failure of imagination and 
ambition. 

Language 
employed within 
the draft 
masterplan 

It’s difficult to find something to like. All is designed to lead to more 
management and more management jobs. There’s also too much forced, 
breathless and misleading language more appropriate for a sales 
brochure. Get rid of the sales clichés and woolly undefined, often 
subjective terms that give very little idea to the reader but deliver carte 
blanche  to the managers to interpret in their own way. 

 
Holistic landscape. 
Historic and characterful 
Enhanced 
Inspiring and innovative 
Exciting and innovative  
Integrated and sustainable 
Sympathetic signage 
Cultural heritage 
Sensitively protected 
Strong sense of understanding 
High quality habitats 
Favourable condition 
Sense of wellbeing 
Economically viable 
Environmentally sustainable 
Wild and open nature of landscape 
Feeling of wilderness 
Historic character 
Collectively and inclusively 

Aspirations of the vision 

That the language used within 
the masterplan is misleading 
and woolly 

3.10.3 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Policy Context The Dark Peak National Character Area has undergone its review and 
the final version will be ready early in the new year. We request that you 
make specific reference to this work as a key evidence base available for 
the partnership to help inform and prioritise delivery aims.  Reference to 
the Dark Peak NCA will also help to provide wider context to the 
Sheffield Moors Partnership and the landscape it is committed to 
protecting and managing.  
NCA profiles provide a key evidence base and act as  guidance 
documents which will help to achieve a more sustainable future for the 
natural environment,  individuals and communities. 

That the plan should make 
explicit reference to the 
Natural England Dark Peak 
National Character Area. 

3.10.4 

Greater 
awareness of the 
SMP and 
masterplan 

Concern that rather a lot of those who live and work within the relevant 
area simply didn’t know about the SMP proposals e.g. [Sheffield City] 
Council tenant farmers like Broomheads (Brown Edge), Rhodes’ (Green 
House), Lawson (Yarncliffe), or private farms such as 
Thompsons/Hammonds at Wyming Brook Farm. Mills’ at Wyming Brook 
etc. Many of the proposals will directly impact on them, they should have 
been written to, or visited, to have ensured inclusion. In practice, a 
number of these have felt antagonised, particularly by access/car park 
proposals they knew nothing about, but which will affect their fields and 
livestock if enacted. Timescale should have been longer for the 
‘outreach’ project. The ‘working landscape’ vision appears to have 
missed precisely those who do work agriculturally within it – major 
omission!  

That there has not been 
enough done to raise 
awareness of the masterplan 
proposals to tenants and 
private landowners in the 
Redmires and Brown Edge 
area 

3.10.5 

Concerns about 
a perceived lack 
of opportunity to 
get fully involved 
in the 
consultation 
process 

Public have had little opportunity to question partners on substance, 
vision or detail to gain a response and contribute to the consultation 
before the final deadline.  
b. Although Natural England’s website cites a Sheffield S3 office address 
it was unavailable for public sessions and meetings. 
c. Poor publicity, promotion and lack of diversity affecting the limited 
range of venues for the Consultation’s investigations and lines of 
enquiry. 
d. Little chance for public to raise questions to the Government’s 
statutory advisor for the natural environment. 
 

That the public have had little 
opportunity to question 
partners on the masterplan, 
and that the consultation was 
poorly promoted 

3.10.6 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

Questioning 
whether 
stakeholders will 
be listened to, 
who decides high 
quality & no need 
for ‘education,.  

1 Being Involved 
1.1 For some of us there's not much point in having stakeholder groups if 
they and their input are managed and if the managers only listen to what 
they want to hear. 
1.2 Who decides what's high quality? Wild moorland – managed of 
course!! 
 
 

Questioning whether 
stakeholders opinions will be 
fully taken into account in 
future decision making   

3.10.7 

Freedom of user 
groups to ‘go 
their own way’ 

Other Concerns to Us : 
a. The Masterplan will inevitably inhibit the freedom of consulting user 
groups to ‘go their own way’. How is this deemed to be desirable? 
b. If it is deemed undesirable for user groups to go their own way, how 
can the Masterplan be developed to facilitate freedom of consulting 
groups? 
 
 

That the masterplan will 
inhibit the freedom of user 
groups ‘to go their own way’ 

3.10.8 

Accountability  What can be done to ensure that the Masterplan: 
i. Remains accountable to the public 

What can be done to ensure 
the Masterplan remains 
accountable to the public? 
 

3.10.9 

Roadshow 
events  

I would urge you to consider the profile of those who have taken part in 
your events and whether it is a fair representation of the different interest 
groups and people who regularly visit the Sheffield Moors area.  The 
events were all held in the middle of the day during the working week 
when most mountain bikers would be at work or at school and may not 
have had their voices heard in contrast to some other interest groups.  
 
 
 
 

Concern about whether 
consultation exercises will 
have reached a fair 
representation of the different 
interest groups and people 
who visit the Sheffield Moors 
 

3.10.10 

Involvement of 
the Moors for the 
Future 
Partnership 

Why isn't Moors for the Future involved in the partnership? I would have 
thought that their years of experience would have been invaluable in 
managing the land. 
 

Why isn’t Moors for the 
Future one of the Sheffield 
Moors partners? 

3.10.11 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

On-line 
communication 

The only addition I would like to see is more on the possibilities of on-line 
communication: 
 

• Clearer plans for an on-line presence and what can be achieved 
by it.  

 
• There is not enough about communication, in general, and how 

every aspect of this project will be publicised and information 
brought to the public. I would strongly favour a joint website for all 
the areas, with details of every possible kind, including activities, 
maps, and ways to get involved in caring for this wonderful area.  

Suggested greater use of on-
line methods of 
communication such as a 
joint website  

3.10.12 

Sheffield Moors 
Partnership as a 
model for the 
uplands in the 
UK 

The Sheffield Moors’ Partnership covers a large area of remote land in 
public and charitable hands in the expectation that this Plan will be the 
model for managing the United Kingdom’s uplands and moorlands. It 
represents a unique opportunity for all of us to appraise our landscapes 
so that we can be involved as a nation on decisions affecting these 
remote areas, their purpose and meaning for us and which should 
therefore be open to public discussion. 
 
In our researches on this major issue of how our public space is to be 
used, we made contact with relevant academic experts. We understand 
there is a: 
 
"big issue regarding a general lack of awareness and even a lack of 
access to necessary training for staff which is compounded by reduced 
support from Agencies and local authorities. A specific case in point 
brought to our attention was Blacka Moor, Sheffield Wildlife Trust Nature 
Reserve.” 

Concern that there may be a 
general lack of awareness 
and training of staff who are 
involved in the management 
of the Sheffield Moors 

3.10.13 

Why is it called Sheffield Moors and not Derbyshire Moors? Name of the 
partnership I am unhappy about the name of the new partnership, being born and 

bred in Derbyshire. The moors do not 'belong' to Sheffield and a large 
area of them is in Derbyshire 
 

Why is the area referred to as 
the ‘Sheffield’ Moors when a 
large part of them lie in 
Derbyshire? 

3.10.14 
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Any other comments 
 
Topic Collated comments on the topic Summary of key  issue 

from the comments 
Reference 
Number 

What is the 
Sheffield Moors? 

Is the Sheffield Moors a campaign? 
 
 
 

Is the Sheffield Moors a 
campaign? 
 

3.10.15 

Role of the SMP Suspect SMP is another layer of bureaucracy That the SMP is another layer 
of bureaucracy  

3.10.16 
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APPENDIX 1 PUBLIC CONSULTATION QUESTIONAIRE 
 
The Vision for the Sheffield Moors for 2028 (on pag e 5) 
 

1. Do you support the vision for Sheffield Moors? 
 

2. Is there anything you want to change to improve the draft vision? 
 
What We Are Planning to Achieve (Strategic Outcomes  on pages 14 to 17) 
 

3. What do you like about the Strategic Outcomes proposed in the masterplan? 
 

4. What would you change to improve them? 
 
What We Are Proposing To Do (Key Actions on pages 1 8 to 24) 
 

5. What are your views on the ‘key actions’ proposed for the next 15 years? 
 

6. Are there any other ‘key actions’ you feel should be added? If yes, what are these and why? 
 
Keeping Informed 

 
7. How would you like to be kept informed about the work of the Sheffield Moors Partnership? (Tick all that apply) 

 
• Through the website 
• Through social media, such as Facebook or Twitter 
• Via email 
• Other (please add) ……………………… 
• I don’t want to be kept informed thank you 

 
Getting Involved 
 

8. Would you be interested in getting involved in the delivery of the masterplan? If yes, how? 
 
Any other comments 
 

9. Do you have any other comments you'd like to add about the draft Sheffield Moors Masterplan?  
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APPENDIX 2 SUMMARY OF THE SMP ROADSHOWS, SEPTEMBER TO OCTOBER 2012 
 

Date Location Number of 
people engaged 

Other comments 

Tuesday 18th September Upper Burbage Car Park 28 Poor weather 
Wednesday 19th September Stanage Edge Car Park 10 Mixed weather 
Thursday 20th September Longshaw main car park (Woodcroft) 38 Mixed weather 
Monday 24th September Redmires Reservoir (upper) car 

parking areas 
0 Cancelled due to extreme 

weather 
Tuesday 25th September Wyming Brook Car Park (off 

Redmires Road) 
0 Cancelled due to extreme 

weather 
Thursday 27th September Curbar Gap car park 45 Sunny, windy, but warm 
Friday 28th September Padley Gorge, opposite Granby Barn 23 Raining in morning, blustery, 

but some sunshine 
Saturday 29th September Blacka Moor car park (Strawberry 

Lee) 
0 Not run (error in marketing) 

Saturday 6th October Longshaw, near tearoom 48 Sunny but cold 
Sunday 7th October Surprise View car park 63  
Tuesday 9th October Wyming Brook car park (off 

Redmires Road) 
23  

Wednesday 10th October Blacka Moor car park (Strawberry 
Lee) 

19  

Thursday 11th October Redmires Reservoir (Upper) car 
parking areas 

23 Mixed weather 

Saturday 13th October Upper Burbage Car Park 84 Poor weather 
Sunday 20th October Padley Gorge, opposite Granby Barn 148  
Sunday 21st October Curbar Gap 68 Good weather 
Saturday 27th October Stanage Edge car park 40 Good weather but very cold 
Sunday 28th October Blacka Moor car park (Strawberry 

Lee) 
16 Poor weather/overcast, some 

rain 
 TOTAL 676  

 


