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28th November 2012 
 
Nick Sellwood 
The National Trust 
Dark Peak Area Office 
Edale End 
Hope 
Hope Valley 
Derbs S33 
 
 
Dear Nick Sellwood, 
 
I am pleased to submit Action for Involvement’s response to the Sheffield Moors 
Partnership Consultation. 
 
I founded Action for Involvement in 2006 to offer public engagement activities on 
topical social issues affecting people in our communities.  Our events are supported 
by high level policy makers and key stakeholders in our Region and beyond. 
 
As you can see from our response, Professor Ian Rotherham has generously agreed to 
our use of his personal communications with me which I am proud to use as our 
introduction and preamble in Part I on pages 3-4. 
 
In Part II we provide our Response and Concerns to SMP Consultation and Public 
Engagement Process which is also self-explanatory. 
 
My team and I would be delighted to have an informal chat with you to see how we 
can widen access and raise awareness of the importance such public spaces have on 
our lives. 
 
Although I realise you will be very busy with post-consultation analysis I do hope that 
after you have completed this project, we can meet to develop ways of increasing 
public engagement.  
 
I look forward to hearing from you in due course. 
 
With kind regards, 
 
Wendy  
 
Wendy Stern, M.Sc. 
Founder & Chairman 
Action for Involvement 

 

http://www.actionforinvolvement.org.uk/
mailto:info@actionforinvolvement.org.uk
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Action for Involvement’s Response to 
Sheffield Moors Partnership Masterplan 

 
 

 
Part I:   Introduction and Preamble 
 
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.  As a result of a personal communication 
with Professor Ian Rotherham, 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.”  
 
 

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. 
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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 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 
 
 
1) Sensitive wetland communities 

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. 
 
 

2) Unrecognised, ancient ‘shadow woods’ 
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.”  

 
(Sources, Professor Ian Rotherham, personal communication, 27th and 28th 
November 2012). 
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Part II:   Our Response and Concerns to SMP Consultation and Public 
  Engagement Process 

 
 

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 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. 

 
 
3. The consultation process: 

a. 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. 
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4. 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? 
 

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

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

 
ii. Improves facilities for people in our communities to enjoy our heritage? 

 
 
 
Action for Involvement 
28th November 2012 
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