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Cases in which magistrates convicted persons of unlawfully obstructing a path by
causing crops to grow on it

[from Rights of way : a guide to law and practice, 2nd edition, page 181]

Berkshire oil-seed rape at Oakley Green (1990)
Buckinghamshire wheat crop 18-inch high at North Crawley (1990)
Buckinghamshire oil-seed rape 3-4 feet high at Emberton (1987)
Buckinghamshire cereals 4-6 inches high at Emberton (1987)
Gloucestershire cereals and oil-seed rape at Staunton (1990)
Hertfordshire oil-seed rape and cereals at Cotterell (1987)
Humberside crops at Wetwang (1987)
Kent crops at Newchurch, Old Romney, St Mary-in-the-Marsh and Dymchurch

(1990)
Lincolnshire crops at Harlaxton (1987)
Norfolk crops at Orby (1988)
Oxfordshire broad beans at Bampton (1988)
Suffolk oil-seed rape 4 to 5 feet high at Leiston (1988)
Suffolk peas 18 inches high at Norton Cove  (1988)
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Performance indicator data for condition of rights of way

English authorities - results for BV178

Authority Type Region 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07

Barking & Dagenham LB GL 100% 100% 98% 100% 100% 100%

Barnet LB GL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Barnsley MB YH 57% 59% 67% 64% 69% 34%

Bath & N E Somerset UA SW 80% 62% 50% 59% 54% 65%

Bedfordshire CC E 71% 68% 62% 72% 68% 73%

Bexley LB GL 99% 99% 92% 78% 88% 95%

Birmingham MB WM 7% 11% 5% 7% 56% 57%

Blackburn with Darwen UA NW 43% 39% 66% 82% 79% 82%

Blackpool UA NW 60% 100% 100% 100% 95% 72%

Bolton MB NW 57% 59% 66% 67% 65% 66%

Bournemouth UA SW 97% 97% 96% 97% 97% 97%

Bracknell Forest UA SE 97% 99% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Bradford MB YH 53% 57% 60% 56% 64% 56%

Brent LB GL 97% 91% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Brighton & Hove UA SE 95% 88% 94% 94% 93% 92%

Bristol UA SW 67% 70% 73% 76% 86% 77%

Bromley LB GL 73% 75% 77% 82% 87% 97%

Buckinghamshire CC SE 74% 72% 68% 79% 75% 74%

Bury MB NW 69% 73% 68% 82% 81% 86%

Calderdale MB YH 32% 31% 59% 55% 41%

Cambridgeshire CC E 79% 58% 58% 60% 54% 60%

Cheshire CC NW 75% 74% 71% 85% 74% 77%

Cornwall CC SW 51% 41% 31% 41% 54% 39%

Coventry MB WM 5% 5% 5% 5% 5%

Croydon LB GL 97% 83% 55% 78% 64% 94%

Cumbria CC NW 44% 60% 54% 54% 52%

Darlington UA NE 95% 83% 82% 80% 83% 85%

Derby UA EM 45% 58% 70% 82% 88% 87%

Derbyshire CC EM 47% 58% 52% 57% 68% 72%

Devon CC SW 78% 54% 78% 91% 93% 94%

Doncaster MB YH 54% 61% 56% 57% 74% 66%
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Dorset CC SW 43% 48% 47% 62% 65% 70%

Dudley MB WM 23% 67% 32% 60%

Durham CC NE 53% 59% 61% 72% 71%

Ealing LB GL 88% 72% 81% 75% 84% 83%

East Riding of Yorkshire UA YH 75% 69% 75% 81% 83% 93%

East Sussex CC SE 64% 64% 68% 70% 67% 53%

Enfield LB GL 89% 85% 92% 95% 96% 97%

Essex CC E 55% 55% 47% 53% 52% 54%

Gateshead MB NE 45% 58% 65% 65% 68% 45%

Gloucestershire CC SW 68% 62% 52% 75% 79%

Halton UA NW 62% 85% 95% 95% 96% 94%

Hampshire CC SE 83% 76% 82% 85% 85% 75%

Haringey LB GL 62% 62% 70% 99% 99% 99%

Harrow LB GL 75% 91% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Hartlepool UA NE 99% 70% 85% 91% 89% 97%

Havering LB GL 63% 81% 89% 90% 92% 94%

Herefordshire UA WM 37% 41% 44% 45% 52% 48%

Hertfordshire CC E 49% 40% 72% 62% 75% 70%

Hillingdon LB GL 32% 38% 54% 80% 84% 91%

Hounslow LB GL 67% 73% 87% 87% 89%

Isle of Wight UA SE 83% 88% 90% 95% 97%

Kent CC SE 60% 60% 68% 67% 67% 67%

Kingston-upon-Hull UA YH 100% 80% 90% 90% 90%

Kingston-upon-Thames LB GL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Kirklees MB YH 61% 11% 18% 37% 51% 61%

Knowsley MB NW 95% 96% 96% 96% 95% 95%

Lancashire CC NW 63% 76% 71% 82% 79% 72%

Leeds MB YH 55% 58% 68% 70% 75% 58%

Leicester UA EM 60% 50% 64% 50% 61% 75%

Leicestershire CC EM 79% 73% 66% 77% 77% 78%

Lincolnshire CC EM 59% 58% 65% 60% 75% 73%

Luton UA E 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 99%

Manchester MB NW 69% 71% 60% 66% 67% 73%

Medway Towns UA SE 72% 59% 42% 38% 55% 67%

Merton LB GL 59% 63% 100% 92% 59% 89%

Middlesbrough UA NE 52% 60% 73% 75% 85% 94%
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Milton Keynes UA SE 51% 38% 52% 61% 59% 60%

Newcastle upon Tyne MB NE 79% 58% 69% 69% 71% 72%

Newham LB GL 100% 100% 100% 100% 75% 75%

Norfolk CC E 45% 56% 66% 73% 72% 76%

North East Lincolnshire UA YH 64% 49% 54% 65% 77% 88%

North Lincolnshire UA YH 45% 52% 59% 67% 76% 73%

North Somerset UA SW 69% 67% 74% 77% 72% 62%

North Tyneside MB NE 83% 78% 73% 73% 74% 83%

North Yorkshire CC YH 51% 51% 61% 76% 75%

Northamptonshire CC EM 64% 58% 52% 70% 67% 62%

Northumberland CC NE 64% 50% 58% 70% 68% 72%

Nottingham UA EM 100% 93% 100% 100% 100%

Nottinghamshire CC EM 62% 57% 59% 53% 60% 62%

Oldham MB NW 47% 49% 44% 47% 54% 76%

Oxfordshire CC SE 69% 64% 65% 65% 63% 74%

Peterborough UA E 88% 86% 69% 91% 77% 83%

Plymouth UA SW 69% 59% 59% 85% 33% 79%

Poole UA SW 98% 100% 100% 87% 72% 53%

Portsmouth UA SE 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Reading UA SE 83% 87% 88% 94% 94% 94%

Redbridge LB GL 56% 57% 56% 56% 56% 56%

Redcar & Cleveland UA NE 59% 56% 63% 68% 81% 79%

Richmond upon Thames LB GL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Rochdale MB NW 5% 12% 15% 42% 50% 56%

Rotherham MB YH 96% 83% 93% 95% 93% 95%

Rutland UA EM 72% 48% 51% 49% 69% 85%

Salford MB NW 50% 68% 48% 66% 71% 80%

Sandwell MB WM 3% 5% 7% 12% 6% 5%

Sefton MB NW 80% 66% 72% 77% 78% 82%

Sheffield MB YH 73% 76% 78% 80% 82% 83%

Shropshire CC WM 46% 36% 41% 48% 63% 73%

Slough UA SE 38% 62% 77% 83% 91%

Solihull MB WM 49% 49% 35% 41% 48% 60%

Somerset CC SW 35% 39% 50% 63% 56%

South Gloucestershire UA SW 35% 40% 39% 46% 48% 53%

South Tyneside MB NE 95% 91% 73% 76% 88% 80%
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Southampton UA SE 64% 100% 85% 91% 97% 89%

Southend-on-Sea UA E 97% 97% 98% 91% 88% 94%

St Helens MB NW 95% 95% 95% 95% 98% 91%

Staffordshire CC WM 62% 49% 62% 68% 72% 75%

Stockport MB NW 60% 63% 76% 79% 81% 84%

Stockton-on-Tees UA NE 81% 74% 81% 80% 79% 87%

Stoke-on-Trent UA WM 21% 17% 33% 15% 38% 61%

Suffolk CC E 48% 57% 61% 59% 66% 63%

Sunderland MB NE 48% 54% 63% 57% 72% 67%

Surrey CC SE 89% 87% 86% 85% 76% 86%

Sutton LB GL 100% 80% 100% 93% 89% 82%

Swindon UA SW 84% 79% 79% 77% 85% 86%

Tameside MB NW 65% 77% 85% 89% 92% 93%

Telford & Wrekin UA WM 75% 77% 76% 65% 64% 70%

Thurrock UA E 76% 70% 77% 62% 80% 46%

Torbay UA SW 62% 73% 82% 84% 87% 88%

Trafford MB NW 39% 25% 25% 37% 52% 69%

Wakefield MB YH 29% 44% 64% 84% 71% 76%

Walsall MB WM 61% 64% 73% 65% 36% 68%

Waltham Forest LB GL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

Warrington UA NW 53% 67% 75% 69% 72% 73%

Warwickshire CC WM 83% 55% 59% 62% 51% 44%

West Berkshire UA SE 74% 64% 76% 71% 74% 78%

West Sussex CC SE 98% 98% 98% 98% 98%

Wigan MB NW 71% 74% 71% 68% 71% 72%

Wiltshire CC SW 75% 74% 71% 70% 69% 68%

Windsor & Maidenhead UA SE 88% 78% 85% 75% 89% 80%

Wirral MB NW 95% 91% 87% 81% 92% 88%

Wokingham UA SE 96% 95% 83% 74% 86% 81%

Wolverhampton MB WM 87% 87% 88% 89% 89% 90%

Worcestershire CC WM 64% 59% 54% 57% 63% 67%

York UA YH 57% 45% 64% 61% 68% 77%
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Welsh authorities

Authority 2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07

Blaenau Gwent 88% 88% 96% 84% 89%

Bridgend 53% 43% 26% 63% 71%

Caerphilly 85% 85% 85% 80% 78%

Cardiff 34% 37% 53% 67% 64%

Carmarthenshire 9% 18% 20% 28% 31%

Ceredigion 27% 29% 36% 46% 40%

Conwy 57% 34% 36% 22%

Denbighshire 65% 56% 67% 64% 69%

Flintshire 53% 53% 58% 67% 63%

Gwynedd 44% 46% 30% 39% 37%

Isle of Anglesey 40% 45% 45% 47% 47%

Merthyr Tydfil 49% 86% 80% 90% 90%

Monmouthshire 46% 47% 52% 65%

Neath Port Talbot 77% 61% 63% 65% 62%

Newport 47% 59% 54% 62% 67%

Pembrokeshire 34% 46% 45% 50% 64%

Powys 46% 56% 35% 38% 37%

Rhondda, Cynon, Taff 52% 59% 64% 67% 73%

Swansea 50% 44% 51% 46% 47%

The Vale of Glamorgan 57% 51% 54% 65% 64%

Torfaen 37% 49% 49% 48% 45%

Wrexham 32% 42% 39% 34% 35%

Authority types
CC  Shire county council

LB  London borough council

MB  Metropolitan district

UA  Non-metropolitan unitary authority

Regions
E  Eastern

EM  East Midlands

GL  Greater London

NE  North East

NW North West

SE  South East

SW  South West

WM West Midlands

YH  Yorkshire and The Humber
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Summaries of decisions of the Information Commissioner and Tribunal

Information Commissioner
Reference FS50063318
29 March 2007

Public authority: Bury Metropolitan Borough Council
A complaint was lodged against the authority for failure to disclose legal advice it had received in the form
of Counsel's Opinion relating to a claim that a way should be added to the definitive map as a footpath.

The Commissioner, exercising his discretion, waived the requirement of section 50 of the Freedom of
Information Act 2000 that before lodging a complaint with the Commissioner, a complainant should have
exhausted any complaints procedure provided by the authority in conformity with section 45 of the Act,
there having been correspondence between the complainant and the authority prior to the implementation
of the Act, with four requests for information having been lodged between January and April 2005. The
Commissioner stressed that a complainant would normally be expected to exhaust an authority's internal
review procedure before a complainant would be considered.

The Commissioner noted that since the information requested related to a way across land, the
information could be considered environmental information and as such subject to the Environmental
Information Regulations 2004. However, in the light of the decision of the Tribunal in Kirkaldie v IC and
Thanet District Council (EA/2006/001) that regulation 12(5)(b) was equivalent to section 42 of the Act
(legal professional privilege), the Commissioner, believing that were the matter to be considered under
the Regulations, the outcome (as to whether the information was 'excepted') would be the same as it
would be if dealt with under the Act, elected to treat the application as validly dealt with under the Act.

The Commissioner held that Counsel's Opinion relating to a claim for a way to be  added to the definitive
map, being legal advice to the authority on a point of law by a person competent to provide it, and in
respect of which legal professional privilege had not been waived by disclosure to any third party, was
exempt information under section 42. Since, he held, the public interest in maintaining the exemption
outweighed the public interest in disclosing it, the authority had been entitled to withhold the information.
The complaint was accordingly rejected.

Information Commissioner
Reference FS50130128
13 March 2007

Public authority: Crown Prosecution Service [Complainant: Gillingham]

The complainants alleged that, contrary to section 34(1) of the Road Traffic Act 1988, motor vehicles
were driving on a pubic footpath, and requested that those responsible should be prosecuted. The Crown
Prosecution Service (CPS), acting under the Code for Crown Prosecutors, declined to prosecute on the
ground that, in its view, and in accordance with advice received from Counsel, there did not, on the
evidence submitted, exist a sufficient likelihood of a prosecution being successful. The complainants,
wishing to be assured that Counsel had been supplied with all relevant information, requested a copy of
the instructions given to Counsel and of Counsel's Opinion. The CPS declined the request on the ground
that the information was exempt under section 42(1) of the Act (legal professional opinion).

 In the course of giving his decision, the Commissioner decided:

(a) that since the information sought related to contemplated legal proceedings (not the land over which
the offence was alleged to have been committed) the a matter was properly dealt with the Freedom
of Information Act 2000 (not under the Environmental information Regulations 2004).

(b)  that the information requested did not constitute the complainants' person data and so the complaint
was not to be dealt with under the Data Protection Act 1968;

(c)  that the information sought was exempt information under section 42(1) of the 2000 Act (legal
professional privilege).
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The Commissioner, while recognising that 'if members of the public are provided with information
that shows the basis on which decisions have been taken this will enable them to understand the reasons
behind those decisions and to have greater confidence in them', concluded that, in the light of the public
interest in the CPS being able to obtain full and frank advice, the public interest lay in maintaining the
exemption in section 42.

The complaint was therefore rejected.

The complainants appealed to the Information Tribunal

Information Tribunal
Tribunal Appeal Number: EA/2007/0028
26 October 2007

Gillingham v Information Commissioner
The Tribunal found that the sole question was whether the Commissioner was right to conclude, in all
the circumstances of the case, that the public interest considerations in maintaining the exemption for
counsel's advice and formal instructions were stronger than those which supported disclosure. The
Tribunal concluded that they were, - 'In our judgment they are much stronger'.

Information Commissioner
Reference FER0125285
8 October 2007

Public authority: Gloucestershire CC
The Council and the National Trust were in dispute over the status of land that constituted a roadside
verge, the Council holding that the land was part of the public highway, the Trust holding that the land
formed part of the waste land of the manor. In order to assist in resolving the issue, a joint committee
(the Joint Liaison Committee, `JLC') was set up. At the time of the hearing, meetings of the committee
had been held, the first on 15 May 2006. The commissioner understood that others were due to be held.
He understood, further, that it was the intention that following discussions to reconcile the differing views,
the JLC would issue a number of 'decision letters' setting out the agreed position on the issues involved.

The complainant requested the council for copies of the meetings of the JLC. The council refused the
request, maintaining that the information was excepted information under regulation 12(5)(f) (information
held by a public authority the disclosure of which would adversely affect the interests of the person who
provided the information, where that person was not under any legal obligation to supply it to that or any
other public authority, and had not consented to its disclosure) and that the public interest in maintaining
the exception outweighed the public interest in disclosing it. The Commissioner found that in the case
of information in the minutes that related to matters that had not at the time of the complainant's requests
been resolved, release of this would have adversely affected the interest of the Trust and, as excepted
information under regulation 12(5)(f), had not been required to be disclosed. Information relating to issues
that had already been resolved at the time of the requests did not fall within the regulation and such
information the council was required to disclose to the complainant.

Information Tribunal

Tribunal Appeal Number: EA.2007/0020
10 September 2007
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Dainton v Information Commissioner and Lincolnshire CC

An application was made to the county council for an order adding to the definitive map a footpath that
ran across the complainant's land. To assist it in deciding whether to make the order, the council requested
various individuals to complete public rights of way evidence forms. The complainant requested the
council to provide her with copies of forms that had been supplied. The council treated the request as
being made under the Freedom of Information Act 2000. It pointed out to the complainant that should
an order be made, the evidence forms would be made public and she could see them then. It did not, it
contended, have power to release the forms prior to an order being made unless the deponents had given
their consent.

The council sought permission from those who had submitted forms for it to provide the complainant
with copies. Thirteen of these consented and their forms were supplied to her. Five refused consent and
one failed to reply. The forms completed by these six the council declined to disclose, relying in so doing
on the Section 40 of  the 2000 Act [i.e., section 40(3)(a)(ii) which adopts as a ground for refusing to disclose
information the provision of section 10 of Data Protection Act 1998 (right of  a data subject to prevent
processing of data that would cause or be likely to cause substantial and unwarranted damage or distress)].

The complainant, after having exhausted the council's complaints procedure, appealed to the
Information Commissioner. The Commissioner held that the information requested was environmental
information. The council had therefore been in error in proceeding under the Freedom of Information
Act 2000. The matter fell to be dealt with under the Environmental Information Regulations 2004. Under
regulation 12(5)(f) a public authority may refuse to disclose information where the disclosure would
adversely affect the interest of the person who provided the information where that person: (i) was not
under any legal obligation to supply it ... and (iii) had not consented to its disclosure. Since those who had
supplied the information had been under no legal obligation to do so, and had not consented to its release,
and since (taking into account the possibility of recriminations and bearing in mind the absence of any
good reason for circumventing the procedure laid down in the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981), the
public interest in maintaining the exception to the duty to disclose outweighed the public interest in
disclosure, the information had been properly withheld.

The complainant appealed to the Information Tribunal on the grounds, inter alia, that the refusal to
disclose constituted a breach of natural justice; and that the statements had, so she contended, been
provided in the knowledge that the information in them would be disclosed.

The Tribunal, acting under the jurisdiction conferred by regulation 18 (which applies the provisions of
section 58 of the 2000 Act to appeals under the regulations), found as follows.

1.  Did the matter fall within the Environmental Information Regulations ?

Since:

(a) Article 2(1) of the (European) Council Directive 90/313/EEC defined environmental information
as 'any information in written or other material form on (a) the state of the elements of the
environment , such as ... landscape';

(b)  Regulation 2(1)(a) of the regulations provided that 'environmental information' should have the
same manning as in Article 2 of the Directive; and

(c)  the information sought, i.e. the route of the path and information about its use, concerned the
landscape, the information sought came within the definition of environmental information in the
Environmental Information Regulations and the matter was thus (here confirming the
Commissioner's decision) properly to be dealt with under those regulations.

2.  Was the information `personal data' and as such subject to regulation 13?

Since 'personal data' was defined in the regulations (regulation 2(4)(d)) as having the meaning given in the
Data Protection Act 1988; and, section 1(1) of that Act defined personal data as 'data which relates to a
living individual who can be identified (a) from those data'; and the identity of the person completing the
six forms was capable of being identified from the forms, the forms, as regards Part A of each, was
personal data.
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Since the persons who completed the six forms had been entitled to expect that the information would
be treated according to the procedure provided by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, and under this
there was no provision for the information on the forms to be made public prior to the making of an
order, it would be unfair on the deponents to disclose the content of Part A (that containing personal
data). ("We do not consider it would be fair to disclose the information before the statutory right under
the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 arises." Page 18.) Since the first Data Protection Principle (in
Schedule 1 of the 1988 Act) required that personal data should be processed 'fairly', release of the data
would conflict with this principle; with the result that, the condition required to be satisfied by regulation
13(2)(i) (compliance with the Data Protection Principles) not being met, disclosure of the information
was prohibited (regulation 13(1)). The information in Part A of the forms had therefore been correctly
withheld.

The information in Part B of the forms (details of the route, etc) was not personal data. Disclosure was
therefore not subject to regulation 13. Was disclosure subject to regulation 12(5)(f) (q.v., see above)? The
Tribunal held that since it did not see how the information in Part B of the forms (the route of the path,
etc) `could amount to something that would affect those individuals' interests', regulation 12(5)(f) was
not engaged and the council was ordered to release the information in Part B to the complainant (any
concern over an individual's handwriting being identified being capable of being resolved by the council
providing transcripts of the forms).

Information Tribunal
Tribunal appeal Number: EA/2005/0024
26 October 2007

Keston Ramblers' Association v Information Commissioner (London Borough of Bromley,
additional party)
In the course of finding (thereby reversing the decision of the Information Commissioner) that an authority
had failed to provide an applicant (the Keston Ramblers' Association) with certain of the information that
it had requested, the Information Tribunal,

(a)  held that the authority could not, as a defence, rely on the fact that the information requested had
been available at the borough's central public library. To avail as a defence, the authority should
have so informed the applicant;

(b)  expressed the view that the requirement of regulation 6(1) that an authority should make available
the information requested in the particular `form or format' specified by the applicant referred to
the means of supply , i.e. paper copies, electronically or by viewing microfiche, not to the
arrangement or order in which the material was to be supplied;

(c)  considered, with regard to the entitlement of the authority, under regulation 8, to charge the applicant
for the cost of making the information available, that the duty under regulation 9 to provide advice
and assistance to applicants and prospective applicants probably required the authority to offer the
applicant the opportunity to inspect the documents it proposed to supply so that the applicant could
decide whether he wanted to go ahead with paying for copies of the documents, or whether he
would be satisfied by examining them.
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Access to Public Rights of Way Information in
England and Wales

1. Introduction
Local authorities have a statutory duty to create and maintain the Definitive
Map of Public Rights of Way (PRoW) for their authority area of responsibility.
They must also notify the public of proposed changes. The PRoW
information is usually held in descriptive textual records and on maps. The
local authority owns the intellectual property rights of these textual records
together with those that it has indicated on the Definitive Map. These include
definitive statements, Orders modifying the Definitive Map, statements made
under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 and Orders made under the
Highways Act 1980 and the Town and Country Planning Act 1990. PRoW
are usually drawn on an Ordnance Survey map. The map copyright is
managed by Ordnance Survey on behalf of the Crown, whereas the PRoW
information is the intellectual property of the local authority. Such copyright
and intellectual property rights are protected by the Copyright, Designs and
Patents Act 1988 (CDPA).

Ordnance Survey maps are used by local authorities under licence, in return
for the payment of a royalty and a supply fee. Local authorities have a
licence to use Ordnance Survey products, as part of a national Mapping
Services Agreement (MSA) currently valid until 31st March 2009, managed
on their behalf by the Improvement and Development Agency’s subsidiary
the Local Government Information House (LGIH). The MSA enables local
authorities to make their information available to the public using Ordnance
Survey mapping as a background.

This document has been written by the LGIH with the full cooperation of
Ordnance Survey. It has been endorsed by the Rights of Way Review
Committee and represents current best practice advice for organisations and
individuals involved in using PROW information.

2. Rules for the request for copies of PRoW Definitive Maps
In general, copyrighted and intellectual property righted material cannot be
reproduced without the permission of the owners but there are some
important exceptions permitted that allow copying under statutory
requirements and also for personal review.

2.1. Statutory Requirements
Section 47 of the CDPA allows the public to be issued with copies of any
map that is open to public inspection under a “statutory requirement”, this
being a requirement imposed by provision, made by, or under, an
enactment, see section 47(6) of the CDPA.

Similarly, statutory communications are necessary where events affect a
PRoW. The Highways Act 1980, Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, Town
and Country Planning Act 1990 and some other Acts require local authorities
to notify people who are affected by events affecting a PRoW, such as
altering the line of a footpath or extinguishing a bridleway. This includes
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proposals to modify the Definitive Map. Those organisations prescribed in
statute must also be notified. Such statutory notices might include the
provision of map-based information.

Other typical statutory matters include PRoW improvement plans, local
plans, mineral plans and local transport plans.
Section 47(2) of the CDPA states that:

"Where material is open to public inspection pursuant to a statutory
requirement, copyright is not infringed by the copying or issuing to the
public of copies of the material, by or with the authority of the appropriate
person, for the purpose of enabling the material to be inspected at a
more convenient time or place or otherwise facilitating the exercise of
any right for the purpose of which the requirement is imposed."

Section 50(1) of the CDPA provides that:
"Where the doing of a particular act is specifically authorised by an Act of
Parliament, whenever passed, then, unless the Act provides otherwise,
the doing of that act does not infringe copyright."

2.1.1. Supplying copies of maps for Statutory Requirements
The Local Government Act 1972 allows persons looking at Definitive Maps to
make copies. Section 228(5) states that:

"Subject to any provisions to the contrary in any other enactment or
instrument, a person interested in any document deposited as mentioned
in section 225 above may, at all reasonable hours, inspect and make
copies thereof or extracts therefrom on payment to the person having
custody thereof of the sum of 10p for every such inspection, and of the
further sum of 10p for every hour during which such inspection continues
after the first hour."

Section 228(6) continues:
"A document directed by this section to be open to inspection shall be so
open at all reasonable hours and, except where otherwise expressly
provided, without payment."

It is a criminal offence for anyone to obstruct inspection of a Definitive
Map or to obstruct anyone entitled to make a copy.
With regard to Ordnance Survey mapping and data, if a copy is requested
and the issuing officer (the appropriate person under the CDPA) within the
local authority is satisfied with the legitimacy of the request then one
appropriately acknowledged copy of the material may be provided if it;-

� is limited to the actual area of the request; and
� it complies with the terms of Statutory Instrument 1989 of the

CDPA, The copyright (Material open to public inspection)
(marking of copies of maps ) Order by having the following
additional notation added:

“This copy has been made by or with the authority of [put in the name of
the person who must make the map open to public inspection or the
person keeping the register] pursuant to section 47 of the Copyright,
Designs and Patents Act 1988 (the Act). Unless the Act provides a
relevant exception to copyright, the copy must not be copied without the
prior written permission of the copyright owner”
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If more than one copy is requested then the issuing officer must be satisfied
that these further requests are legitimate. Alternatively, the applicant will
need to get separate written permission (if from Ordnance Survey this is
usually in the form of a Paper Map Copying Licence) from the copyright
owners.

Please note that Crown copyright remains in place for 50 years from the end
of the year of publication, for example any Crown material published in 2007
will be subject to Crown copyright until 31 December 2057.

2.1.2. Use of maps in statutory consultation processes for rights of way
When local authorities make or confirm public path orders and carry out
other legal changes to the ROW network they are required by law to consult
a number of prescribed consultees. The CDPA allows local authorities to
supply copies of the orders together with an associated order plan. In
addition to the MSA provisions, see 2.3 below, the plan must comply with the
terms of the Statutory Instrument 1989 of the CDPA, The copyright (Material
open to public inspection) (marking of copies of maps ) Order by having the
following additional notation added:

“This copy has been made by or with the authority of [put in the name of
the person who must make the map open to public inspection or the
person keeping the register] pursuant to section 47 of the Copyright,
Designs and Patents Act 1988 (the Act). Unless the Act provides a
relevant exception to copyright, the copy must not be copied without the
prior written permission of the copyright owner”

Many local authorities may wish to email the orders and plans to the
prescribed consultees and or place these orders on the Internet. This is
allowed as long as the maps are supplied in a raster format appropriately
acknowledged and have a watermark that clearly identifies the local authority
if the scale of the plan is a larger scale than 1:10,000 scale. The prescribed
consultee may make further copies of the orders and plans without
breaching copyright. The copies can only be used for the purposes of the
consultation. Any further use of the copies is a breach of copyright.

2.1.3. Use of maps in inquiry proceedings
Under section 45 and 46 of the CDPA copies of Ordnance Survey material
which has been appropriately acknowledged, can be used if they are needed
for a parliamentary or judicial proceedings, or the proceedings of a Royal
Commission or statutory inquiry or hearing. Appropriately acknowledged
extracts can be incorporated into reports used in the proceedings without
breaching copyright.

2.1.4. Area of mapping to be provided
There is no limitation on the size of area to be copied under sections 45, 46,
47 and 50(1) of the CDPA. Ordnance Survey prefers that the area of the
mapping provided be as limited as possible, this means a preferred
maximum paper copy size of A4, limiting the copy to the specific area of
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interest. This view may be taken into account by the 'appropriate person'
when making the decision to release copies of statutory documents which
include Ordnance Survey mapping. The supply is normally one paper copy
although a digital image version is also permissible.

2.2. Fair Dealing
Sections 29 and 30 of the CDPA allow an individual person to make a copy
for the purposes of private research or study, criticism or review, this is
known as "fair dealing":

"Fair dealing with a literary, dramatic, musical or artistic work for the
purposes of research or private study does not infringe any copyright in
the work or, in the case of a published edition, in the typographical
arrangement."

Additionally, the CDPA states that copying by a person other than the
researcher or student themselves is not fair dealing if:

"the person doing the copying knows or has reason to believe that it will
result in copies of substantially the same material being provided to more
than one person at substantially the same time and for substantially the
same purpose".

“Research” does not include that undertaken for commercial or industrial
purposes, such copying will be considered a breach of copyright;
“private study” excludes group study.

Regarding classroom study, as Ordnance Survey already supplies local
authorities with its products, local authority funded schools benefit from being
regarded by Ordnance Survey as departments of their local authority.
Further information is downloadable from Ordnance Survey at:
http://www.ordnancesurvey.co.uk/oswebsite/education/copyright/index.html.
For more details, see ‘Copyright in Public Libraries’ published by The Library
Association.

Ordnance Survey digital material is also covered by The Copyrights and
Rights in Databases Regulations 1977. Under these regulations the use of
Ordnance Survey digital data to produce hard copy material for commercial
or industrial research purposes is a breach of copyright and not “fair dealing”.

2.2.1. Supplying copies of Ordnance Survey maps under fair dealing
This part of the CDPA has little bearing on supplying PRoW Definitive
Maps. However, it does impact on the supply of Ordnance Survey mapping
alone (i.e. where no LA information has been added). Generally, it is
recommended that supplying information under “fair dealing” means
supplying only one appropriately acknowledged copy of an Ordnance Survey
map up to A4 size, or as limited an area as possible. In exceptional
circumstances it is acceptable to supply up to 4 copies of any one map
extract not exceeding A4 size. As with other sections of the CDPA Ordnance
Survey prefers that the area of the mapping provided be as limited as
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possible, hence a preferred maximum paper copy size of A4, limiting the
copy to the specific area of interest.

In all circumstances the CDPA requires that the appropriate
acknowledgement be added to the extract

“© Crown copyright. All rights reserved (licence number) (year document
is published)”

“© Hawlfraint y Goron. Cedwir pob hawl (rhif trwydded) (blwyddyn
cyhoeddi’r ddogfen)”

Local authorities may have their own approach to managing how “fair
dealing” requests are managed and this may require that a declaration form
be signed by the person receiving the copies under these clauses of the
CDPA. It would be normal that each copy be stamped as follows:

“This copy is supplied under the ‘fair dealing’ provision of the Copyright,
Designs and Patents Act 1988. No further copies may be made without
permission of Ordnance Survey. Unauthorised reproduction may lead to
prosecution or civil proceedings.”

With regard to the copying of Ordnance Survey maps in libraries that show
no other information. The Libraries and Archivists Copyright Alliance (LACA)
have issued a ‘note for guidance’ poster that can be displayed in prominent
positions close to copying equipment. Ordnance Survey will also make this
poster available to libraries free of charge on request.

In reality, what this means is local authorities can still provide Ordnance
Survey map extracts via “Fair Dealing” through their library services but not
through FOIA requests directed at the local authority.

2.3. Mapping Services Agreement (MSA) Provisions
The MSA, within the limitations of the CDPA, permits a local authority to copy
and distribute Ordnance Survey mapping for use in connection with its
business. Local authorities are licensed to provide information to third
parties, including members of the public subject to licence terms and
conditions prescribed in the MSA providing it meets the administration and
operational business needs of the local authority.

The supply of both paper and electronic formats are permissible under this
licence. The extent of the Ordnance Survey map must be only that
appropriate for the purpose in question, see section 2.1 above. Clearly it
needs to show, for example, specific PRoW of concern but must not include
extensive areas of unnecessary Ordnance Survey mapping nearby. Local
authority officers are responsible for determining the appropriate extent and
numbers of copies. The MSA sets out mandatory Ordnance Survey
copyright acknowledgements that have to be printed on such mapping.



Access to Public Rights of Way Information in England and Wales - 2008

Version 1.0 Final Release– 27th February 2008
Page 8 of 12

2.4. The Freedom of Information Act 2000 (FOIA) and the
Environmental Information Regulations 2004 (EIR)
Where a member of the public applies to view or take a copy of a statutory
document, neither the FOIA nor the Environmental Information
regulations 2004 apply. It is a principle of the FOIA that where other
legislation allows access to information, then that other legislation carries
precedence. This access is legislated for under the ‘public administration’
sections 45 to 50 of the CDPA. Requests for statutory information held by a
local authority, such as PRoW Definitive Map information, can be met in this
way with Ordnance Survey mapping as a background. The maps must be of
an appropriate scale and size and be annotated with the appropriate
copyright acknowledgements.

Where the above does not apply, a member of the public can request
information under the FOIA. Although inspection of the mapping is
acceptable, provision of mapping alone (i.e. where no local authority data
has been added) is not allowed. This comes under section 21 (2) (a)
exclusion of the FOIA which pertains that the “Information is accessible to
the applicant by other means”. However, a member of the public could use
the “fair dealing” sections of the CDPA to acquire the Ordnance Survey
mapping.

If section 21 does not apply and FOIA still applies, charges can be applied of
up to £450 where the work and research involved exceeds 18 man hours
(the charge being set at £25.00 per hour). Charges for full cost of copying
and disbursements are always allowable. The request for information can be
refused if the work involved would exceed £450 under section 12 of the
FOIA, however, the issuing officer must inform the applicant that this is the
case and provide them with an estimate. The requestor has the option to pay
the amount if they wish the work to be carried out or they may opt to refine
their request to bring the cost down.

Similar rules apply to requests made under the Environmental Information
Regulations 2004.

3. The responsibility of recipients
Those receiving copies of maps under the above rules must use them only
for the statutory purpose for which they have been provided. If they wish to
make additional copies or use them for any other purpose, they must get the
permission of Ordnance Survey and the local authority.

4. Charges
Obtaining copyrighted material normally involves royalty payment to the
copyright owner and this is equally true of Ordnance Survey mapping.
However there are exceptions, the MSA and the CDPA enable royalty free
distribution of copyrighted material as long as licensing conditions and the
CDPA regulations are adhered too. See sections 2.1 through to 2.4 of this
guidance document. The CDPA allows libraries and archive functions to
recoup administration costs for copying and supply of information. It is also
common practice for other local authority functions to levy administrative
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charges for labour, using a copying machine, postage and the like. In
addition all local authorities should have a Publications Scheme that outline
costs for the supply of information under the FOIA and EIR.

5. Copies of the PROW Definitive Map
As mentioned above, local authorities must allow the public to inspect the
PRoW Definitive Map and allow them to make a copy of parts of it for the
purpose of viewing at a more convenient time and place. “Making copies”
means the person taking one copy using, for example, a public photocopying
machine, a camera, tracing paper, or transcription. If the local authority is
willing to provide copies, some authorities request a charge for doing so, as
mentioned above. Before the issuing officer allows a person to make a copy,
the officer must be satisfied that there is a justification for the request. For
example, the person could need to check the status of a particular PRoW
route because they want to use it or because of an interest in the land. The
request should include reference to a specific PRoW route and the reason
for seeking a copy of the information, purely wanting to walk a route should
not be seen as a sufficient reason to request complete copies of the PRoW
Definitive Map.

If the person asks for more than one copy of the map extract, then up to 3
additional copies are deemed as acceptable if the request is judged by the
issuing officer as genuine. Any further copies and the issuing officer should
explain that this is not permissible and the appropriate permission of the
copyright owner (Ordnance Survey if the request involves one of its maps)
should be sought before any additional copies can be made.

The Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 states that copies of the map and
statement, along with any modifying orders shall be available for inspection
within relevant districts or parishes, so far as appears practical. This may be
interpreted as paper copies or access to the electronic version at local
authority offices (e.g. divisional offices or libraries).

Some voluntary organisations like the Ramblers may request whole copies of
PRoW Definitive Maps to carryout systematic surveys of PROW. This is not
allowed under Section 44 of the FOIA Act. However, it is allowed under
section 47 of the CDPA. Section 2.1 to 2.1.3 of this guidance document will
apply to the request. Local authority officers with a PROW responsibility or
issuing officers must be certain that the request is legitimate. Local
authorities are encouraged to enter into contracts with groups wishing to
carryout systematic surveys. The MSA has provision for these tasks, see
section 6 below.

6. Contractors
Local authorities sometimes enter into a contract with outside individuals,
companies or organisations to act as statutory consultees, including
volunteers to handle PRoW tasks on their behalf. The MSA calls these
“Contractors” and allows the local authority to provide them with mapping
necessary to carry out the contract. Contractors must sign a licence
provided at Schedule 7 of Schedule 7 of the MSA to receive the PRoW
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Definitive Maps in order to undertake work on behalf of the local authority.
This licence sets out the copyright and use conditions for map data. The
local authority should ensure that any copyright created by the contractor as
a result of their work under the contract should be assigned back to the local
authority. The contractor may subcontract mapping material and works to
another contractor providing this is detailed in the contract.

All copies of the maps including original mapping products, updates, interim
drafts, working drawings and final versions, irrespective of the form, must be
returned to the local authority at the end of the contract. The contractor must
not retain copies of any of these products (except where the contract
provides for one copy to be retained for archive reference purposes) or take
copies or otherwise use them for any other purpose. The same licence
conditions apply to volunteer groups even when they undertake unpaid work
on behalf of the local authority.

7. Publishing of Maps
A local authority is entitled to publish Ordnance Survey mapping as
background to its own authority data in order to support the interpretation of
the subject. This is a normal use in accordance with business requirements
set out in the MSA. The local authority cannot use Ordnance Survey or
Ordnance Survey derived material in publications for financial gain unless
additional publishing licenses and royalties are specifically agreed
beforehand with Ordnance Survey. Such re-use is also prohibited under the
Re-use of Public Sector Information Regulations 2005 where an appropriate
licence has not been agreed.

8. Information Technology
Increasingly, the public can browse PRoW Definitive Map on local authority
web sites. This uses digital mapping held by the local authority and used in
accordance with the MSA which sets out 9 stipulations, two of which are that;

1. the maps must not be displayed without local authority data
simultaneously displayed over them, and

2. a local authority watermark be displayed on all mapping at scales of
1:10,000 or larger.

Kiosks and terminals that are a part of a local authority’s local area network
may be used to allow the public to browse PRoW Definitive Maps on screen,
although the electronic data must not be accessible.

9. Further Information
For further information or clarification, contact your local authorities Authority
Liaison Officer (ALO), an officer appointed by each authority to oversee the
MSA interests.
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10. Frequently Asked Questions.

Q1 A member of the public or a user group requests a copy of the
complete PRoW Definitive Map for their area. Can we supply the
map without breaking copyright?

A You must decide if the request is genuine. If the person just wants to
use the map solely as a reference when walking, then the answer is
no. They should be advised to buy an up to date commercially
available map of the area that shows PROW routes.
Extracts of the PRoW Definitive Map could be provided without
breaking copyright if the person has a specific interest in the PROW,
for example if they are a landowner or if they are seeking clarification
as to the exact line of a route.
There are no restrictions in the area of mapping to be provided but the
area provided should be limited to the area of interest. See section
2.1 of this guide for further advice.
In some circumstances, it may be acceptable to provide a whole copy
of the PRoW Definitive Map. If the request for the map is say for a
systematic survey by the Ramblers, or an individual then this would be
acceptable. In this instance, local authorities could work in
partnership and use contract arrangements to ensure copyright is
maintained. See sections 5 and 6 of this guide for further advice.

Q2 A member of the public or a user group requests a copy of a
PROW order. Can we supply the order without breaking
copyright?

A Yes. As long as the order plan is correctly marked with the applicable
copyright acknowledgement. See section 2.1.1. of this guide for
further advice.

Q3 I need to provide documents for a Public Enquiry or a council
committee. Can I do this without breaking copyright?

A Yes. Extracts can be used in reports and evidence bundles without
breaching copyright. There are no limits on the size or numbers of
extracts. However, they must be limited to what is required for the
purposes of the enquiry or committee and display the applicable
copyright acknowledgement. See sections 2.1.3 and 2.3 of this guide
for further advice.

Q4 Can we charge for the supply of maps?
A Yes, an administrative charge can be made to cover administration

and material costs in some circumstances, supplying copies from a
library or archive is one such example. It is up to each local authority
to decide how much this should be.

Q5 A member of the public or a user group requests copies of
Ordnance Survey mapping without additional information drawn
on them. Can we supply the map without breaking copyright?

A Under fair dealing, small extracts of Ordnance Survey mapping can be
provided through libraries normally for an administrative fee. If the
request is for a large area, then the mapping cannot be supplied as it
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is reasonably available to the requestor from other sources i.e. high
street shops etc. If the individual or user group is doing work for the
authority then mapping can be supplied once a contractor licence has
been signed. See sections 2.2 and 6. of this guide for further advice.

Q6 A member of the public or user group requests copies of the
‘working copy PRoW Definitive Map’. Can we supply the map
without breaking copyright?

A Generally, the answer is no. Whole copies cannot be provided unless
the individual or user group is working as a contractor for the authority.
Extracts may be provided as part of the MSA licensing agreement,
subject to size and copyright acknowledgements. If the request is
made under the FOIA Ordnance Survey insists that the maximum
extract size should be limited to A4 or failing this, it should be limited
to the area of interest. However, if there is an insistence in the
request that the whole map should be provided then the position is not
clear. In the first instance the local authority, Authority Liaison Officer
should be consulted in these cases.

Q7 Can I copy and send Ordnance Survey maps to colleagues within
the Local Authority?

A Yes, any form of copying and sending of Ordnance Survey information
within a local authority is permitted under the MSA as long as the
correct copyright acknowledgement is displayed. This copying is
limited to the Ordnance Survey products supplied within the MSA.
Some Ordnance Survey products in use in your authority may not
form part of the MSA and will have separate licence conditions. Your
Authority Liaison Officer will be able to help in these cases.

Q8 Can we supply copies of Ordnance Survey mapping to members
of the public to annotate for Section 147 and Section 31(6)
agreements?

A Plain Ordnance Survey map extracts cannot be supplied for this
purpose. However, authorities can provide Ordnance Survey map
extracts or PRoW Definitive Maps with additional information
displayed on them in order that the public can then annotate and
return. These maps will then form part of a statutory deposit and can
then be re-supplied to the member of the public who has an interest in
the land.

Q9 Can we supply order plans electronically to prescribed
consultees?

A Yes, but the maps must be watermarked if the scale is a larger scale
than 1:10,000 and must be supplied in a raster format. The maps should
have the appropriate copyright acknowledgement. See section 2.1.2 of
this guide for more information. Prescribed consultees can make
additional copies of the orders and associated plans but only to use as
part of the consultation. A covering email indicating that the order plan is
supplied solely for the purposes of the consultation and can only be used
and copied for that purpose is recommended.
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