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Access rights, camping and gaps in visitor infrastructure in the Cairngorms
National Park

Description

| was pleased to get this letter into the Badenoch and Strathspey Herald on Thursday in response to
their excellent coverage the week before about the potential for camping byelaws to be introduced into
the Cairngorms National Park Authority.
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While it was good to see Grant Moir, the CNPA Chief Executive (above) deny there were any plans to
introduce camping byelaws at the present time, that isna??t the same as saying they are off the
agenda. | have seen correspondence from CNPA access staff justifying the inclusion of camping
byelaws in the revised guidance it has issued to landowners on the basis these powers exist and
therefore it would be wrong NOT to mention them.

If that is the case, then why does the CNPA never include reference to its powers (never used) to
create byelaws for conservation purposes in other guidance it puts out to landowners? Part of the
answer is that the CNPA doesna??t put out guidance to land managers about how they should manage
the land but only guidance about how they should manage visitors (see here). There is no reason,
however, why other documents should not refer to the CNPA&?7?s powers to make conservation
byelaws (for example to stop raptor persecution, stop All Terrain Vehicles destroying peat bog, stop the
muirburn which trashes so much of the National Park). The CNPA though has NEVER to the best of
my knowledge done this. The message is they are prepared to consider using compulsory powers to
control visitors but not the activities of irresponsible landowners. This is not a level playing field and,
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until it is, the CNPA deserve to be criticised and recreational interests need to remain vigilant.

It was therefore very good to see both the Chief Executive of the Cairngorms Business Partnership,
Mark Tate, and Convener of Highland Council, Bill Lobban make a strong stand against camping
byelaws and to criticise those in the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park Authority as draconian.

They could have added that the LLTNPA byelaw have been a waste of scarce public money. | was
interested to read in the minutes of the &??Your Park&?e Stakeholder Forum meeting in December (see
here) &?? and it is a stepforward that the LLTNPA is now making this information public 4?7 that in
response to an excellent question from James Fraser, of the Friends of Loch Lomond and Trossachs,

the Park:
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a??confirmed that the report [to Scottish Ministers reviewing how the byelaws have operated for the last
three years] will include financial information including the amount of revenue involved and ranger
deployment costs but will not include a full cost/benefit analysisa?e

That tella??s you everything and | hope the Friends (of whom | am a a??criticala?s member) now
oppose the renewal fof the camping byelaws.

A cost benefit analysis would show that trying to police campers has not only failed for campervans but
is far less effective and far more expensive than trying to put in place the basic infrastructure needed to
support camping and campervanning. Until that cost benefit analysis is conducted we will see the
proliferation of what are sometimes well intentioned but ill thought out measures to control camping and
caravanning across Scotland on the Loch Lomond and Trossachs model (such as in Fife (see here)
and the North Coast 500 (see here)). This is the wrong way to go and why the Loch Lomond and
Trossachs byelaws need to be scrapped.

There is no smoke without fire and behind the Strathy news story a major problem is developing in Glen
More and around Aviemore; the most popular visitor destination in the National Park. Formal campsites
are becoming ever more expensive./ The.new Oakwood campsite by Aviemore, for example, charges a
minimum of A£12 for a small tent and'A£21 faor/a-campervan per night low season (see here) and there

are similar prices throughout Glen More.

Meantime as a result of increasing inequality its hard if not impossible for many people to get out and
visit our National Park. Of these many cana??t afford to stay in built accommodation and as a result
camp, sleep in the backs of vans or hire a campervan for a week. High campsite prices a?? and costs
in the UK are enormous compared to Europe (for AE20 a night in the summer, ie the high season, | got
free access to local transport and lifts in the Saas Taal in Switzerland) 4?? then force many people into
roadside camping and campervanning when if, like on the continent, there was an aire available with
basic facilities, most would stay there.

Couple this with Forestry and Land Scotlanda??s attempted ban on overnight stays by its car parks
along Glen More (see here) and there are suddenly very few places for people to stop off in the most
popular glen in the National Park. This explains the great increase in the number of campervans now
stopping at Coire na Ciste, its about the last place you can go. In bad weather, however, that is not an
option so people pull off in other places along Glen More and suddenly the volume of people camping
and campervanning informally becomes perceived as a problem.

This is the a??problemé&?« that the CNPA has now agreed with landowners to monitor but, instead of
saying that the reason for doing this is to decide where best to create &??airesa?e across the National
Park, they refer to their powers to control campers by camping byelaws, i.e. by bans. Where
campervans, which dona??t come under access rights, fit into this is unclear. Instead of this approach,
its time that the CNPA, along with Councils for areas like Fife and Highland, started to plan for what
basic infrastructure is needed in their areas to support visitors otherwise they will simply repeat the
shocking mistakes of the Loch Lomond and Trossachs National Park Authority.
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