Broads Forum

Minutes of the special meeting held on 5 June 2007

Present

Mr Jonathan Bowman (Chairman) 
	Mr Julian Barnwell

Mr David Batten

Mr Henry Cator

Mr Mike Evans


	Dr Martin George

Mr Barry Green

Ms Sue Pollard


	Mr Gareth Turnbull

Ms Hannah Watson

Mr Anthony Wright



In Attendance

Mr S Birtles – Head of Waterways Strategy and Safety

Ms A Leeper – Waterways Officer

Dr J Packman – Chief Executive

Mrs L Shute – Administrative Officer

Mr A Vernon – Head Ranger (Navigation)

Mrs T Wakelin – Director of Waterways 

54
Apologies

Apologies for absence were received from Mr Standley Bushell, Mr Mike O’Brien, Mr Philip Raiswell and Mr Chris Turnbull.

55
Port Marine Safety Code: Review of Waterskiing

The Chairman in introducing this item thanked the members of the Forum who had sat on the Waterskiing Review Panel.  Representations received from Sport England and the British Canoe Union were noted.

The Director of Waterways gave a presentation on the three year fundamental review of waterskiing which had been prepared by the Chairman of the Review Panel, Mr Ian White, who had been unable to attend the meeting.  Members noted the background, membership and process of the review, the issues considered which included wakeboarding, the conclusions reached and the recommendations of the Panel.  The review had been carried out by a Review Panel as part of the process set out in the legal agreement developed between the Authority and waterskiing interest groups.  It was noted that the Broads Bill carried provisions to ensure a flexible approach to the management of waterskiing.

The Head of Waterways Strategy and Safety pointed out that a uniform method had been used for categorising the hazards which had been worked out jointly between the Authority and British Water Ski.  Further risk assessments would continue to be carried out with regard to wakeboarding.

The following comments were made:

· A member stressed that the importance of measures to control wash should be emphasised and highlighted the need to ensure that the boats used for waterskiing and wakeboarding are suitable with low wash characteristics.

It was noted that under the byelaws there were limits on wash.  The skiing representatives agreed that wash characteristics should also be included as part of the testing of boats.

· Although the Panel had concentrated on facts that were objective and evidence based, it was important to take account of the strength of perceived observations of other Broads users.  People may be concerned that their perceptions had been swept aside if they had no evidence to back them.

This was a point that was noted and accepted.

· Criticism of the lack of time for the review.

It was noted that it was still possible to raise further issues.  

· Was there enough representation on the Panel to take into account the ‘quiet enjoyment’ on the Broads?  The RSPB recognised the progress on safety but questioned whether the intrusion to public enjoyment had been adequately covered and whether the evidence that had been gathered at Strumpshaw should have been dismissed as perception?  The Panel would have benefited from the inclusion of a Countryside Ranger.

It was noted that the Head Ranger (Countryside) had been invited but had not attended the meetings as he had not been made aware of issues to discuss.  

It was noted that the number of permits issued to ski boats had dropped by two thirds and the number of visitors to Strumpshaw had increased by 50% with a corresponding increase in complaints.  Zone specific recommendations had been made to alter the times of ski usage at this location.  It was difficult to separate disturbance from waterskiing from other uses of the navigation.  However officers accepted that there was a noise issue and would like to reduce this.  They welcomed the annual feedback from the reserve.

· The Norfolk and Suffolk Boating Association member’s response to waterskiing was supportive within controls but as far as wakeboarding was concerned this was not considered to be acceptable and should be differentiated from waterskiing.

· The Broads Society also felt that wakeboarding was ‘a step too far’.

It was noted that provided wakeboarding was carried out within the existing byelaws it was no different to waterskiing.  The Authority accepted the point that wakeboarding needed to be differentiated and would seek to explain the differences.  There would be a further year of review for wakeboarding.  

Members discussed the testing of boats for wake and that any trial depended on how the boat was operated and designed.  Although the subject was complex it should be possible to set up trials and decide on which manoeuvres produced excess wash.

· A member pointed out that when it was very cold the broads freeze and birds move to the rivers and there may be a case to reduce disturbance in these conditions.

Members widely accepted the Panel’s conclusions and recommendations as contained within the report.  They supported the one year trial period for wakeboarding and the addition of a suitable regime for the testing of ski boats for noise and wash and the gathering of further information.  The testing of boats for wake was supported by the water ski representatives.

The review would be considered by the Navigation Committee and the Authority taking into account the comments of the Forum.

The Chairman commended the balanced and fair nature in which the diverse interests had been taken into account by the Review Panel.  This had led to greater understanding and compromise on all parties and stressed the importance of raising and debating of issues.

There would be an annual review with skiers and stakeholders.
56
Date of next meeting


It was noted that the next meeting would be held on 19 July 2007 at County Hall, Norwich.  

Consideration would be given to a site meeting of Forum members with members of the Authority.

The meeting concluded at 3.45pm.

Chairman
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