Broads Authority

Broads Local Access Forum

Minutes of the meeting held on 13 December 2005

Present

Mr Mark Wells (Chairman)

	Dr Keith Bacon
	Mr George Saunders

	Ms Liz Brooks
	Mr Charles Swan

	Mr Robin Buxton
	Mr Ray Walpole

	Mr Graham Downing
	Mr Chris Wright

	Mr Keith Heazle
	Mr Christopher Yardley

	Mr Tony Howes
	


In Attendance

	Mr Adrian Clarke, Broadland Flood Alleviation Project Co-ordinator 

	Mr Bruce Hanson, Head of Recreation and Tourism Development

	Mr Robert Haworth, Secretary to the Forum

	Mr Nick Sanderson, Head Ranger (Countryside)


14
Apologies 

Apologies for absence were received on behalf of Mr Laurie Ritchie and Mr Mark MacGregor. 
15
Minutes

The minutes of the meeting held on 11 October were confirmed as a correct record and signed by the Chairman.

16
Points of Information Arising from the Minutes

(1) Minute 6: Access to Water

The Secretary to the Forum reported back concerning the free quay at Oulton Broad.  He had spoken to Mr Dave Jessop, a Principal Service Manager at Waveney District Council.  Mr Jessop had indicated that he had recently had a meeting with representatives from Oulton Broad Enterprises who had indicated that they were committed to refurbishing the facility and were in the process of seeking funding.  The District Council would approve an appropriate design.  Mr Jessop had indicated that if, for some reason, the Oulton Broad Enterprises did not carry out the refurbishment then it would probably be picked up as part of the wider regeneration programme for Oulton Broad. 
(2) Minute 12: Broads Local Access Forum Website

The Secretary to the Forum reported that the Broads Authority’s new website would be going live just before Christmas. The Local Access Forum would have a discreet area within the website.

The Chairman indicated he would forward photographs of members for lodging on the site.

17
Speech by Jim Knight, Minister for Rural Affairs, Landscape and Biodiversity, to Local Access Forums in the North West


The Forum considered a report by the Secretary to the Forum which summarised a speech made by the Minister to Local Access Forums in the North West concerning their future role.


There was some discussion about the Minister’s reference to the Discovering Lost Ways project.  This appeared to be related to the issue of Registering Rights of Way and finding appropriate links before the deadline in 2026.  However there was an issue of the sheer amount of officer time this could consume and it was recognised that there would need to be a pragmatic approach.


It was reassuring to note that the Minister had highlighted some of the issues that the Forum had been considering such as access to coastal areas and access to water for canoeists.  He had also referred to the horse industry and it was acknowledged that little consideration had been given to equestrian issues.  On the whole, however, the Forum was encouraged to note that it was actively considering many of the issues highlighted in the Minister’s speech. 


18
Broads Local Access Forum: Role and Priorities

The Chairman reiterated what he had said at the previous meeting that he thought it was time for the Forum to consider what it saw as its role and what were its priorities.  He had proposed to have a brief discussion on those issues and had requested members to come armed with ideas.

The following issues were discussed:

(1)
Wherryman’s Way/Walking Activities/Pedestrian Access to view the Broads

It would be desirable to build on the success of the launch of the Wherryman’s Way.  This might be done through participation in local festivals which were held in villages within the geographical location of the walk.  The whole route would be in place in 2006 and there might be scope to hold an event in May.

Mr Heazle referred to the fact that the Long Distance Walkers Association was planning to walk the Wheryman’s Way on 22 April 2006 and that perhaps something could be developed around this event. 

The desirability of identifying and promoting links with other major walking routes was highlighted.  It was important that the public did not perceive the Wherryman’s Way in isolation but were clear how it fitted into a network of paths.

The desirability of developing the Wherryman’s Way on the northern bank from Reedham, possibly in partnership with Broadland District Council, was highlighted.

Development of more circular walks was discussed, as was the idea of encouraging visitors to the area through holding a walking festival.  The intention would be to involve local businesses, pubs, etc.

All these proposals taken together would, if properly marketed, be able to overcome the popular misconception that it was not possible to have a walking holiday in the Broads.

(2)
Cycling and Integration with Footpaths
The need to make the linkage between and promote major walking and cycling routes was highlighted with the Wherryman’s Way and the Sustrans route given as an example. 

(3)
Greater Pedestrian and Disabled Person’s Access to the Broads
The need for greater pedestrian access to view the Broads was highlighted, including the desirability for people to have viewpoints which are easily accessible by car.  It was hoped this might be something that could be picked up in the Sustainable Tourism Strategy.

The need for a disabled persons guide to the Broads was also highlighted.

Reference was made to a new publication “Easy Access In the Broads” which appeared to be a move in the right direction.  Some concern was expressed, however, over the fact that the Forum had not been consulted in respect of this particular publication.

(4)
Joint Working with the Norfolk Local Access Forum   

The idea of engaging in a joint project with the NLAF, possibly centred on one of the river valleys, was discussed.  It was agreed that a joint meeting with the NLAF should be investigated.

(5)
Rights of Ways and Footpaths
The Chairman suggested that it would be worthwhile to establish a Working Group to consider the issue in general and some of the matters raised above.

It was agreed that this would be made up of:


Keith Heazle;


George Saunders;


Ray Walpole; and


Chris Yardley and/ or Chris Wright.

The Head Ranger would devise a suitable programme.

RESOLVED

to approve the establishment of a Routes Working Group on the basis set out above with a brief to take forward some of the issues identified in the preceding discussion.

19
Draft Rights of Way Improvement Plan for Norfolk: Public Consultation by Norfolk County Council 

The Forum considered a report by the Head Ranger (Countryside) setting out the background to and scope of the Draft Rights of Way Improvement Plan.  A copy of the draft plan had been circulated to all Forum members. 

The Forum felt that whilst the plan was long on aspiration it did not spell out clearly how those aspirations would be fulfilled.  The document was vague and open ended.  Actions were for the most part set out in general rather than specific terms and did not contain specific targets, timescales or clear indicators for measuring the success or otherwise of the actions.  This was carried over in paragraph 5.2 “Further Actions for Consideration as Opportunities Arise” where it was made clear that these were not actual commitments.  Without a clear link to a budget and proposed timescales for achievement it was felt that these were little more than a wish list which could have serious implications during the later years of the plan. 

There was concern regarding the stated objective on page 4 of the document that:

“Everyone that is allowed on them can use promoted routes”.

The Forum was concerned that this implied that the Highway Authority would only continue to maintain footpaths which were “promoted” through leaflets and maps rather than maintaining all footpaths that it had a statutory duty to maintain as defined under Section 30 of the Highways Act 1980.  It was felt that the objective was deliberately ambiguous and that there should be an explicit commitment from the County Council that it would continue to meet its legal requirements.  In its present form the Forum was opposed to this objective.

The draft ROWIP contained very little reference to the Broads and no reference to the fact of it being a national park with all that implies in terms of its special status and duties in respect of recreation and tourism, conservation and navigation.  The fact that the County had a national park in its area was felt to be very positive and the Forum was surprised that more was not made of that fact.  It was felt this should not only be more explicitly acknowledged (with the Executive Area of the Broads Authority being clearly set out in plate 2) but that this should have an effect on the emphasis of the ROWIP.  In particular it was felt that the Plan needed to have a greater focus on footpaths (which were only referred to in four lines on page 10 of the document), bridleways and cycle ways.

It was agreed that clarification should be sought on what was meant by:

Action D7c “Maintain robust clear agreement with the Broads Authority”.

(It was felt that what was needed was a more effective partnership for the effective use of resources).

Action 14f “Make Modification Orders to correct anomalous status”.

Description 14f “Make, advertise take to inquiry or confirm Orders to move, remove or make new public path that contribute more sensibly to the network.” In particular the Forum felt the word “new” should be removed from the preceding sentence.

RESOLVED

to request the Secretary to the Forum to produce a draft letter on the basis of the points above and to circulate this to members of the Forum for comment prior to submitting it to the County Council as the Forum’s response.

20
Broads Tourism and Recreation Strategy

The Forum considered a report by the Head of Recreation and Tourism Development which introduced the first draft of the Broads Tourism Strategy.  It described the work that had taken place to develop the strategy, and set out some of the key issues that have come out of the process.  A copy of the consultant’s draft report had been circulated to all Forum members.

The Forum, whilst welcoming the draft strategy, expressed some surprise that, as the Broads Authority’s statutory advisor on Access and Rights of Way Issues, it had not been contacted earlier in its preparation.  The Forum agreed, however, that the draft strategy was a very positive document which was seeking to promote tourism across the whole area of the Broads, although it felt that there should be more emphasis on the need to improve the infrastructure, particularly in respect of car parking and toilet facilities.  The document paid insufficient attention to the needs of day-trippers and there was a lack of acknowledgement that most people would want to travel to the area in their cars. 

There was some discussion about the branding of the area and a clear consensus that it should be promoted as the “Norfolk Broads”.  The desirability of having a single website to promote the area was also highlighted.

RESOLVED

to welcome the draft strategy and to request the Head of Recreation and Tourism Development to take note of the Forum’s comments in the context of any amendments that will be made to the Strategy before it appears in its final form. 

21 Urgent Item: Access at New Mills

Mr Wright reported that he had made further enquiries into this matter. Apparently Hopkins Homes had informed Norwich City Council that the footpath might be opened around the end of November.  The only reason this might not happen would be if the riverside fencing, which was to be provided by the Council, was not installed as its absence would constitute a hazard.  Mr Wright indicated that he had visited the site on Wednesday 30 November and found that the fencing/railings had been installed but that the footpath was still closed.

 

The response from Hopkins Homes Site Agent was that he has had no instructions concerning the reinstatement of the footpath and that he may even close the up-river section of path in the near future. He thought it could be a further 18 months before they would open the footpath.
 

With the new riverside fencing installed there seemed to be no reason why the contractor could not reinstate the footpath. Its continued closure was not only a major inconvenience for river users, ramblers and the general public but it was felt that it also constituted a real safety hazard should anyone need to get off the river in a hurry for a medical emergency.  At present the nearest river access point in the area was at St George's Bridge, almost 1/2 mile away. This was an important route into and out of the city for any river user launching higher up river and a 1/2 mile portage through busy roads was not to be recommended.

 

Mr Wright felt that if the City Council received sufficiently strong messages on the subject it may be persuaded that the footpath should be re- opened and that it should consider carefully whether further sections should be closed in the future. 

The Chairman felt that any letter should acknowledge that, whilst the path itself was not actually within the national park, it provided access to the national park. Furthermore, that whilst a closure on occasion and for a short duration might be acceptable, closure for 18 months was not, particularly given the health and safety issues involved.

RESOLVED

to request the Secretary of the Forum to write a letter to Norwich City Council expressing concern about the continued closure of the path at New Mills for the reasons outlined above.  
22
Date of Next Meeting

It was noted that the next meeting was due to take place on Tuesday 14 March 2006 at County Hall at 2.00pm.  This date might change if a joint meeting with the Norfolk Local Access Forum is arranged. 

The meeting concluded at 5.00pm.

Chairman
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