Broads Local Access Forum 

12 July 2005

Agenda Item No 6

Suffolk Rights of Way Improvement Plan

Report by Senior Administrative Officer

	Summary:
This report sets out the response to Suffolk County Council in respect of the draft assessment report for the Rights of Way Improvement Plan. 

Recommendation:
To note the Forum’s response.


1
Background

1.1
At the end of April 2005, Suffolk County Council sent a copy of its draft assessment report for the Rights of Way Improvement Plan for Suffolk and requested any comments that the Local Access Forum by 30 June 2005.


A copy of the draft was sent to all members of the Forum.

1.2
Detailed comments on the draft were received from Mr Ray Walpole (copy attached at Appendix1). No other comments were received. A copy of Mr Walpole’s submission was forwarded to Suffolk County Council on 29 June.

1.3
The Forum is asked to note the response.

Background papers:
Draft Assessment report for the Suffolk Rights of Way Improvement Plan

Author:


Rob Haworth

Date of report:

29 June 2005
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Comments from Ray Walpol

Suffolk's ROW Improvement Plan.

While I am very impressed with the plan in mecting my needs as a oyclist and a walker, Lam
confing my detailed comments to those of 2 member of the Broads Local Access Forum, These
are -

Page 28 3,2,2, does not explain that, as the Broads Authority is a National Park, it is accorded 2.
special status, As it is also a local planning authority, it must be treated on matters of ROW,
access and tourism in the same way as District Councils, Waveney District Council must work in.
partnership with the Broads Authority.

Page 29 3.2.4.does not mention the “cross compliance” condition of the new Single Payment
Scheme. Unless managers maintain ROWs over their land they will forfeit their payment,
Presumbly there are similar penaltics for not complying with Level 3 payment conditions for
signed paths which they instal, What will be the mechanism for enforcement? Can the public
complain to ROW Officers about obstructions and failure to re-instate plonghed and cropped
ROWs? How will these complaints be notified to the Rural Payment Agency? [not mentioned
5.3 page 41] This cross compliance condition is as important to riders, cyelists and wallcers in
agricultural Bast Anglia as the CROW Act.It is the egivalent to us as the “Right to Roam” over
‘mountain, moor and heath.

Bulls are not mentioned but they are an obstruction on some ROWS and may be encountered on
‘marshland, (Herds of horses stabled by sanctuarics can siso impede safi passage along aBROW
as theyare not managed I do not know of any sanctuaries in the Lower Waveney Valley but
they may cause a problemaround Belton/Fritton).

Page 32 4.2The prospect of & bew opportunity for acoess along flood protection banks is not
‘mentioned. I have insuffDicient knowledge of the Waveney Valley to know whether this is 2
realistic prospect.

Similarly I think that staithes deserve a mention,

Page 39 5.2.1,should draw attenion to the need for distinctive way marking across marshland. It
mustbe practicablo to sz fFom one way mark at the entrance to the marsh the cbvious

exit, Aflageed pole”, as at Horsey., is neaded to provent walkers being marooned and taking
risks to jump dykes.

Page 58 Information Centres.Information Centres, The publication of a woekly Ranger's report
on paths temporarily stopped of in poor condition should be investigated: i.¢.like road reports in
the press. Similarly a taped could be made available over the phone; just like S Live broadcasts._

Page 59,Broads Access Forum meetings. A Suffolk Ranger's presence would be welcome.

Page 60, More extended footpaths to include at least one ROW for wheelchair users, What about
part of the path from Becles TIC? I have not been to Oulton Broad park for so many years that I
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