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Footpath Secretary – East Report for 2010-2011
There have been a lot of Planning Applications sent through from the Council and a few e-mail enquiries that have come through from the WB Ramblers’ website during the past year. Most of the Applications have been small scale projects such as new conservatories, small extensions, replacement windows which had no effect on footpaths other than just being visibly noticeable. Most were in an urban environment so totally appropriate to their surroundings.
The largest project to come my way was the Application from Grundon for an extension to the Old Kiln Quarry at Chieveley. I consulted Greg McGill on this and we agreed that it should be dealt with as a countryside issue. There are footpaths and other Rights of Way that are affected by this proposal but we felt it would be better to characterise the whole proposal as an unacceptable development in an area of outstanding natural beauty rather than weaken our case by commenting on individual items in the proposal. Greg will cover this in the meeting tonight.
There are two matters that came up that I thought deserved some mention at this meeting that could affect the planning of any walks and could even threaten  some of the Rights of way.
The first of these arose from an e-mail that came to me from the website in which someone, who may be  a Rambler, had planned a walk from Horsemoor village that took used byway CHIE/7/1 otherwise known as Green Lane, south of Chieveley. This unfortunate gentleman thought the byway passed under the M4 and continued on in a southerly direction where he, presumably, intended to cross over the A34 via the rusty bridge and continue on towards the services or whatever. Of course he found there was no way through so he had to re-trace his steps back up the byway and head west towards the bridleway that crosses the M4 and then begin to head East beside the motorway until he joined up with the bridleway south of the M4.
This must have been very frustrating as he took the trouble to write to us. He questioned whether the Ordinance Survey map that he was using was correct; the definitive map for that section says it is so I had to tell him that, while it is somewhat ambiguous, the map does not suggest that the byway passes under the motorway. If it did, there would probably be hatched lines that suggest a tunnel. I did send Sallie Jennings an e-mail asking if the Council could put up a sign at the beginning of the byway that advised walkers that it was a dead end but have heard nothing back as yet.
The second one is more controversial and involves Honeybottom Cottage. After many years of the Council and West Berks Ramblers battling with the landowners over footpaths 13 and 16 and eventually getting an agreement to divert 16 away from the cottage, the owners had applied to the Planning Inspectorate, back in April 2010, to have these declared as illegal because of supposed flaws in earlier path creations. 
A year later the inspector who considered their Application gave his judgement and declared that there were no grounds for their appeal as the arguments put forward were incorrect. It is not certain if they will proceed further to the Administrative Court for appeal but Stuart Higgins believes this would be much more costly for them. 
We are aware of these developments because both Stuart Higgins and the landowners have corresponded with us, the landowners having made accusations of incompetence against the Council.

Everything has gone quiet since then but it is something we have to monitor because on two occasions we have had complaints from footpath users about interference with the footpaths, both occurring at about the time of the Application in March 2010 and the Judgement in April 2011. It is not possible to say who was responsible for this so we have to keep an open mind about it.
I have no other items to report other than to mention a large application I had concerning St Gabriel’s Convent in Cold Ash. It is proposed that the existing convent, chapel and conference centre be demolished and replaced by a housing development of something like 8 houses and 9 flats. This would not affect any footpaths in the area and it is claimed by English Heritage, that the existing buildings, including the chapel, do not have any architectural merit; in fact the development has been described as an improvement to the existing buildings as it will consist of a low density configuration of high quality homes. There is an issue concerning a colony of bats living in the old buildings so I’m not sure how they’ll get around that.

I do not propose to comment on this application unless it is felt here that we should on the basis of an unacceptable new development.  
Doug Larsen

Footpath Secretary – East

West Berks Ramblers

1

