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FOOTPATH SECRETARY (WEST) REPORT
In my first full year as Footpath Secretary for the Western section of our area not much has changed from looking after the Eastern area and by that I mean that landowners still want footpaths diverted, some landowners appear not to accept that footpaths exist and planning applications which affect rights of way arrive through the post almost daily.

Footpath 21 Inkpen

I shall start my report with Inkpen Footpath 21. This right of way has been a thorn in our side for many years. Paul Frances had mentioned the problems on this route in the past. Inkpen footpath 21, for those who do not know runs from East of the Old Rectory northwards towards Lower Green and has not been useable due to various obstructions and a landowner who believes the footpath should not be there. Indeed an application was made by the landowner in 1997 for an extinguishment but the former county council did not proceed because of objections at that time.

Earlier this year both Inkpen Parish Council and the Inkpen Rights of Way Committee had said they wished West Berks Council to take steps to open up the path. I also approached the council to find out what their intentions were and to state that if necessary the Ramblers Association would send a notice under section 130A of the Highways Act 1980 requiring the council to take action to open the path.

This combined stance appeared to do the trick and a legal notice was served on the landowner, however to bring you up to date the latest information I have received from the West Berks Council says the legal notice served on the landowner has now expired and no work has been carried out. The landowner was advised that the council would be going to carry out the work in default, however threats were made to council staff. The matter is currently being discussed with the police. The landowner has asked for a 3 week period in which to obtain independent advice and therefore the work has been postponed until at least the 15th November.

Parking Area on the Edge of Hungerford Common  

I mentioned last year at the AGM a planning application which would formalise the parking area on the edge of Hungerford Common near to the Down Gate public house, the control of which would be offered to the landlord. Both we the Ramblers Association and the West Berks Council objected as there are three definitive rights of way that cross the area. Despite this the application has been granted conditional approval subject to the condition that “no development shall commence on the land which is a public right of way until the right of way had been diverted under section 257 of the Town & County Planning Act 1990”.

I am not sure where the intended diversions of these footpaths are to be. If you visit the site there is now a sign saying “private property, parking, restricted to 2 hours Monday – Friday 8.00am – 6.00pm.

Diversions

Diversions of course are still requested and each one has to be assessed on its own merits. A landowner in Boxford wishes to divert Footpath 12. This runs from opposite Boxford House and forms pat of the Lambourn Valley Way. The route that is currently walked is not actually the definitive line. The owner would like to divert the path away from that presently walked and the definitive line to enable him to make full use of the field that the route crosses. 

My view is that whilst any objection would be difficult to sustain, as the route is part of the Lambourn Valley Way, some work would be needed to be carried out on a boggy section and an absolute assurance that the new route is not likely to flood as it is adjacent to a small stream.

Planning Applications

Planning applications can also affect rights of way. One such application is for the erection of buildings adjacent to Lowesden Works, Lambourn Woodlands. The site is north of the B4000 roman road west of the area known as Rooksnest. 

Lambourn Footpath 20 runs east-west through the middle of the site and already has buildings either side of it with various businesses contained within. 

The proposal is to extend the area to the west and although this encroaches further into the countryside, we have decided not object but have said that if the council are minded to approve this application, the footpath must be kept open at all times during construction and in a safe manner, so that the walking public can continue to enjoy the use of this popular right of way.

