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Extraordinary
LAF meeting
was held on
215t May

This meeting
will explore two
of the important
discussion
areas with the
full LAF

Presented emerging results from
stakeholder engagement phase

Examined three topic areas — promotion,
maintenance and partnerships

Will seek views on two of these areas
today - partnerships and maintenance

Will update LAF on progress and
timetable for ROWIP 2



Recap...

The ROWIP
must
contain an
assessment
of the
following
three areas

The extent to which local rights of way meet
the present and likely future needs of the
public.

The opportunities provided by local rights of
way for exercise and other recreation and

enjoyment.

Accessibility of rights of way to blind,
partially sighted and others with mobility
problems.




=3 Buckinghamshire County

s A SN

Public Survey Ak > L e
= 1489 usable responses
= High degree of statistical .
significance
= 91% of respondents lived in B ©
Buckinghamshire

= The survey was self-selecting and
only 1% had not used a public
right of way - survey provides
comprehensive insight into the
views of rights of way users but
does not capture the views of

Nnon-users
District Number % b
Aylesbury Vale 621 44% s
Wycombe 281 20% -
Chiltern 257 18%

South Bucks 130 9%
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Parish and Town
Council Survey

96 councils responded (56%)

Geographic spread across
county

36% had devolved responsibilities

22% had a rights of way warden
or similar

i
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Stakeholders

= 5] organisations contacted

= 20 organisations responded plus 2
individuals and Oxfordshire LAF

= Meetings or phone calls with:
= Aylesbury Garden Town
= Visit Buckinghamshire
= Chilterns Conservation Board
= Colne Valley Regional Park

= Natural Environment Partnership
Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes

= Simply Walks participants

= BCC Highways and Health teams
= Chilterns MS Centre

= Bucks Vision

= Bucks Mind

= Parkinson's UK Amersham and High
Wycombe

= |EAP

British Driving Society, Beds, Bucks and Herts
British Horse Society

Chilterns Conservation Board

Chiltern Society

Colne Valley Regional Park

Denham Parish Council (additional submission)
Disabled Ramblers

Hertfordshire County Council

Historic England

Iver and District Conservation Association
London Borough of Hillingdon

Marlow Society

Northamptonshire County Council

Off Road/Trail Riders - Trail Riders Fellowship
Open Spaces Society

Oxfordshire Local Access Forum

Parkinson's UK Amersham and High Wycombe
Phillippa Burton (response by an individual)
Ramblers’ Association

Ridgeway National Trall

Ted Howard Jones (response by an individual)
Thames Path National Trall

Tourism - Visit Buckinghamshire

Trail Riders’ Fellowship

Transition Town Marlow

Wokingham Borough Council

Wycombe District Council




Headline findings from public survey

Public rights of way are
highly valued for the
guality of life benefits they

bring, including access to
nature, relaxation and
health and wellbeing.

Public rights of way users
use the network frequently
and it is part of their daily
or weekly routine.

Most users had
encountered an issue with
a public right of way at
some point, with
overgrown paths the
greatest concern.

There was a lack of
awareness of the service
and where to report
problems.

People were almost
equally positive and
negative about how the
Rights of Way Service had
been delivered in the past
ten years.




Topic 2 — Addressing maintenance challenges

= Maintaining and investing in the current network a high priority for the public
= 97% of users had encountered an issue
= Qvergrown paths were the highest concern and the priority area for maintenance - public and

councils
Priorities for Public Rights of Way - Councils - Weighted Scores Ranking of Public Rights of Way Issues - Total of Weighted
Scores
Overgrown paths - [ 300
Sttes npoor conciion Y 2 Overgroun patns | <35
Lac ot waymaring sing roue: - | Lack ofwaymarking - | 3o
Dog fouling [ 7 Lack of fingerpost sign [N 2432
Lack of fingerpost sign _ 120 Fallen trees or other obstructions on the route [N 1747

Stiles in poor condition [N 1525
Routes blocked by crops _ 1456
Paths deliberately blocked [N 1388

Fallen trees or other cbstructions on the route

Routes blocked by crops

Issues with livestock

Bridges in poor condition _ 65 Dog fouling _ 1323
Paths deliberately blocked [ 60 Aggressive dogs [N 842
Aggressive dogs - 19 Bridges in poor condition [N 561

Threatening behaviour by other path users I 5 Threatening behaviour by other path users [l 455 P b | ]
Threatening behaviour by landowners | 2 CO UNCI |S Threatening behaviour by landowners - 433 u (@
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Topic 2 - Addressing maintenance challenges

Satisfaction with Aspects of Public Rights of Way - Parish and Town Satisfaction with Reported Public Rights of Way Issues
Councils
5.00 1 1
Councils Public
4.50
4.00
3.50
42%
300 = Satisfied or very satisfied
250 = Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied
' Dissatisfied or very dissatisfied
2.00
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00 3.10 294 293 2.83 2.77 2.66 263 213
' The condition of Waymarking Reinstatement Surface Vegetation Promotional The condition of Accessibility for
bridges and condition clearance of material/circular stiles and gates  less mobile : :
demarcation of paths/paths not walks users How service could be Improved Number of %
paths through being comments
crops overgrown i i
. . . Better communication - responses and feedback to 147 45%
Average Score Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied o .
reported problems, notification of outcome or problem
resolved

Fix the problem / fix more quickly 101 31%




Make it easier to report

problems and provide
feedback that can be
responded to further
when issues are not
put right.

Keep people

updated as to
progress and be

honest about

| know the council are
under resourced in
following up complaints

what you can or
cannot achieve.

/




Topic 2 - Addressing maintenance
challenges

Potential areas for discussion:

= |mproving responses to reported problems

= How to maintain the network with challenges in
resources




Topic 3 — Partnerships for delivery

= Two of three areas which must be
addressed widen the scope of the
ROWIP beyond statutory
requirements

The extent to which local rights

» Guidance expects consideration of
wider remit of public rights of way:

= Opportunities to contribute to active
travel objectives

= Opportunities to contribute to well- Accessibility of rights of way to
being objectives blind, partially sighted and

= Opportunities to contribute to the others with mobility problems.
delivery of other plans and priorities




Topic 3 — Partnerships for delivery

Definition of ‘needs of the

public’ wider than existing New ROWIPS should consider the
users and user group needs of the wider public including
limited resources to those who do not currently
deliver this role participate in outdoor recreation on a
Partnerships — new and regular basis. Authorities should be
existing - may help to careful when using evidence to
deliver wider demonstrate public need that it is
el ents? reasonably illustrative of the

population and does not over-
represent particular interest

\ groups /




Topic 3 — Partnerships for delivery

The devolved services
funding does not
cover the cost of

cutting the verges,
which is our first

= Some parishes deliver We inherited a very poor network upon
entering into the devolved services

contract. For the last three years we have

rights of way services

under devolved : :
mvgsted at_ least twice thg amount of fche. priority. Therefore any
arrangements subsidy received. We anticipate that this will works to RoW are
_ need to continue for at least another 3 to 4 essentially unfunded
- Partnershlps and years in order to get on top of the backlog. :

devolved services
need support — not a

one-way street More money
required!

= 46% of councils
cleared vegetation
from additional routes
that were not listed on
their schedule

Parish Councils
need a point
of contact at
BCC to assist
with rights of

way issues and

assist where
necessary.

= 46% of councils felt
they needed more
support or knowledge




Topic 3 — Partnerships for delivery

Potential areas for discussion:

= How can partnership working with existing partners be
improved?

= Who are potential new partners?

= What role are we asking new partners to fulfil— what can
we offer in return?




Next steps ...

Work will
continue to
complete the
‘assessment’

= Study the definitive map and
statement

= Review applications for modifications
to the map and statement

= Review requests for improvements to
the network

= Consider information on the condition
of the network

= Assess the nature and scale of the
present and likely future needs of the
public

= Review other relevant plans and
strategies



May — September

Full review of engagement evidence
Team discussions

Complete ‘assessment’

Determine priorities and actions

Internal drafts and amendments of ROWIP 2
Autumn
= Consultation on consultation draft ROWIP 2

T|metab|e (12 weeks)

Early 2020

= Review of comments and final document
By April 2020

=  Adoption of ROWIP 2

Y/
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