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Response to CCW paper for the Glastir Higher Level Scheme on Permissive Access – Targeting of Provision dated 4 March 2011

Glastir Targeted Element – OBJECTIVES & PRINCIPLES FOR PRIORITISING/TARGETING OF PERMISSIVE ACCESS PROVISION

This paper was forwarded to Llais y Goedwig as a preliminary to woodland provision under BWW being presented to the Local Area Fora  for consideration under Glastir. As a preliminary to further discussion on the inclusion of access to woodland the paper has been considered by the Llais y Goedwig Board and we welcome the opportunity to discuss access provisions. However, as a preliminary to the discussions the Board have raised the following points for consideration.
The paper as it stands is apparently focussed on 

(1) permissive access in service of tourism as it seeks to link ‘local services’ to ‘specified strategic routes’ and within 2 km of the new coastal path and 

(2) provision of access to deprived communities with a presumption that they are located in urban Communities First and Single Regeneration areas. 

Although both these aims are laudable from the perspective of Llais y Goedwig they need to be augmented to 

a) recognise that 20% of deprived communities are in rural areas,

b) serve the needs of local people and

c) recognise that woodlands are destinations in their own right.

Most community woodlands contain permissive paths which serve the needs of local communities whether they are rural or urban for access to natural areas from which they derive a wide range of personal benefits (physical and mental well-being, education, theatre, bike riding etc). These permissive paths only rarely link with long-distance strategic routes and many are in rural areas. Just because a community is surrounded by countryside does not mean that it necessarily has easy access to public spaces for recreation – there are few parks in the country and farmer’s fields are not public spaces. Local woodland and the provision of footpaths to and within them are often important local amenities. Deprivation in rural areas is compounded by isolation with the withdrawal of public transport resulting in the increasing inaccessibility of amenities. Provision of access to local woodlands can at least provide locally accessible recreation opportunities. Furthermore carefully planned permissive routes can be used to link communities and make walking or cycling more attractive when single track roads are dangerous.
The Board understands that Glastir Woodland Management is to be targeted using maps and that these are to be prepared by Local Access Forums. Our concern is that woodland owners whether they be community woodland groups or private may not have ready access to their LAF to propose a route through or to their woodland so they may not be able to access Glastir funding. There needs to be some means for woodlands to obtain Glastir funding for permissive access. Might it be possible for all woodlands selected for Glastir under any criteria to be eligible for permissive access at the discretion of the owner? Presuming, of course that the woodland would qualify anyway. 

It is also worth considering that footpath creation and maintenance can be the single biggest expense in the development of a community woodland. The BWW rates for permissive access hardly covered the cost of constructing footpaths suitable for the high rates of wear which are often seen in successful community woodlands. 
