Press release – Public Inquiry success for Maden Road Claim
Chris Peat, RABO, North West, reports on a public inquiry to upgrade to footpaths between Bacup and Stacksteads.
 
Two years ago 2 of my bridleway group members rustled up an incredible 43 users to give evidence in support of an upgrading order for a bridleway between Bacup and Stacksteads.  The route was called into question when a householder on route tried to stop horses using it in 2004 by building a wall across it.  Rossendale BC told them to remove the wall as the route was a footpath and it was causing an obstruction, but they continued with abuse towards riders so a claim was made.

The PI started on Tuesday with the objectors not appearing!  They didn't have any evidence in their objection just NIMBY points.  The PI was adjourned while Lancashire County Council (LCC) contacted them, and adjourned again while the inspector decided what to do as they declined to make the effort to appear.  The Inspector decided to carry on, and it seemed a walk over as there was no evidence against the order.  Fourteen users of the forty three who filled in user forms, came and gave their statements and County presented map evidence in support.  Unfortunately the Evening Telegraph photographer went up to take a picture of the path alerting another landowner to the PI!  
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The landowner came down, causing a bit of a furore, when he didn't hear the inspector telling him to be quiet!  His son, the local blacksmith, then arrived, demanding to be allowed to speak. In spite of the inspector telling him she couldn't consider suitability, safety or maintenance issues, he shouted for 30 minutes about spikes on railings, stallions, litter and glass. More importantly, he got one of our users to admit that, in 1973, his father gave her permission to ride the path when he sold her a horse.  However, we were able to counter this statement as in 1973 he didn’t own the land, and it was suggested that he was in fact telling the purchaser of his horse that this path was a Bridleway and she should use it.  Interestly, while his son, the local blacksmith, was telling us how bad the path was for horse riders, his daughter was photographed by the press, riding on . . . the very path he said was unsuitable.  A case of do as I say not as I do!  
The next morning the same happened - another local came in demanding to be heard. Though not a listed statutory objector, the inspector let him take the stand and speak, much to our annoyance.  We were able to disprove him quite easily with aerial photos (very considerately provided by the main objector in their evidence), and I mentioned a letter that Access Rossendale had written to LCC in February 2004 about the same thing ,which put a date of 2004 on a construction which he claimed had been there for at least 37 years.
 
When he had finished, I complained about these two late objectors, as it didn't give us a chance to bring counter evidence - such as the letter to LCC and reply etc. I managed to disprove the afternoon objector's statements about giving someone permission to use the path in question in 1973. Although the county had checked the land registry, which showed he owned the path now, he didn't in 1973!  I suggested that the chap didn't give permission but was suggesting to the horse purchaser that she use the route, as it was a bridleway.
 
After the summing up LCC surprised everyone by claiming costs against the main objector who failed to show the second day either, citing unreasonable behaviour. The objectors had demanded a PI as opposed to an informal hearing.
Only a few weeks after the Public Inquiry the Inspector made public her decision to upgrade the route to bridleway much to our delight.  
 
All in all LCC were good on the maps, and legal case history aspects. I felt, however, that some points contained in the evidence of local users were not picked up in the cross-examination of the objectors.  You live and learn, and an exciting and productive two days was had by all.
