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GTDP Community Sub-Group Meeting, 15th November 2017

1 GTDP Board Meetings

I attended the GTDP Board met on 13th October as the Sub-Group’s representative. The
agenda, papers and draft minutes can be found online at http://www.gtdp.org.uk/board.
Some highlights from the Board meeting are as follows:

• The Board voted to reduce its size significantly, and will now comprise only the elected
councillors and the chairs of the Sub-Groups. A separate ‘Officer Group’ will also be
formed, though it is unclear exactly how this will interact with the main Board.

• Rather than funding an independent chair, the Board will elect one of its own number to
chair the meetings. Resources will instead be put into a project-management position to
help with the administration of the Board.

• Rather than being represented directly on the Board, the Business Forum will instead have
a representative on the Community Sub-Group and on the Inward Investment Sub-Group.

• At the Board meeting, written updates were provided on the TEP and on Objective 1
(Strategic Infrastructure), and there was discussion about the other Objectives.

• A report on Communications will be brought to the next Board meeting.

2 Board Transparency

It is pleasing to see that the Board appears to be taking transparency and publicity more
seriously now. A further report from the Breckland Communications Team is expected at the
next meeting. Some steps I would be keen to promote on behalf of the community would be:

• The continuing production of a meeting highlights summary, to be published rapidly after
each Board meeting.

• Except for emergencies, all reports, papers and proposals should be published with the
Agenda in advance of each Board meeting.

• Papers and minutes and should be published in accordance with the agreed timescales.

• At each Board meeting, written reports should be provided (a) by each Sub-Group, (b)
on TEP and SUE progress, and (c) on activity around each of the Strategic Objectives.

• Some form of minutes, meeting notes or summary should be published for every GTDP
Board, Sub-Group and Officer Group meeting.

• The GTDP website needs to be updated to include current information on the Strategic
Objectives, TEP and SUE.

3 Community Sub-Group Cycling and Walking Project

I have to apologise that there is little to report here at this meeting. I have been busy with
other things so have not yet had time to start writing up the final report. I have however, been
collecting some more background information on existing routes, and I am grateful for the help
provided from the three Councils here. The Little Ouse Waterspace study is due to be published
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at the beginning of December, and it will be useful to be able to reference its suggestions in our
report.

4 Answers to Public Questions and Concerns

Various issues have been raised by the public at previous Sub-Group meetings, and we have
attempted to investigate and provide answers.

Station Lane. I have made a little more progress on the question of who is responsible for
maintaining Station Lane — the track running north from the footbridge to Mundford
Road. This was a particular cause for concern at previous meetings, as it provides the
only vehicle access to the Norwich-bound platform.

The road certainly used to be a Public Highway, as it was the main road from Thetford
to Mundford before the Railway arrived. Most of the land within the boundaries has
no registered owner at present, although the owner of the Builders Yard also owns the
adjacent land up to the centreline of the road. (The latter is a common situation with
Public Highways.)

I have corresponded with various people at Norfolk County Council. The Council’s position
is that the route used to be a Public Highway, but that rights over it were stopped up by
the Great Eastern Railway (General Powers) Act 1885 (https://goo.gl/5sRYWr). The
Act does not explicitly say this, but the Council are relying on an attached plan on which
Station Lane is labelled as “Road to be Diverted”.

I disagree with their interpretation, and believe that the Act only stopped up the road at
the level crossing, leaving the rest of the route to the Mundford Road as a dead-end Public
Highway. i.e. the main road was diverted, but only the level crossing was stopped up. The
text of the act in Section 7 states explicitly that rights of way over the level crossing are
to be stopped up, but does not mention the extinguishing any other rights. The Railway
Cottages existed at the time, and if rights on the road were to be stopped up, some
provision would have had to have been made for them. There is no such provision in the
Act. Furthermore, the Act explicitly states that the Railway company needs to maintain a
footbridge to “allow persons on foot at all times to cross and re-cross pedestrians to cross
the railway”. There would be little point in requiring this if the road on the other side
was no longer to be a Public Highway.

Given Norfolk County Council’s position, it is not clear where we could go from here.
There is a legal avenue available (a notice under Section 56 of the Highway Act) but
that could lead to a potentially expensive court case if the Council still refused to accept
liability. We could ask the GTDP Board to recommend that Norfolk County Council look
again at the road’s status, and consider re-adopting it if it is not still a Public Highway. A
petition and getting support from the Councillors might also help. Another option would
be to claim the route as a Public Byway based on 20 years of uncontested use — but this
wouldn’t necessarily require the road to be repaired.

Bus Services. Various issues were raised about bus services in the town at September 2017
Sub-Group meeting. These were raised with the lead for Objective 4 (Town Centre and
Transport Links) at the October Board meeting.

Transport Issues. It seems that the Sub-Group’s request for an integrated transport study
will be met (perhaps coincidentally), as Norfolk County Council are to conduct a number
of traffic studies in Market Towns across the County. Thetford will be one of the first. If
the Sub-Group would like to make any particular requests for issues to be examined, we
should be able to pass these on through the Board.
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