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Brief summary of report

1.

A formal application was made on 11 August 2015 by Mr Tom Daly of Hollesley
Parish Council to record a public footpath between Restricted Byway 54 (RB54)
Hollesley and the junction of Public Footpaths 3 and 4 (FP3 and FP4) Hollesley
on the Hollesley Definitive Map and Statement. Map 1 indicates the location of
the claimed route. Map 2, produced at a scale of 1:2500, depicts the claimed
footpat hds al i gn meBiG-D-EbReG-Hv &he rtlainp foriampabkc
footpath is based on user evidence. Mr Daly submitted two claim maps; one
depicts the claimed route as a broad ink line which covers a corridor varying in
width between 34 metres and 72 metres (Appendix 1). The second claim map
is based on a 2015 downloaded OS map and depicts the claim on a track
(Appendix 2). The claimed path commences at RB54 as a field edge path and
proceeds to a gate at point B then proceeds through woodland on a natural
surface track, splitting into two routes either side of a sand extraction pit
between points C and D and continuing on a track to cross the Black Ditch
watercourse between points E and G. Two crossing points have been claimed,
one passing over a footbridge at point F and the second remaining on the track.
The paths re-join at point G and continue along the track before crossing open
grass to join FP3 and FP4 at point H.

This report considers the user evidence supporting the claim and the landowner
evidence against the claim. There is no supporting documentary evidence.

Action recommended

3.

It is recommended that the formal application is rejected with all interested
parties being advised accordingly.
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Reason for recommendation

4. The owners of AW Mortier Farms submitted deposits under S31(6) of the
Highways Act 1980 with effective dates of 11 September 1997 for the land
between points B to H on Map 2.

5. The 11 September 1997 date is the date of challenge and requires the public to
evidence 20 years of use prior to that date to establish a statutory presumption
of dedication of the claimed route.

6. According to landowner supporting evidence the track on which the claimed
route is aligned was constructed at some point during or after 1982.

7. User evidence establishes only 15 years of use on the track between 1982
(construction) and 1997 (date of challenge).

8. There is no depiction of a route matching the claimed track on pre 1982
Ordnance Survey maps. It is not possible therefore to determine that public use
prior to 1982 occurred on the same alignment as the track meaning that pre
1982 use cannot count towards the 20 years of use of the track.

Alternative options

9. Under the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 the decision to make an order
must be based on evidence. Unless the Rights of Way Committee concludes
that the evidence does satisfy the appropriate test (see paragraph 69) there is
no alternative option.

Who will be affected by this decision?
10. The landowners and the public.

Main body of report
Documentary Evidence

Hollesley Tithe Map 1841 (ref: FDA133/A1/1b)
11. The claimed route is not shown.

1st Definitive Map (relevant date 1 January 1954)
12. The claimed route is not shown.
Ordnance Survey Mapping

13. Wihilst it is accepted that public rights cannot be adduced from Ordnance
Survey (OS) mapping, they are the most accurate and reliable source for
establishing an alignment. Public rights, if in existence, would need to be
established from other sources.

14. Map 3 is produced at a scale of 1:2500 and based on an extract of the OS
County Series First Edition dated 1882. The claimed route is not portrayed on
the original map but has been overlaid as a dashed line for identification
purposes. The OS map does depict an historic route by way of double pecked
lines which is north of the claimed route between points A i B and south of the
claimed route between points B i H. At one point west of point B the claimed
route and the historic track coincide but otherwise the two routes are different
and separated by a distance varying between a few metres and more than one
hundred metres. The historic track was not shown on subsequent versions of
the OS County Series maps.
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15. No route resembling the claimed route is depicted on any other 25 inch or 6
inch historic OS mapping

16. The OS National Grid map of January 1973 (scale 1:2500) does not depict the
claimed route or a crossing point over the Black Ditch watercourse on the
claimed alignment.

17. The OS Landline circa 2001 (scale 1:2500) does depict the track, the Black
Ditch water course crossing points and sand excavation pit.

Hollesley 1932 Act Parish Map (ref: 474/R2/59)
18. This plan is on an OS base map with admitted public rights of way in blue and
non admitted public rights of way in red. The claimed route is not depicted.

Parish Survey Map circa 1950 (ref: 518/81) and Parish Survey Statement 19
October 1950 (473/79)

19. The claimed route is not depicted.

Rights of Way Review 1979

20. The claimed route is not identified by the Parish Council as being absent from
the Definitive Map.

Landowner information

21. AW Mortier Farms represented by James Leggett are the landowners between
points AT B. They are opposed to the claim.

22. James and Patricia Hardwick are the landowners between Points B i H. They
are opposed to the claim.

Mr & Mrs Hardwickd svidence
23. Mr & Mrs Hardwickods evidence includes:
i) summary written by Mr A Pym, a Charted Surveyor;

ii) table providing a chronological summary and analysis of the user
evidence;

iii)  maps establishing the boundary of landownership;

iv) copy of the 1:2500 scale OS map dated from 1973 which identifies field
parcel numbers;

v) statements from Mr and Mrs Hardwick and supporting statements from
Caroline Drury, Kenneth Drury, Victor Silverton, Deborah Maddock and
Michael Lloyd who all evidence knowledge of the land (see paragraphs 32
to 36).

24. Mr & Mrs Hardwick purchased Poplar Farmhouse in 1978 and rented land
between points G & H from Trevor Everard who owned Poplar Park Farm. They
took a 7 year lease on stables and farmland in 1996 and renewed the lease for
a further 7 years in 2003 and formed the Poplar Farm Equestrian Centre. Mr &
Mrs Hardwick purchased the Poplar Farm Equestrian Centre in 2009.

25. Mr & Mr s Hable dfwvidencemovides a chronological summary and
analysis of the user evidence submitted before the original committee deadline
and the landowner evidence. Inconsistencies in the user evidence such as the
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26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

variations in the claimed width and the variations in the user recollections about
whether a bridge existed on the claimed route or not are noted.

The table of evidence refers to the OS map of January 1973 noting the
absence of a crossing or a bridge of the Black Ditch, the absence of the sandpit
within the Black Ditch Plantation and the solid boundaries of field 7584.

The table lists the range of equestrian events that have been held on the riding
course from 1996.

The table lists other events which occurred after the 18 September 1997 S31(6)
submission and are therefore, after the effective date of the S31(6) Highways
Act deposit.

Mr Ha r dstatemdntddated 11 January 2016 states the key dates of his
association with the land. His evidence also states the following: i) that from his
earliest knowledge of the land (1978) the only way to access the claimed route
between points G & E was from field 4200 which lies to the north of the claimed
route. ii) that the Black Ditch plantation was totally overgrown and that there
was no bridge across the Black Ditch between points G & E where the
watercourse was approximately 3 metres wide. iii) that since 1996 he has not
been aware of any significant wuse of

he

we have always pointed out to themnmv)that [

that the track is in continual use by horses and riders for cross country events
and on average for 10 competitions per year between March and November
and for schooling throughout the year. v) that a major competition, the British
Eventing Horse Trials, is held over two days in March every year and to prevent
loose horses escaping the gate at Point B is locked for the duration of the
event. vi) that signs have been put up at Point B and Point H indicating the
route is not a public right of way but have been removed or vandalised so have
therefore not been a permanent feature. vii) that since 1996 he has done his
best to make it clear that the route is not a public right of way and that it has
never been his intention that it should become one.

Mrs Ha r d wistaténterst dated 10 January 2016 states the key dates of her
association with the land. Her evidence statement reiterates the points made in

Mr Har dwi ck o6s evidence but al so states t

they have done their best to keep the gate at Point B either locked or tied up
but it has been a disheartening process as the chain is constantly cut or the

rope undone. Mrs Hardwickds evidence

1996 we have done our absolute best to make it clear that this track is not a
public right of way and that it has never been our intention that it should ever
become one. 0

A draft of this report was circulated to the applicant and landowners in April
2016. The applicant requested an extension to the evidence deadline indicating
that more local evidence would be forthcoming. An extension was agreed to 1
August 2016. After reviewing the user evidence submitted during the extension
period Mr Pym, representing Mr & Mrs Hardwick, provided a supplement to his
original evidence. I n it he not ed

recollections of a footbridge over the Black Ditch and contrasted that to the
original user evidence that recalled a footbridge. He also observed the variation
i n user s owitheregard te the vadth of the claimed route and how none
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of the supplementary evidence described the claimed route dividing around the
sand excavation pit.

Other statements supporting the landowners

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

Caroline Druryoés (nee Pike) statement dat ¢
Farm was her home between 1960 and 1975. In 1974 the house and arable

|l and was sold to her husband Kenneth Dr i
knowledge there was no track to or through the wood, nor was there a bridge of

any kind across the Black Ditch where indicated between G & E on the claimed
routeo.evi Hemce concl udes, il am sure t h
requested or given to access the |l ando.

Kenneth Druryébés statement dated 11 Januar )
arable land and farm buildings of Poplar Park Farm in 1974 and sold the

propertyin 1976 . He states, ADuring the years
very few people on any part of the land, and the few | did come across |

requested to leave immediately. There was never any track or bridge on the

claimed route most of which, between C & E was covered in impenetrable

gorse, brambles and undergrowth. The land between E & H was low lying

wooded marshy ground with a number of partially silted ditches running through

it. There was no bridge across Black Ditcl

VictorSi | vertonés statement dated 10 January
footpath turned sharp left [northwards] over a stile set in the hedge (no longer

there) continuing straight on for some half a mile before turning right over the

Black Ditch and up to Poplar Farm Cottages and the byway past the Equestrian

Centre. There was no way straight ahead at point H until sometime in the early

eighties when a wide and well-built track was put in past the trout pools

between points H & E. We understood that this private track was put in to form

part of the cross country course to serve the newly opened Poplar Park
Equestrian Centre. 0.

Deborah Maddockés statement dated 16 Janu
seventies it was necessary for me, several times a week, to make my way to
and from Bussocks Lane. | can categorically confirm that there was no way
over the Black Ditch at points marked G, E and F. The area was a complete
bog covered in brambles, gorse, broom and

Mi chael LIl oyds o st aaned@Enstatesdiatt he dias bekn J an
involved with the equestrian centre since 1982 when the Leggett family asked

his advice about the siting, design and construction of a cross country course.

He st &ttthe §ime offtonstruction the length between H and E consisted of

low lying wooded marshy ground with no evidence of a track through the area

or any bridge across the Black Ditch at G/E. The steep hill between E & D and

the area enclosed by D/D1/C [note: D1 is a point added by Mr Lloyds to
indicate where the southern route around the pit turns from a westerly to a
northerly direction] was completely overgrown with gorse and broom and again
there was no evidence of a track through
between H and G was formed mechanically clearing the ground and dumping

sand and stone excavated from the area between C and D. Because of the
density of the undergrowth in the area between D and E the sand had to be

carted across the field to the east and thence round to H where the track was
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commenced and progressed by over-tipping. At G the ditch was piped and over
topped with sand to form a vehicular access track and a sleeper foot bridge
was constructed on the other side of the water jump. Both of these
constructions are stillin placetoday. 6 The sand excavat.i
shown on the historic mapping or the 1973 OS map.

James Leggett of A.W. Mortier (Farms) Ltd evidence

37.

38.

39.

James Leggettds statement dated 15
that part of the claimed route between points AT B from 1980 to the present
day and states their opposition to the claim. He confirmed that the land
between BT H was owned by A.W. Mortier Farms between 1980 and 2009.

Mr Leggett states that, AThere was

further develop the cross country course during the early to mid nineties. Pre
nineties C to D (north) was heavily gorsed and brambled. C to D (south) was
heavily wooded with no track/path of any description. E to G had no crossing
over the Black Ditch until we further developed the cross country course in

on pi-t
Decemt
no ro

nineties and most of nrB@akes turthét refererce t@atheb o g ! 0

route being it r e a ¢ hcausiegwsame participants in rough shooting to be in
need of rescue.

Mr Leggett states that, i Ga t ers always locked at B when not in use by our
farm staff and equestrian centre staff during our ownership of B to H until
2009. 0 He confirms that, AWe al ways

pol i

t
right of way when found to be straying onto private lan d 0 . Spectators

competitors were permitted access to the site on event days only and restricted
to particular areas.

S31.6 Highways Act 1980 Statement & Declaration

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

A statement and plan was submitted under S31.6 Highways Act 1980 by
Christine Margaret Leggett of Cedarwood, Alderton who was a part owner of
AW Mortier (Farms) Ltd. The deposit has an effective date of 11 September
1997. The deposit covered the adjoining Poplar Park Farm and Walnut Tree
Farm which both contain sections of the claimed public right of way. The
deposit plan did not acknowledge a public right of way on the claimed
alignment. The deposit plan did acknowledge the definitive alignments of the
other public rights of way on the land.

A statement and plan was submitted under S31.6 Highways Act 1980 by
Catherine Anne Leggett of 57 Warleigh Road, Brighton who was a part owner
of AW Mortier (Farms) Ltd. The deposit has an effective date of 11 September
1997. The deposit lands covered Poplar Park Farm which contains part of the
claimed public right of way. The deposit plan did not acknowledge a public right
of way on the claimed alignment. The deposit plan did acknowledge the
definitive alignments of the other public rights of way on the land.

A statutory declaration was submitted for Poplar Park Farm and Walnut Tree
Farm by Christine Margaret Leggett and Catherine Anne Leggett under S31.6
Highways Act 1980, with an effective date of 6 January 1998.

The deposits prevented presumed dedication after the effective date of 11
September 1997.

Subsequent Statutory Declarations were submitted by AW Mortier Farms on 9
December 2003 and 15 December 2009.
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45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

The Hardwicks have not submitted a S31.6 Highways Act 1980 since becoming
owners of Poplar Park.

User evidenceA draft of this report was circulated to the applicant and
landowners in April 2016. The applicant requested an extension to the evidence
deadline indicating that more local evidence would be forthcoming. An
extension was agreed to 1 August 2016. Thirty three user evidence forms were
submitted before the initial deadline, with a further thirteen evidence forms and
a list of three additional users submitted during the extension period.

In total forty nine people have evidenced use including twenty people
evidencing use spanning all of the 20 year period before 11 September 1997,
nineteen people evidencing use for part of the 20 year period, six people
evidencing all use after 11 September 1997 and four people who did not
specify their dates of use.

The earliest evidenced use is on foot in 1938 and continues to July 2015 when
notices stating that the route is not a public right of way were erected by the
landowner.

Some users reported being verbally challenged and asked to leave the land in
March 2015 and on an unknown date in the summer of 2015 the farm gate on
the claimed footpath at point B was locked shut.

All of the twenty users who provided evidence spanning the 20 year period
claimed use of the route on foot. Two also claimed use of the route by bicycle
for a period of 15 years. Thirteen users evidenced the route as a public
footpath, four as a bridleway, one as a combination footpath & restricted byway,
one as a combination footpath/restricted byway/byway and one did not specify
a status.

None of the users whose evidence spanned the 20 year period have stated
they were challenged during those years.

One of the users whose evidence spanned the 20 year period (Mr RS Baker)
indicated that he had permission to use the route from an unstated previous
landowner.

Three users evidenced use over the 20 year period by adding their names to a
supplementary users list. All three evidence a bridge but did not provide a claim
map or further information about challenge to use or permission to use.

A further nineteen members of the public evidenced use of the route for part of
the 20 year period. All nineteen evidenced use of the route on foot, two also
evidenced use on bicycle.

One of the users whose evidence did not span the 20 year period (Mrs
Bloomfield) indicated she had received verbal permission from Mortier Farms
(date not specified but described as

Of the nineteen users, eleven evidenced the route as a public footpath, seven
as a bridleway and one did not specify a status.

Combining the evidence of those users evidencing twenty years use and those
users evidencing less than twenty years use, thirteen of them did not evidence
a footbridge across the Black Ditch. Twenty five users did evidence a footbridge
including ten users evidencing that there was a simple planked bridge crossing
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58.

59.

60.

the Black Ditch before the present bridge was installed in the early 1980s.
Three users did not recall a bridge on their evidence forms but during interview
did recall a bridge. One user did not complete that part of the form.

The user evidence states the width of the route varies between one metre and
five metres.

Six users have been interviewed by an officer of the council. Three of the
interviewed users recalled that they would wander through the woodland to
collect chestnuts or to enjoy the bluebells giving the impression that there were
a number of small paths through the woodland.

The user evidence is analysed in tabular form at the end of the report.

Site visit observations

61.

62.

Officers visited the site on 3 November 2015. The metal farm gate at the
boundary of the AW Mortier Farms Ltd landownership at point B was locked by

padl ock and chain. Di splayed adjacent

Public Right of Wayo. The officers
explained that the land was private and that there was no public right of way.

A number of eventing jumps were on the track and the track surface was clearly
marked with a considerable number of hoof prints.

Consultation responses

63.

64.

65.

66.
67.

Consultation letters were sent to SCC Councillor Andrew Reid, Suffolk Coastal
District Council and SCDC Councillor Christine Block, Hollesley Parish Council,
the Ramblers, the Open Spaces Society and the British Horse Society.

The Hollesley Parish Council consultation response made four points: i)
parishioners have attended PC meetings and approached Tom Daly to express
their dismay at the sudden closure of the bluebell wood/Black Ditch route that
they have been using for more than 20 years. ii) Tom Daly, the applicant and
parish footpath representative for Hollesley Parish Council has been in liaison
with you [SCC] and forwarded more than twenty evidence reports from
parishioners. iii) Mr Daly has also had a meeting with Poplar Park owners with
the aim of reaching a negotiated compromise. This option was rejected outright
by the owners. iv) Hollesley Parish Council therefore fully support parishioners
in their efforts to get the route properly established as a public path.

SCC Councillor Andrew Reid confirmed he has no evidence or comment to
offer.

SCDC confirmed it has no evidence or comment to offer.
The SCC Rights of Way Area Officer has no evidence or comment to offer.
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Legal Considerations and Conclusions

68. Section 53 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 provides that the Definitive
Map and Statement should be kept under review and modified if there is
evidence to support a modification.

69. Section 53(3)(c)(i) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 states that the
authority should make an order on the discovery of evidence which (when
considered with all other relevant evidence available to them) shows that a right
of way which is not shown in the map and statement subsists or is reasonably
alleged to subsist over land in the area to which the map relates.

70. Section 31 of the Highways Act 1980 provides that a route is deemed to have
been dedicated as a public right of way if it has been used by the public as of
right for a period of 20 years and there is no evidence during that 20 year
period of a lack of intention to dedicate the route. The 20 year period is
calcul ated backwards from the date on whi
was brought into question. The onus is on the landowner, or person acting on
his/her behalf, to show that dedication has not taken place.

71. The date of bringing the right of the public to use the way is 11 September 1997
when the Section 31(6) Highways Act deposit was deemed effective.

72. At common law there is no requirement that 20 years use be shown. The more
intensive and open the user evidence, and the more compelling the evidence of
acquiescence by the landowner or the person/persons acting on their behalf,
the shorter the periods of use needed to raise the inference of dedication.

73. The indication by double pecked lines on the 1881 OS County Series One map
(Map 3) of a route through the Black Ditch suggests that historically an
alternative route through the Black Ditch Plantation was available to the public.
This historic route does not match the claimed one.

74. The 1973 OS National Grid map (1:2500 scale) does not show the claimed
route or a crossing point over the Black Ditch watercourse on the claimed
alignment or the sand excavation pit.

75. The evidence statements presented by the landowners, that the track and
crossing points were constructed at some point after 1982, is consistent with
the fact that the earliest depictions of the track, crossing points and sand
excavation pit are on OS Landline mapping dated to approximately 2001.

76. The statements of Caroline Drury, Kenneth Drury, Victor Silverton and Deborah
Maddock allsupport the | andownersd assertion t
alignment of the track before the track was constructed.

77. Analysis of the user evidence does indicate that there was a rudimentary
footbridge across the Black Ditch on, or close to, the present day footbridge but
it is not possible to conclude that either side of the footbridget he publ i c 6 s
would have followed the same alignment as the modern track.

78. Two users (paragraphs 52 & 55) evidence permission being provided by the
landowners indicating the landowners (or the person/persons acting on their
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behalf) have not shown acquiescence to raise the inference of dedication under
common law.

79. The evidence of the current owners, the previous owners and some of the
users refers to the publicds wuse of t he
multiple S31(6) Highways Act deposits and the occasional locking of the gate at
point B during equestrian events indicates the landowners (or the
person/persons acting on their behalf) have not shown acquiescence to raise
the inference of dedication under common law.

80. The absence of the claimed route from the 1979 review of the definitive map
indicates that at that time the Parish Council did not consider the claimed route
to be an unrecorded public right of way.

81. The S31(6) Highways Act deposits with the effective date of 11 September
1997 are central to this application. If the deposits had an effective date later
than 2002 it is probable that the public would have been able to evidence use
of the track for a period in excess of twenty years. However the 1997 deposit
has successfully limited evidential use of the track to no more than fifteen years
and consequently, it is considered that the user evidence is of an insufficient
period of time to establish presumed dedication of a public footpath on a
specific alignment between Restricted Byway 54 Hollesley and the junction of
Public Footpaths 3 and 4 Hollesley.

82. Officers do not consider that user evidence prior to 1982 can be combined with
user evidence post 1982 because there is no clear evidence that both pre and
post 1982 routes followed the same alignment and the landowners have
provided evidence to the contrary.

Conclusion

83. Itis therefore RECOMMENDED that the formal application is rejected, with all
parties being advised accordingly.

Sources of further information
a) 25inch OS Map Series (1882)

b) 1973 OS National Grid map
c) 2001 OS Landline map
d) Formal application and 36 User Evidence forms

a) Poplar Park Farm Statements & Statutory Declarations made under
S31(6) Highways Act 1980 (archive ref: 2593/207)

e) Evidence pack provided by Mr & Mrs Hardwick
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Table of User Evidence

Name Years + Use Width Map gnd/or Pl Comments
Description
Footpath. Interviewed 12/01/16. Used for
recreation, viewing bluebells, collecting chestnuts
and for accessing wider right of way network. A
Mr & Mrs Keith 1972-2015 on foot footbridge has been in place over Black Ditch for as

. 1to 2 metres Map & Description Yes L
Bailey monthly P P long as we can remember. On one occasion, in last

five years turned back by someone. We have met
Mrs Hardwick who indicated the route was not a
public right of way. No notices on route.

F h. No stil i . Previ
1968-2015 on foot 3-5 ootpath. No stiles or bridges on route. Previous

Mr R S Baker . 3 metres Map & Description Yes landowner gave permission to use the route. No
times per year :
challenge to use. No notices on route.

1965-2015 on foot No status. Used for leisure walking. No stiles or

Mr Roy Clark monthly 2.5 metres Description Yes bridges on route. No permission. No challenge to
use.

Footpath. Route used for dog walking. Footbridge

over stream has always been there. No challenge
Mr James Cole 1975-2015 on foot weekl 2 1o 5 metres Ma Yes ;
weeKly P to use before March 2015. No locked gate until

early June 2015.

Footpath, restricted byway & byway. East of Black
. _ 3 feet Ditch evidenced not whole routg. Interviewed_
Mr M T Friend 1960-1999 on foot daily upwards Map Yes 12/01/16. Route used for dog walking. Met Mr Pike
(previous landowner) but no challenge to use.
Bridge over Black Ditch. No notices on route.
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Table of User Evidence

Name Years + Use Width Map a'nd./or Pl Comments
Description
Footpath. Interviewed 12/01/16. Route used to keep
Mr IR Harris 1976-2013 on foot weekly 6-8 feet Map Yes footpaths open. Bridge over Black Ditch. No
challenge to use. No notices on route.
Bridleway. Interviewed 15/01/16. Route used for
recreational walking and to access public footpaths
Mr AL Shelcott 1960-2015 on foot 2.5 metres Map & Description Yes 3 & 4. No bridge on evidence form but did recall a
monthly . - .
footbridge during interview. No challenge to use.
No notices on route.
Footpath & restricted byway. Interviewed 15/01/16.
Route used to access public footpaths 3 & 4. No
Mrs EE Shelcott 1938-2015 on foot 2.5 metres Map & Description bridge on evidence form but did recall a footbridge
monthly s ) .
during interview. No challenge to use. No notices
on route.
Footpath. Interviewed 15/01/16. Route used for
rambling, wildlife observation and as part of circular
Mr P Shelcott 1960-2015 qn foot, 1960 - 8 feet Map & Description Yes walk. No bridge on evidence form but did recall a
1975 by bike monthly . R .
footbridge during interview. No challenge to use. No
notices on route.
Footpath. Route used for recreational walking. No
1975-2015 on foot, once challenge to use. No bridge on route. No notices on
Mr C Humphrey . 3 metres Map No
or twice a year

route. Lived in property which overlooks A to B for
41 years and regularly observed walkers using the
route.
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Table of User Evidence

Map and/or

Name Years + Use Width o Pl Comments
Description
Footpath. Route used for recreational walking. No
. 1964-201 foot, X .
Mrs H Lewis % 0 5 on foo 2-6 feet Map bridge on route. No challenge to use or notices on
occasional use. .
route until autumn 2015.
1993-2015 Footpath. Route used for recreational walking. No
Mrs H Culling 2 - 3 metres Description Yes bridge on route. No challenge to use or notices on
On foot weekly/monthly route until autumn 2015.
19831 2015 Footpath. Dog walking & bluebells.
Mrs S Moore 2.5 metres Description Yes
On foot weekly/monthly No bridge on route. No challenge to use or notices.
Several times in last few _ _
Mrs M Parsey years. Vehicle width Map Yes Footpath & brldleway_. No brldgg. Route used for
recreational walking.
On foot
Weekl foot 1982 1 . .
eekly on foot 1982 | Bridleway. To walk dogs, to walk to recreation
2015 (33 years), monthly .
Mr C Stammers . . 8 to 10 feet Map Yes ground and pub. No challenge to use or notices,
on bicycle 19901 2015 . )
always had been a bridge over Black Ditch.
(25 years)
Weekly on foot 1994 i No description or Footpath. Exercise and dog walkln_g. No brldge on
Mr A Strouts 2 metres Yes route. No challenge to use or notices. Gate into
2015 (21 years) map attached . .
plantation sometimes locked.
. Footpath & bridleway. Exercise, pleasure and dog
Weekly on foot 2007 i - . .
Mrs S Bethell y 61 12 feet Map & Description No | walking. No bridge on route. No challenge to use or

2015 (8 years)

notices on route.
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Table of User Evidence

Monthly on foot 2007 i

Footpath & bridleway. Walking exercise. No bridge

Mr D Bethell 2015 (8 years) 61 12 feet Map & Description No on route.
Name Years + Use Width Map a_nd./or Pl Comments
Description
Monthly on foot 1980 i Small hand drawn Bridleway. Pleasure and dgg walking. No brl_d_ge.
Mr A Ferguson 12 -15 feet Gate locked on one occasion on an unspecified
2000 (20 years) map
date.
Monthly on foot 1979 i . - Footpath. Walking. No bridge. No challenge to use
MrN Mason 2015 (36 years) 41 5metres Map & Description ves or notices on route until March 2015.
. Monthly on foot 1988 i . _ Bridleway. Leisure. No challenge. Bridge over Black
Mrs D P 10f M D N .
rs ipe 2016 (28 years) 81 10 feet ap & Description o] Ditch.
. Bridleway. Dog walking, challenged in April 2015.
) Weekl foot 1 - . . i
Mrs R Bloomfield eekly on foot 19901 8 feet Map & Description No No bridge. Verbal permission from Mortier Farms a
2015 (25 years)
few years ago.
Mr A Gunn Daily on foot 19861 1996 | 2 5 metres Map Ves Footpath. Recreational walking. Footbndge over the
stream. No challenge to use or notices.
Weekly on foot 1994 i Bridleway. Walking & dog walking. Gate locked in
Mrs K L M Y .
s angdon 2015 (21 years) 3 metres ap es 2015, no challenge to use before that. No bridge.
Weekly on foot 1994 i Bridleway. Dog walking. No challenge to use until
MrR L M Y . . ;
' angdon 2015 (21 years) 3 metres ap es notices in late 2015. No bridge.
Mr SR Shannon Weekly on foot 1970s Map Pleasure, permission to use, no challenge to use,

bridge.
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Pleasure and exercise. No bridge on route. No

Ms K Corani Not specified 2.5 metres Description Yes .
challenge to use or notices.
Mr T Nunn On foot, from year that 2 Map No Access to horse trials
day event commenced
Mrs B King On foot week]y, years not 2 5 metres Description No Bluebell wood. No bridge on. route. No challenge to
specified use or notices.
Name Years + Use Width Map a'nd./or Pl Comments
Description
. Monthl foot 1 T - F h. No bri . No chall
Mr | Smith onthly on foot 1998 i 1.4 metres Description Yes ootpat o bridge on ro_ute o challenge to use
2015 (17 years) or notices.
Mrs BJ Potter Monthly on foot 1998 i 2 metres Description No Footpath & byway. No bridge gn route. No
2015 (27 years) challenge to use or notices.
Monthly on foot 1997 i . No status indicated. Footbridge, no challenge,
Mr P Jacob 271 3 metres Ma Yes .
2015 (18 years) ! P Notice recently put up.
User evidence forms below were submitted during the extension period
Weekly on foot 1974 i . . .
. f Bridl .B . No chall
Mr A Cole 1980 and on bicycle 1982 Pnspeq ied Map Yes ridleway. Bridge on rou.te o challenge to use or
A Quivt d ¢ notices.
- 1987
Monthly on foot 1955 i - Bridleway. Small bridge dating to 1950s. No
Mrs H Garnham y ! About 6 feet Map & Description Yes idleway 99 g
2010 challenge to use.
Weekl foot 1 T . Bridl . Il bri i 1982. No chall
Mrs P Cheale eekly on foot 1965 i 2 metres Map & Description Ves ridleway. Small bridge prior to 198 o challenge

2015

to use.
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2 or 3 times per year on

Mr A & Miss J foot 10 feet Map ves Footpath. Small bridge prior to 1982. No challenge
Catchpole to use.
195571 2015
No
Monthly on foot between 89 Footpath. Small bridge prior to 1982. No challenge
Mrs E Emmens 1950s i late 1980s Map years to use.
old
8 times per year on foot Footpath. Wooden bri dg¢
MrR Parsey between 1955 and 2015 4 feet plus Map No r e me mbNe challenge to use.
Name Years + Use Width Map a_nd_/or Pl Comments
Description
Monthly on foot between . . .
Mr L Andrews 19581 2012 (excluding 2 metres Map No Bridieway. Small brldgteopurlsc;r to 1982. No challenge
19631 1966) '
Monthly on foot between Footpath. Small footbridge prior to early 1980s. No
MR R Andrews 1967 7 1994 2 metres Map ves challenge to use.
Mr C Andrews Monthly on foot between 5 feet Map Ves Footpath. Small footbridge in 1970s. No challenge
19671 1988 to use.
Weekly on foot between . .
Mr S Baker 1960s 1 2015 (excluding | 17 2 metres Map Yes Footpath. Small fgﬁ;ﬁgggg tporlchJ;(teo early 1980s. No
19801 1994) 9 '
Twice weekly on foot .
Mrs F Baker 2 metres Map No Footpath. Footbridge. No challenge to use.

1955171 2015
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Varied frequency of use
on foot between 1966 i Footpath. 1 or 2 planks over Black Ditch. No
Mr J Shelcott . 5 feet Ma Yes
2015 (excluding 1981 i P challenge to use.
2000)
. Unspecified status, footbridge, once asked to delay
Mrs Carter Once or twice a month on 17 3 metres Ma Yes rogress for 15 minutes to permit shoot. No
foot 19747 1989 P prog P '
challenge to use.
Evidence submitted on the Supplementary
Mr K & Mrs J Unknown frequency 1972 o
. W quency Unknown None Information list (dated July 2016). Footpath.
Bailey onwards )
Footbridge. No challenge.
Evidence submitted on the Supplementary
. k f 1974 . .
Mr | Harris Unknown frequency 19 Unknown None Information list (dated July 2016). Footpath.
onwards )
Footbridge. No challenge.
Name Years + Use Width Map apd/or Pl Comments
Description
Three times a week on Evidence submitted on the Supplementary
Mr P Finlay Not stated Map Yes Information list (dated July 2016). Footpath.
foot 1984 )
Footbridge. No challenge.
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LOCATION OF CLAIMED PUBLIC FOOTPATH
AT POPLAR PARK, HOLLESLEY
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Please note: Do not scale from this plan

Resource Management.
Endeavour House,

8 Russell Road,
Ipswich, Suffolk.

IP1 2BX.

Suffolk

County Council

MAP 1 - Location of the
claimed public footpath
at Poplar Park, Hollesley
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Claimed public footpath at Poplar Park MAP 2
in Hollesley (A-B-C-D-E-F-G-H)
54 &
&
&
1l
Water jump l‘.".‘n
ol
N
W A |
\\\\ E ]
\\\\ h\
*‘Q‘\ g ﬁ‘.g "~Toath //\A
\A N e 4\ /9‘9';:'(’/’ ‘%‘
) G - ) ) —ET
& \ & Black Ditch Plantation ‘3///////
\ Sand excavation pi ﬂﬁé/’/
l[“ ok *‘ p //e/
1R Z
Hal|d & =
] 7////
N e >~
e 8 A& 0./,’ &
5 3‘3;3'
.
9
2
o

& L)
& [
i & R
KEY N
@ o S uffo Ik @ | - Claimed public footpath (A-B-C-D-E-F-G-H) 1:2500
. b w E
County Council e e e o 4}’
Unaffected publicirlghtofway 4 Please note: Do not scale from this plan

Director of Resource Managemenl.
Endeavour House, 8 Russell Road, Ipswich, Suffolk. IF1 2BX

31



32



