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Purpose of report

In this report, the North Northumberland Local Area Council Rights of Way
Sub-Committee is asked to consider all the relevant evidence gathered in support
and in rebuttal of the existence of public bridleway rights over a route between the
existing western end of Public Bridleway No 7 at Titlington Mount and the C83 road
south-west of Titlington Mount.

Recommendation

1.0

1.1

1.2

It is recommended that the sub-committee agrees that there is not
sufficient evidence to indicate that public bridleway rights have been
reasonably alleged to exist over the route M-L.

BACKGROUND

By virtue of section 53 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981 the County
Council is required to keep the Definitive Map and Statement under continuous
review and make modification orders upon the discovery of evidence, which
shows that the map and statement need to be modified.

The relevant statutory provision which applies to adding a public right of way to
the Definitive Map and Statement, based on historical documentary evidence,
is Section 53(3)(c)(i) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act, 1981. This requires
the County Council (as Surveying Authority) to modify the Definitive Map and
Statement following:



“the discovery by the authority 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, being a right of way such that the land over
which the right subsists is a public path, a restricted byway or, subject to
section 54A, a byway open to all traffic;”

1.3 Alternatively, in a case where the route is already shown on the Definitive Map
as a highway of a lesser status (as is the case with the short M-N part of this
particular alleged byway) then Section 53(3)(c)(ii) covers situations where:

“the discovery by the authority of evidence which (when considered with all
other relevant evidence available to them) shows:

“that a highway shown in the map and statement as a highway of a
particular description ought to be there shown as a highway of a
different description;”

1.4 All the relevant statutory provisions and competing rights and interests have
been considered in making this report. The recommendations are in
accordance with the law and proportionate, having regard to individuals’ rights
and the public interest.

20 PUBLIC EVIDENCE

2.1 Ever since the Definitive Map of Public Rights of Way was first published, in
1962, an anomaly has existed where Public Bridleway No 7 in the Parish of
Hedgeley terminates on Public Footpath No 5, at Titlington Mount. There is no
recorded bridleway continuation beyond Titlington Mount.

3. LANDOWNER EVIDENCE

3.1 By letter, dated 18 February 2018, Mr R Poppleton of 2 Titlington Mount
responded to the consultation stating:

“Thank you for your letter of 9th February and its contents. | am glad to
have been given the opportunity to comment on the suggestion that the
access road to Titlington Mount Farm and its associated dwellings
become an extension of the existing Public Bridleway No 7.

“l attach our comments and one of your supplied maps with some
annotations.

“I should be grateful to be kept informed of results of this process of
consultation and the decision reached in relation to this particular

proposal. I should be happy for this to happen by email to the address
above.



“We respond as residents, for a quarter of a century, of: Greystone
Cottage, 2 Titlington Mount, Alnwick NE66 2EA.

“Considerably before our time here the access to Titlington Mount Farm
and its associated properties was via what is now the designated public
footpath from Titlington Farm (marked blue on the annotated Plan).
When this was the Titlington Mount access the route was through
Titlington Farm itself and emerged on the public road via the access
drive to Titlington Farm and Titlington Hall. Some years ago this route
was changed, formally via the County Council, to its current route, thus
removing public access through the farm steading at Titlington.

“Interestingly Public Footpath No 5 is not marked on the Plan. We have
added its route in blue and it should be noted that the junction between
the relevant section of Public Footpath No 5 and Public Bridleway No 7
is, as far as we understand, not “95 metres north east of Titlington
Mount Farmhouse” as stated in your accompanying notes, but is
actually at Point M on the Plan, 10 metres south-west of the farmhouse.

“In the 1950s (we think) Titlington Mount Farm created a new access
road along the route marked 7 on the Plan and because this was a

paved roadway it entirely superseded the original access route across
the fields.

“This ‘new’ access road is entirely private to Titlington Mount farm and
its associated properties and all maintenance costs fall on the farm and
the other residents.

“Inevitably, although there is no entitlement to do so, the road marked 7
on the Plan is used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders to access the
bridleway at point N on the Plan. However, although no objection has
ever been lodged (to our knowledge) by the farm or any of the other
residents to this use of the route 7, that is a very different matter to
having the County Council formally alter the maps to make it an
extension of the Public Bridleway No 7.

“Our objection, therefore, to allowing this route to become a formal
Public Bridleway is that without any commitment by the County Council
to contribute to the upkeep, marking it as such on maps would
undoubtedly increase usage and increase the wear and tear which we,
amongst others, will have to pay for. In addition, because this happens
to be a paved roadway, there seems little doubt that before too long
there would be quad bikes and off-road vehicles that would have no
right to be there. This is not a BOAT and nor should it ever become
one.

“Accordingly we wish to object to any change in the designation of route
7 to a Public Bridleway.”

3.2 By letter, dated 27 February 2018, Mr E and Ms S Chinn of The Farmhouse,
Titlington Mount, responded to the consultation stating:

“Response to Consultation on Plan 39



“Owners and residents of The Farmhouse, Titlington Mount, Alnwick,
Northumberland, NE66 2EA.

“We did not receive any correspondence regarding the proposed
changes to public rights of way, our neighbours have passed the
information on to us this week.

“We object to the change in designation of route 7 to a Public Bridleway.
This is a private access road to Titlington Mount Farm only. There has
never been a public right of way along this access road. The upkeep of
the road is paid for entirely by the farm and residents living at the farm.
We do not wish any increase in traffic be that car, bike or horse along
this access road which is used by residents’ children for playing and
riding bikes etc.

‘I hope our objection will be taken into consideration.”

3.3 By email, on 5 March 2018, Mr D Higgins of The Bothy, Titlington Mount,
responded to the consultation stating:

“Objection to the planned extension of the bridleway along the private
track from Titlington Mount Farm.

‘I am writing to object to the potential extension of the bridleway near
our home. There is no history of a bridleway along the 1km private
single track. The residents and farm pay for the upkeep of this metalled
frequently potholed track. Increasing traffic along this quiet track with
quad bikes or 4x4 vehicles is my main concern. The track is already
used by walkers, horse riders and cyclists without objection. There is
an existing foot path connection from the farm to the lane anyway which
appears on the OS map. As a keen walker and cyclist myself | can see
no rationale for formally making this bridleway 1km longer unless it was
part of a grand scheme to create another long distance route like the
Sandstone Way.

“Incidentally the existing bridleway is usually very boggy as are other
nearby connectable bridleways eg on Eglingham moor and in the other
direction north of Bolton so linking muitiple routes in this vacinity doesn't
stack up unless you plan to invest money in improving the route quality.”

3.4 By letter, dated 16 March 2018,Drs C and P Blenkinsopp of Barn Law,
Titlington Mount, responded to the consultation stating:

“Re Parish of Hedgeley Public Bridleway No 7

“We are writing in response to your letter of Sth February to object in the
strongest possible terms to the proposal to extend Public Bridleway 7 to
include the access road to our property and the other properties at
Titlington Mount.

“The “alleged public bridleway” shown on the plan is a private road
which was, we understand, constructed specifically to access the farm
at Titlington Mount and replace the former access via Titlington Farm
and Hall. Itis not, and to our knowledge never has been, a public right
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of way, and is maintained entirely at the expense of the residents, it
could be argued that it is de facto the driveway to our residences.

“Whilst we personally have no objection to the occasional walkers and
horse riders we have seen using the roadway, we feel that to put it on
the map as a public bridleway, when it is seen to be a paved road,
would inevitably increase motorised and other traffic and the possibility
of illegal use of our land for parking. Any of these consequences would
result in considerable inconvenience and expense to us, and especially
to the use of the roadway as sole access to a working farm and sole
vehicular access to our properties. The road is single track with no
designated passing places, and we feel it would be unsafe to use as a
public bridleway.”

By undated letter, Mr | Brown and Ms B Cocks of Titlington Mount Farm,
responded to the consultation stating:

“Response to Consultation on Plan 39

“l am responding to your correspondence re the farm road from
Titlington Mount Farm to the C83 road.

“My family have farmed here since 1871 and at no time has there been
any public right of way along this stretch of road. The original farm road
was from Titlington Mount in a SSW Direction to Titlington Hall and
Farm. This is now a footpath, which you failed to mark on your map.
The present farm road was constructed by my family when it became
necessary to have access for motor vehicles and was built by the farm.
| remember when quite young my father asking the Council if they
would adopt the road and was told there was no chance of it being
taken over by the Council. Therefore the upkeep and maintenance of
this private road is the responsibility of residents of Titlington Mount and
always has been.

“| object very strongly to making our private road a Public Bridleway, as
this would have the effect of increasing traffic along the road and also
the problem of off road vehicles and quad bikes which are already a
problem in the area as Northumbria Police will confirm. This would
increase the cost of upkeep of the road without any contribution from
NCC towards it, and could be an additional cause of nuisance to my
livestock.

“Myself and my partner wish to object of the route marked 7 on your
map being made a Public Bridleway.”

CONSULTATION

In February 2018, the Council carried out a consultation with the Parish
Council, known owners and occupiers of the land, the local County Councillor
and the local representatives of the “prescribed and local organisations” listed
in the Council’s “Code of Practice on Consultation for Public Path Orders”.
Two replies were received and are included below.



4.2

4.3

5.1

By email, on 26% February 2018, Ms H Evans responded to the consuitation,
on behalf of Cycling UK, stating:

“Ted has now looked at these and come back to me with the attached
and also the comment that "Most are standard changes to confirm
existing BOATs but a few are really good gains to the access network.
No comment means we support and no comments are necessary".

Cycling UK did not make any comments in relation to this particular proposal.

By email, on 2™ April 2018, Ms S Rogers responded to the consultation,
on behalf of the British Horse Society, stating:

“Alleged public bridleway 7 (Titlington Mount)

This route provides a well surfaced access road to the farm and other
properties close to it, the owners of which presumably have legally
recorded private rights for vehicles along it. It joins a long bridleway
leading to Eglingham. So this route is used by horse riders, walkers
and cyclists. For this reason the BHS supports its addition to the
definitive map.”

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

A search has been made of archives relating to the area. Evidence of Quarter
Sessions Records, Council Highways records, County Maps and O.S. Maps
was inspected, and the following copies are enclosed for consideration.

1769 Armstrong’s County Map

There is no evidence of a road or track approximating to the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7 (or existing Bridleway No 7).

1781 Eglingham Inclosure Award

The Award covers land in Eglingham, not Titlington, but the existing
Eglingham public bridleway (No 26) continuation beyond the eastern
end of existing Hedgeley Public Bridleway No 7 (north of Kimmer
Lough) is identified in that Award as being a forty foot wide public road,
known as Titlington Road.

1820 Fryer’s County Map

There is no evidence of a road or track approximating to the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7 (or existing Bridleway No 7). There is evidence
of a track over the Eglingham Parish continuation of existing Public
Bridleway No 7, north-west of Kimmer Lough, and evidence of a track
over the existing road between the C83 and Titlington, then extending
slightly further north-eastwards.

1827 Cary's Map

There is no evidence of a road or track approximating to the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7 (or existing Bridleway No 7). A property at



“Mount” is indicated. There is also evidence of a track over the existing
road between the C83 and Titlington.

1828 Greenwood's County Map

There is clear evidence of a road or track approximating to the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7. The road to Titlington and the public footpath
route between Titlington and Titlington Mount are also depicted. The
route of existing Public Bridleway No 7 across Eglingham Moor is not
shown.

1866/7 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10,560

There is clear evidence of an unenclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Public Bridleway No 7.

1897 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:2500

There is clear evidence of an unenclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Public Bridleway No 7.

Finance Act 1910 plan

There is clear evidence of an unenclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Public Bridleway No 7. The route is not identified as being
separate from the adjacent land by coloured boundaries. This is not
unexpected, since the boundaries are usually only drawn when the
road is enclosed (which is not the case here). If it had been separated
by coloured boundaries or identified with “public road “ labelling of some
description, this would have been a good indication that the road was
considered to be public at that time.

1926 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10.560

There is clear evidence of an unenclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7.

1932 Alnwick RDC Handover Map

Both the route of alleged Bridleway No 7 to Titlington Mount and
existing Bridleway No 7 north-east of Titlington Mount are shown on the
OS base map, but neither is coloured so as to identify them as a
publicly maintainable road. Slightly further to the south, the short route
to Titlington is coloured.

€.1938 Restriction of Ribbon Development Act 1935 Map

Neither the route of alleged Bridleway No 7 to Titlington Mount, nor
existing Bridleway No 7 north-east of Titlington Mount, are coloured so
as to identify them as publicly maintainable roads to be protected from
ribbon development.



1951

Highways Map

Neither the route of alleged Bridleway No 7 to Titlington Mount, nor
existing Bridleway No 7 north-east of Titlington Mount, are coloured so
as to identify them as publicly maintainable roads. Further to the south,
the road to Titlington is labelled as “U3067".

€.1952 Definitive Map — original Survey Schedules & Map

1957

The route of alleged Bridleway No 7 exists on the base map, but the
majority of it is not identified for inclusion as a public right of way. The
route of existing Bridleway No 7 is identified for inclusion as a public
bridleway (then numbered 5), and the route of existing Public Footpath
No 5 is identified for inclusion as a public footpath (then numbered 3).

Draft Map

The route of alleged Bridleway No 7 exists on the base map. Apart
from the short section between Points M and N, it is not identified for
inclusion on the Definitive Map as either a public footpath, public
bridleway or Road Used as a Public Path (RUPP). As before, the route
of existing Bridleway No 7 is identified for inclusion as a public
bridleway (then numbered 5).

Provisional Map

As with the Draft Map, the route of alleged Bridleway No 7 exists on the
base map. Apart from the short section between Points M and N, itis
not identified for inclusion on the Definitive Map as either a public
footpath, public bridieway or Road Used as a Public Path (RUPP). The
route of existing Bridleway No 7 is identified for inclusion as a public
bridieway (then numbered 5).

Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10.560

There is clear evidence of mainly enclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Bridleway No 7.

1962 OQriginal Definitive Map

1964

The route of alleged Bridleway No 7 exists on the base map but, apart
from the section between Points M and N, is not identified as a public
footpath, public bridleway or Road Used as a Public Path (RUPP). The
route of existing Bridleway No 7 is shown.

Highways Map

As with the 1951 Highways Map, neither the route of alleged Bridleway
No 7 to Titlington Mount, nor existing Bridleway No 7 north-east of
Titlington Mount, are coloured so as to identify them as publicly
maintainable roads. Further to the south, the road to Titlington is
labelled as “U3067”.
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1976/81 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10.000

There is clear evidence of mainly enclosed road / track over the route of
alleged Bridieway No 7.

2005 OQOrdnance Survey Explorer 332 Map: Scale 1:25.000

There is clear evidence of an enclosed track over the route of alleged
Bridleway No 7. The route is coloured yellow, and the map key
identifies this as a “Road generally less than 4 m wide”,

2006 The Council’s ‘List of Streets’ (2 May 2006)

The route of the alleged bridleway is not identified as publicly
maintainable highway.

In the Eglingham Inclosure Award of 1781, Titlington Road (currently identified
on the Definitive Map of Public Rights of Way as being Public Bridieway No 26
in the Parish of Eglingham) is set out as follows:

“To make our Award and Determination upon the things so by the said
recited Indenture referred to us in manner following (that is to say) first
we do hereby set out and appoint the several public highways or roads
in upon or through the said Tract or Parcel of Ground called Eglingham
Outfield or Outpasture of such breadth and assize as hereinafter
mentioned (that is to say)

One other public highway or road forty feet in breadth between Hedge
and Hedge or Fence and Fence leading from the Redford aforesaid
southwards to Eglingham Burn and from thence southwards to
Titlington Boundary and which we direct shall be called the name of
Titlington Road which said last mentioned public highway or road we
have caused to be markt, set out and staked accordingly ...”

In the Schedule of reputed Public Rights of Way prepared by Alnwick Rural
District Council, under the Rights of Way Act 1932 there is one route (FP 3)
which appears to be identified along a short portion (Point M to Point N) of the
route of alleged Bridleway No 7:

3. F. Titlington to Eglingham, running in a N direction through field Nos
25, 24, 10, then passing through Titlington Mount and across Moor in a

N direction to the Beanley Parish Boundary, joining footpath No 4 in that
Parish.

The Council's Bridges and Roads Committee considered this route in 1951.
The minutes of the 24 September 1951 Bridges and Roads Committee state:

“(6) Private Streets
“Alnwick Rural District

Mr WJ Brown has asked for the road to Titlington Mount to be taken
over. For the greater part of its length the road consists of two 3 foot
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widths of tarmac laid on the earth foundation. It serves the farm and
three cottages and is 0.8 miles long.

The decision of the Committee is stated as “Referred to the Private Street
Works Sub-Committee for inspection and report”.

The Council’s Bridges and Roads Committee further considered this route
later in 1951. The minutes of the 17 December 1951 Bridges and Roads
Committee state:

“(5) Private Street Works Sub-Committee

The Private Street Works Sub-Committee have inspected the following
private streets:-

“Road to Titlington Mount Farm (Alnwick Rural District)

This road, which serves the farm and four cottages, is 0.8 miles long
and for the greater part of its length consists of strips of tar macadam
with an unmade central strip. The Sub-Committee recommend that it
be adopted provided the central strip is surfaced and the whole road is
put into a satisfactory state of repair.”

The decision of the Committee is stated as: “That the roads be taken over as
highways repairable by the inhabitants at large when the repairs have been
carried out, and that the necessary notices be signed by the Clerk of the
Council and fixed up therein pursuant to Section 19 of the Private Street
Works Act 1892.”

The original Definitive Statements for the public rights of way intersecting with
the alleged public bridleway state:

Public Footpath No 5

“From the Bolton - Beanley road north-west of Titlington Hall in a south,
easterly, northerly and westerly direction by Titlington Hall, Titlington,
Titlington Mount, east of Beanley Plantation and across Beanley Moor
to join the Glanton - Eglingham road.”

Public Bridleway No 7

“From Footpath No 5 at Titlington Mount in a north - easterly direction
west of Hunterheugh Crags to join BR 26 at the Eglingham Parish
boundary.”

SITE INVESTIGATION

From Point L, on the C83 road, a 3 metre wide tarmac road in a variable width
mainly wire fenced corridor, proceeds in a north-easterly direction for a
distance of 1140 metres a junction with existing Public Footpath No 5, at The
Farmhouse, Titlington Mount (Point M). A variable width, tarmac road then
proceeds in a northerly then westerly direction for a distance of 150 metres,
following the route of existing Public Footpath No 5, through Titlington Mount,
to a point marked N, 15 metres south of number 1 Titlington Mount, where
existing Public Bridleway No 7 meets existing Public Footpath No 5.
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COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT REPORT

In July 2019, a draft copy of the report was circulated to those landowners /
occupiers who responded to the initial consuitation for their comments.

By email, on 2 August 2019, Mr | Brown and Ms B Cocks of Titlington Mount
Farm, made the following comments in relation to the draft report:

“Thank you for the comprehensive report regarding the alleged
extension to bridleway no.7 from Titlington Mount farm to the C83 road.
I think your report confirms the comments | made in my reply to your
letter of February 2018 and | agree with your recommendation.”

DISCUSSION

Section 53 (3)(c)(i)+(ii) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, requires the
County Council to modify the Definitive Map when evidence is discovered
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, being a right of way such that the land over
which the right subsists is a public path, a restricted byway or, subject to
section 54A, a byway open to all traffic: [53(3)(c)i)]

or
“that a highway shown in the map and statement as a highway of a
particular description ought to be there shown as a highway of a
different description. [53(3)(c)(ii)]”

When considering an application / proposal for a modification order Section 32
of the Highways Act 1980 provides for “any map, plan or history of the locality
or other relevant document” to be tendered in evidence and such weight to be
given to it as considered justified by the circumstances, including the antiquity
of the tendered document, the status of the person by whom and the purpose
for which it was made or compiled, and the custody in which it has been kept
and from which it is produced.

The representation of a path or track on an Ordnance Survey Map is not
evidence that it is a public right of way. It is only indicative of its physical
existence at the time of the survey,

The first Definitive Map was prepared in sections, based upon the old rural and
urban district boundaries. Within the RDC areas, the collection of public rights
of way information was further broken down into parish units. For this reason,
it was not unknown for Parish A to identify a linear route within its area as
being a public bridleway with the neighbouring Parish B identifying the
continuation of that route as a public footpath. Occasionally, one parish might
identify a cross-boundary route as a public footpath or bridleway with the
neighbouring parish not identifying the continuation as a public right of way at
all. This case is unusual in that although both Eglingham and Hedgeley
parishes identified the public right of way proceeding eastwards from Titlington
Mount as a public bridleway, Hedgeley failed to identify any westerly
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continuation beyond Titlington Mount. The anomaly exists within the parish,
not at the parish boundary. The result is that Bridleway No 7 is (and has been
since the Definitive Map was first drawn up, in the 1950s) a very long
cul-de-sac for equestrians (and, now, cyclists). Pedestrians could, of course,
continue westwards or return north-eastwards on Footpath No 5.

The original Definitive Map was the product of a multi-stage process. First of
all, locally produced survey maps identified the routes which were being
proposed for inclusion. Survey schedules were produced for most of these
routes. A certain degree of vetting presumably took place then, based on
these initial surveys, Draft Maps were published. These Draft Maps were the
first official stage in the process. Anyone had an opportunity to object or make
representations regarding what was shown on these maps. Typically land
owners might dispute the inclusion of certain routes, individual users or path
user groups might challenge the omission of certain routes and all parties
might take issue with the proposed status or alignment of these routes. Where
disputes could not satisfactorily resolved, the County Council employed
independent barristers to hear the evidence presented both for and against
alterations to the Map. Some alterations were approved, others were rejected.
The approved alterations were identified on Modified Draft Maps and the
whole process moved forward to the next official stage, with publication of
Provisional Maps. At this stage landowners (only) had a second opportunity to
make objections or representations regarding what was shown on the Maps.
Again, objections or representations were considered by independent
barristers (looking at all the evidence available). The Provisional Maps, as
amended by the last round of successful challenges, were published as
Definitive Maps.

The original Survey schedule for existing Parish of Hedgeley Public Bridleway
No 7, completed in the early 1954, indicates that this bridleway was identified
as such on the basis of evidence of old inhabitants (i.e. public user). The path
was apparently well defined. There is no real clue as to why the bridleway
was identified as stopping where it did, at Titlington Mount. It is tempting to
speculate that it was because the westerly continuation was (mistakenly)
believed to be an acknowledged public road, but this theory is undermined by
the fact that the M-N section is identified as being part of existing Public
Footpath No 5. If the Public Footpath from the north had terminated at Point N
and the footpath from the south had terminated at Point M, the case would
have been much stronger. There have been instances where, presumably for
convenience (though in reality it is very inconvenient) footpaths which have
staggered junctions with tarmac roads have, briefly, been identified as
proceeding along the road: in reality the footpaths should have been depicted
simply as two separate paths, with different numbers. If there had been a
clear error in the identification of the western termination point of Public
Bridleway No 7, we might have expected objections from members of the
public and path user organisations at the Draft Map stage.

A track resembling the claimed bridleway route is shown on Greenwood’s
Map of 1828, and on Ordnance Survey Maps since 1866 /7. However, since
these same maps also identify a track over the original route of Footpath No 5,
between Titlington Mount and Titlington, it could be argued that this route is no
less likely to be the correct route of any bridleway continuation than the L-M
one. A further complicating factor is the Eglingham Inclosure Award of 1781.
In this Award, the easterly continuation of Hedgeley Bridleway No 7, within
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Eglingham parish (Bridleway No 26) is clearly set out as a 40 ft wide public
road. In the absence of any evidence that these vehicular rights were ever
subsequently stopped up, they must (subject to s.67 of the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006) be presumed still to exist. If
the Eglingham Award was setting out the existence of a 40 foot wide public
road called “Titlington Road”, it follows that any continuation with Hedgeley
parish was also likely to be a public road. The Eglingham section of the road
is shown on Fryer’s County Map of 1820 but the Hedgeley continuation isn’t
shown on any maps until the 1866/7 Ordnance Survey map. Again, even if
Bridleway No 7 is actually a part of an ancient public road called Titlington
Road, there is still significant uncertainty regarding the alignment of the road
west of Titlington Mount. The road's name, the fact that, historically, Titlington
would appear to have been a more significant settlement than Titlington
Mount, and the fact that a short length of existing road between Titlington and
the C83 road already exists, all combine to perhaps make the original
Footpath No 5 route a more likely historical continuation than the route L to M.

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 (NERC Act 2006)
had a major impact upon the recording of byways open to all traffic based
upon historical documentary evidence. Under section 67 of the Act, any
existing, but unrecorded, public rights of way for mechanically propelled
vehicles were extinguished unless one of the ‘saving’ provisions applied. In
brief, these saving provisions were: (a) if the main lawful public use between
2001 and 2006 was with motor vehicles; (b) if the route was on the List of
Streets (on 2 May 2006) and not also on the Definitive Map as something less
than a byway open to all traffic; (c) the route was legally created expressly for
motor vehicular use; (d) the route was a road deliberately constructed for
public motor vehicular use: or (e) the vehicular highway came about as a result
of unchallenged motor vehicular use before December 1930.

None of the saving provisions, above, would appear to apply to the route of
alleged Bridleway 7 / existing Bridieways Nos 7 and 26. |f the public did have
motor vehicular rights over any part of this route, then the motorized element is
considered to have been extinguished by the NERC Act 2006, leaving
restricted byway rights.

The residents of five of the properties at Titlington Mount responded to the
consultation, all of them opposing the recognition of public bridleway rights
over the access road leading up to Titlington Mount. Mr Poppleton suggested
that the M-N portion of the route was already part of the recorded public
bridleway, but the map evidence shows that this is not the case. Whilst all of
the concerns raised are understandable, some of them are not relevant when
seeking to determine what public rights exist over the route. In general, the
objections fall under four headings:

(i) The extra maintenance responsibility it would impose upon residents.

If public bridleway rights were to be recorded over this route, it is difficult to
see how a modest increase in the amount of pedestrian, equestrian and
bicycle traffic (most of the residents acknowledge that a limited amount of such
use is occurring at present anyway) would alter the amount of maintenance
work necessary. If the route is determined to be a pre-1950 public bridleway,
then the public bridleway would almost certainly be publicly maintainable
anyway. In any event, the burden of future maintenance responsibility is not
considered to be a factor which is relevant when determining what public rights
actually exist.
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(i) Increased vehicular use of the route.

It has been suggested that recording the route as a public bridleway will lead
to an increase in public vehicular use of the route. Even if that seemed likely
to be true, this aspect would not be considered relevant when determining
what public rights actually exist. Whilst the public are entitled to walk, ride
horses and cycle along public bridleways they have no right to drive a vehicle
along one. Anyone driving a vehicle along a public bridleway, without lawful
authority, is likely to be committing a road traffic offence. Recording this route
as a public bridleway is considered more likely to reduce, rather than increase,
public use of it with motor vehicles. At the moment, people might drive along
the road in the mistaken belief that it is a public road. This is the ‘logical’
conclusion some people will draw from the route being shown as a yellow road
on Ordnance Survey Explorer Maps and the otherwise cul-de-sac Bridleway
No 7 starting at Titlington Mount.

(iii) The track has been privately surfaced and repaired.

Residents have pointed out that the track has been privately surfaced and
repaired for many years. The Council is not claiming that it has been
responsible for maintenance, or that the private maintenance carried out in any
way implies the existence of a public right of way, but past private
maintenance would not affect any public rights of way that do exist. Mr Brown
has indicated that his father sought to have the road adopted many years ago
(he doesn't say when this was) but his application was rejected. The minutes
of the Council’s Bridges and Roads Committee from 17 December 1951
suggest, however, that Mr Brown’s application was actually approved, subject
to the road being improved to an adoptable standard.

(iv) No history of a public right of way over the route.

Several of the residents have argued there is no history of any public right of
way over the route. Of course, if the route had already been recorded as a
public bridleway, there would be no need to go through this process. The fact
that public rights are not currently recorded does not mean they don't exist.
That said, the evidence in support of public bridleway rights over this route is
not especially strong.

Whilst the existence of a cul-de-sac public bridleway, that proceeds no further
westwards than Titlington Mount, would be unusual, such a scenario is not
impossible. Even if we accept that a bridleway continuation is more likely than
not, it would be difficult to argue that the evidence in support of the route
N-M-L is any more compelling than the evidence in support of upgrading the
original route of Public Footpath No 5 to Titlington. If we also factor in the,
albeit fairly limited, evidence in support of a public vehicular right of way over
the Public Bridleways Nos 26 and 7 and Footpath No 5 route between
Eglingham and Titlington, via Kimmer Lough, then the case in support of public
bridleway rights over the M-L route is weakened still further.

Advice from the Planning Inspectorate in their ‘consistency guidelines’ states
that it is important to have the correct width, where it can be determined,
recorded in the definitive statement. Usually there is a boundary to boundary
presumption for public highways — particularly those based on historical
documentary evidence. Where a bridleway route is not enclosed and / or
cannot be determined by reference to documentary evidence, the Council has
adopted a standard width of 3 metres (wide enough for two horses travelling in
opposite directions to pass each other). Where a restricted byway route is not
enclosed and / or cannot be determined by reference to documentary
evidence, the Council has adopted a standard width of 5 metres (wide enough
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for two vehicles travelling in opposite directions to pass each other). If an
Order is made to record the L-M-N route as a public bridleway it is proposed to
identify a width of 3 metres.

CONCLUSION

In light of the documentary evidence currently available, public bridleway rights
have not been reasonably alleged to exist over the route M-L.

Further investigations need to be carried out to determine whether public
vehicular rights exist over a route between the B6346 road south of Eglingham
and the north end of the U3067 road at Titlington (via Kimmer Lough and
Titlington Mount).
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Extract from Northumberland County Council One Inch Maps
showing restrictions under Sections 1 and 2 of the Restriction of
Ribbon Development Act 1935
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Extract from the Council’s 1951 Highways Map

T Bee
vod Y

¥ reles

o

%o

__ ot

{
g L4
!

: ’
s :
Cuwmy

‘KX

T,
i {
4

Ed

Beanlev Moar

*
Pl T

3 s ‘
‘ ‘ t » b
T SIRPLIE 34 kﬁf.‘! : Kmmier Lowgh. by
. Hw, oy LA A S~
1 X NI , J T
1o ] £ 499 . s |
¢, Flantagon 1. o ; Th '
‘ 1, £yt f + } e
3 ‘t"i ] ¥! ’ ': : H -
1 i N at -
NI A LAY &“j)ql Leened //
22 j(‘ . ‘3'1" =iH =
N i;’"‘:)ﬁF’ ) Loy Sumeeridug A (,:f yin
L 3;{«’34 r/" L ‘1‘,’;‘,- /Jf‘\
e ’ . Ay o Q‘—‘"é" /
P P T O%camrs |
-V S TITUNGTON. b
o st : & /d‘\
.1 . b ’ - ’a‘-
4= ] S -
" . }_ e’l 1 f-
Vithngron Mowunt Tul

i




"g68T PV
SYI0M 109138
°¥BAHIg oU}

JO 1 UOKIeg
09 quunsind
uwoyy dn pPexp
pue [HUN0YD

auy 30 1B
syj Aq pausis
5( 5921300
Kasesa0al- 04}
Jey) PUB ‘o
PAJIIBD UBBY
aavy sxrBdal oul
ueys 9BI8] 38
sjuLqUUU OUg
A e1quiredod
sAvAUITY SB]
IGA0 USYR) ©Q
SPROL o1} UYL,

10021
pug uvorjaadsur|
30} 99))JWULO))

-gng SNI0MN
400198 OBA[IL
g 0} palrajal

“UOJRULIFUOD
10} 130dRUBLY,
30 Ansmpg e
0} POPOQUS
Puv poruvs I
07 POIX9JaI PLOL
ayy jo toodrox
ur ‘$56T

0y APJULL
puoyL ouy jo

1 UO3I9E J9pUlL
19pI) Ue VYT,

-ofpug uopAep] ‘wea0y Lo[pIoH
-Ko[pryy MeN ‘ea0ry) oY,
‘wo)SuA() ‘USRIY O,
ofprg UopARH *4ueossr) SHPUM.
"TOJIOUUNY) “JUedsaI]) J89M
TIBAM. “MOTA USPIBM
“Kepe[g ‘FrEd YIMOY
*gou0gRINO ‘Aeapeorq
*Q[ePUR[[Y “SPRIIUSY
—: pagdope oq 0} SpBOT BUIAC[O}
oly 10y PeNEe oABY [OUNOC) JOMSIT (esny WHIXOH UL
"PrsT oIy WOYRH
-paydope oq 11 yel} PUSE
-wo0sl T ‘o patres Jureq sxedar L10qouysiyes 07 goolqns pue
“30A0 TOYR) 9 OF OYBISH FIVJ 0T O SPUL[IEIA, $¢ UMOUY PBol
oYy J0f POTSE OART [IOUNC]) JOMISKT (eI SNSTUMICH ST,
sy [0 PPSHTIPH.
*Buoy sow 8- ST pus
‘9050900 SOIY PU® ULIBY OUp SOAIOS §f “UOHLpUNJ} UIed
21} U0 PIE] OBULTE) JO SYIPIA J00] § 049 JO SISIST0D PTOL Bl
Sus] s91 jo grud 1092013 ol 104 “IPAO USYB} 0 0F JIMOTY

‘mojSuyppL, 03 PUOL oYy J0§ Pelse sey uaolg L "M A

‘Furdeys-o1 seambaz seoerd wr pus
PpeoByme 40U S J0g ‘UOHEPUNOY pood ® sery pue Fuol o[uk
v J0 sioqrenb-esIq) ST “TIOAIGESY] SOA[IUTL) PUB “FueqNo0I)
“afu)900) Soe[juRly) v Furpeags WLrey oyl of yopoadde oy} sr
yorym ‘prold ey, ‘uorgeondde a1y groddns (UM $OLHST
[eIy] FOIMUY OY} PUe 1040 ULNEY 3G O3 ULIGT SOO[JUB[Y)
07 PUOI 9Y} 10F POYEE SBY “qreysng, Jo ‘uosuoy Y "Oi
YSUT AT YRRUTY
*sjgaals ejeAlld (9}
“UOBULIIUOD
103 gaodstres], Jo I04STUIRY 9Y4 03 pejyuiqns pue opem aq
$EB1 90V OLEA], Peo eyy JO T uOKosg lepun I9pIQ Uw
191} PUSWITIO0AI AI0JIOYG [ Puw ‘orged Jo Suuonriep ey}
01 Guimo 9FgT eouwrs oSefra oU3} ygnoayg o1jyeI} UT ISBOIOUL
oy £q porjysnf sr uorgeoriddre ysoxg © ULy BIOPIEUOD OF[E
oEgsT0)) JOIY) SYL, ‘OTFFeI} SUAOUL-4SE] THOL 108uBp 9Y) O}
SPPE YOIys. ‘o[uE-g-Jey JO 9UTISIP B UM afe[rA oy} ojul
Surpue] §PLOI INOJ AIE eleY} PUY WEANSPO) Pus os[e¥L
woly orgyery Aq TueIXe o[qEISPISU0D T 0) Pash &1 POl oY,
-poryiashf SeA UOKOTIRSSL 0FY BT} PolysHEs
jou osom Lol @ IOPI) AXess00eU oy} ULILIU0D 03 poxedead
qou e1om Loy Jui} PoyvUIIiULl USYY qrodsuery, Jo ANS{UTR
oy anq ‘961 ur wopeordds ae[ruas © posoxdde 904 WWON.
oy, -e[quisuc) Jomy emt £q pegzoddns st uorordde
oYy puB ‘peamJ-UO-FIBM JO oZvpjra oy y3noayg peol 9y} uo
pesodmr og 03 UOMOLISAT poads -g-dw gg © oy pardde svy
‘srofvucpy [ooYPg oY} JO UBWIIEY) S¥ pue earjryuesexder
[ounosy  A4unop) [800] 9UY B CQIIUIS-IONTHG USTIOPY
“proayy poadg rd e 0g—"PIOML-UO-YIBM ‘osco'd (g}

*QOIIUUIO))

oy jo
UOISI0O(

-ponuIuos—"OXTAMNG XINNO[) J0 SLEOITY

262 1661 ammmzﬁem“.ﬂm HIFZ—SAVOY ANV STHATHE

g xtpueddy ur gno ges st spwoy
peryeser) wo smqpusdxo penonrppe pesodod ey Jo sjrejag

*08e
3O JequInu B SPIBMO) PonssT of 03 AfoIun oxw syuBvid Mw
ofqrssod oq 4 soweyds quommasoiduwar dofewr ioj pepracad
JUNOTIB Qi) UL JurAws OUIOS §BY) Pagedionus ST 41 4NG ‘0181
Lreyuomopddns & oAfoAul (4 GEYQLF JO 9500 30U Ay,

639°91F | LO6FOF | 989°18F

63991 L96°6€ 98¢°9g | spwoy IIT PUv IT ‘T 85%[)
m] 000°93 oownmm + speOY Unif,
7 ¢

“no PoLLIEd a(
HIOA TCUOBIDPE
U3 Jeyf

ooy | tjuerd) *oang
£qunoyy o | qrodsweay, | -rpuadxiy
3800 0N |JO AMETUTI| 88015

—: SMO[[O} se ‘eamIpusdxs [BUOHIPDR
Io] AISTUIT] 9YF 03 PIPJIWIQNS UsOq 9JOJeIeYs eAvry syesod
-oad pefreye(] "SPEOY DAIJISSRL) I0f (00'0FF JO pus speoy
Janaiy, I0] (00°GEF JO sjuUBI3 [RUOIUPPE JO Auno) SIYy 03
UOTYBOOT[® TILATY '8 OPBUL 40U 9ABY gI0dsues], Jo L13eTUrly oY,

. sppoy parfissvl)
PUD YURALL U0 SpuswoaoiduL] JOURFT PUD DIUDUBPUID BT

$1-826 £ SPBOI PLIJIsFE[oUR ‘JO oSvo[IlI [v303 O[T,

LLL'VBF -

og¥For T soBpriqqooy Surpupour ‘sedplrg
gz 1T ' SO £—JUl0BINSOY
euLiLt ot v sora f9—Buwisseap ooerng
LILFC  *030 ‘Bumpoyed Burpnjoul ‘ooueusjureTl [BI0USY)
3
L]

—: smo[og s& dn opew st L1563 JO
qunowe sy, -Fe[noxy) oty jo surds ayy o1 409fe ULAIS pey
Lunop) s1yg se £I8S8900U SBAM 9JRULISY 93 JO JUSTIIELINO OU
yey3 woruido Jo ©I0JOIOT) OTOM 9AJIUWO)-qug OUT, “LLLFGF
1 ojowise oYy ur papraoid qunow® oY SLAIOUM ‘L70°CEF
P900X0 40U DP[NOYE PUBIA(WNYIION Ul SPLOI POLHsEe[oun
uo quads oq 03 qunowe oY) *eamjrpuadxe g Ivad JUIING oYY JO
uorgegruny] ofy 10y gsenbor s AsrUIp] oy 0 9Poddw O

A13unod o[0yM oY) I0J 9anSr3 [8qO[3 B
£ddns 03 pesife pry oA ‘UOEINOSSY oUj puv AuSIully oty
UdaM)aq PISENOSIP SUTaq FeM I9jpeTL S[0YM olfy su LM STg Ul
SUINYAI [BOPIATPUI YIUIGNS O} 30U SOMHOTINT —uevsoﬁaoowm

“90341LUTIO]

oy} jo
woIsT8(

‘PANUPUCI—AOREAYAY AINAOT) HHL J0 SLIOIAY

‘1G] ‘UEIREIIEG HIFE—SAVOY GNV SETHAIEF %65




03 guansind
weyy dn poxy

Y 0 R[D
oy Ay pousm
s2an0u
au oy}

ey puw ‘quo

poLIIey  uoact
aawy sarvdsi oyy
woym eB1ef qu
sjaugIBYur Oy

1q equaedoal

sdemBig sw
FPA0 UMTY 6q
SPrROT AL T,

“Jon

o1 aomod qpa
QgHIUNUOY)
g sunoay
) o) .—..Q._._mw.oh
QORI

[enuny 9
1 wovmandaxd
G QWY

“paydonan aq
oM ey,

-aredor o 99uys L1030y
-smws 8 ur qnd gsay ere Loy pepraocad 1eao ueye} aq spBod
oY) [[® 9BYj PUSTHWODS) dvgyrmmo))-qug o], durdeqs pus
saredor oAlSUe)xXe oxmbal oMg TOUJ0 aY) 9N “UOIIIPUOD Jie)
ul eIw 88Oy} JO FBIYY, ‘O[T £F-0 Lerewixoxdde jo Sy
18109 ® JO SUOIOOF OAIJ OJUT POPIAIP of A[JUSIUSATOD UBI P
‘sosruead Ioyjo pue sFurpimq wrey ‘AypIms [rer A[qUIossT we
“[o0T[s & ‘50881100 H§ 9408 PIOH Jo SFe[[rA 0T} UI SPBOI AT, .

“(worusiq anyp appualy) wbopd piog
qredar Jo ogeqs A1ojouvpwmEs

v ojur ¢nd ST prox IpoyM oY} pue peveyins s dL9s [BIUSN
oy popracad paydopr o 41 JEY) PUSTITIONDT S29TIULO) (NS

oyy, -drgs 8I3USO IpBTAUN Ue YIIM Wepeosul 1e) Jo sdims jo
wysTsw00 Yydue] s91 Jo qred 1eqwerd eyy Ioy puw Juo[ so[E

§-0 ST ‘89597900 INOJ PUB WIR] OY) SIATOS YOIYM ‘PeOI SIYJ,
& (J008UT AN Yol ween g qunopy uopbury, o3 pooy
*I9QUINU 9Y) 99NPIL 0} §¥ 05 PIYIS-al oIB LB

soo[puR[y) qu #oged Jumpixe anoj oYy 98Yq pue aredol Jo o0yuye
Laoyougsqes e ogur qud 9sary st 91 pepraocid Ieao uo¥w} aq

31 9B} PUSTITIIODD] GOIPUIO)-qNG o) PuB ‘SUIOBJINGIT PUB

sareded earsusyxe seambal quq uoepunoy pood v svy o3alon
8, PIBMOIE A1) 09 SUO[ SO[IIH §f,-() WOIPOSE Oy, “JIOAIGSOI I0OJ
-9Y}-Uo-uogMaN 03 Lesm JO 4USL ¢ 81 pUe ‘tlIv g JuBg JOOUF JO
qaed pue oFe1)00 ¥ pIBRMOIS PUe THIBJ SOS[JUB[Y) BIATSR Puw
proy uMFuqureSuo -uojMeN 9Y) TION SUNI PBOI BIY],

(90105T I0INAT YOUNUTET) ULIDST SIIPUDYY OF PVOY

—: g90a1)8 9yeALId Furmol[of o}
pegoadsur OATY D90 -(NY SYIOM 391G 99BALI OYT,
"3BRIUII0Y-GNG SYIOM 190NS OJeALld

‘mIeok MoJ

J5E] 93 J0J VUOP UG $8Y 87 Q00 07 Joawd Yjru ‘9e))rmauIo])

-0y #UNOIIY oY) 0} PIIISJAI 9¢ LU-FCH] 0] OJBWMSH

renuuy oy yo uoneiederd oyp avyy ‘eiofereyy ‘psefbns I
QVINUINIO) O] 0} $OIBWNSO DPI[IBISP JIUIqus 04 Ofgeun.
we [ ‘epqureat o o3 A[OYI] SPUNJ quULIS JO JUNOWE oY) JO
aul parjyou gof qou oAwY Aoyj e 4ng ‘Iead RIOUBUL} JX8U

103 eaugrpuadxoe Jo opvmmisa Areurwurard v Woyl USS QABY T -

‘qaodsuni], Jo Ansmry oy wolf gsenbex © o) ssuodses uy
‘€G-2561 ‘ejewnsy fenuuy (i)

‘S[UIINETI Pue 2Fviney Jo 9300 oY) pue sofvm ol
YONRIIOUT J1T3DDI AT} SPIRA0Y UOTINC(EIJUOD ¢ S8 PABTL 9 0F B JTG
N0 POrIIED a( 09 FIOM [GUOTIPP® I0] 9prAoid O) ou ST STY],
‘spBOX PaIjEse uo omgipuadxe spivmoy (0093 Jo Jueid
TBUOIPPE ur pajeoope aaey giodsuely, o LnSIUT oy,

*38-1561 “vnppuadxy femydiy (¢

*993 JIUIUIO N
am jo PONULIUCI—HOXHANNG XINAO{) EHI IO STHOJHY
uomReq R Y

ere ‘1G68T ‘HHAWENE(] HI)[—SAvOl[ ANV SEHarug

“pejuas
Ay UAWNIOP

Teloop ‘poscadde aq xipuaddy 9uyy ur Jno ge8 su

ur pue| SUCHIPUOD pUv SUIIs) sy quiy puewwooss T pus *£qunoy) o1y
passomd eq| UT BPTOL JO juowosoidwi pus Juruoprs oy Iof pelmbar st
post aqy eyl y xipueddy wr peryoads puep ey geyy gaoder og sawvy T

{ *puey o uonisinboy (3)

i - "000°0%2F T¥I0L

{ "000°01F PUT 000°0TIF ‘000033 000°08F ‘000°0EF ‘000°0FF

| ‘000°0FF ‘000°0FF— oemImrono) speoy] Pue sedpug  ey)
-poacaddyl JO UoitsAbar oty wo pormber weym pensst oq 09 senboy)

| -ajewns3 Apapend (1)

cwﬂmbwwoo _ ﬁowﬁrmb LLN (s} oamyy
b 007) HHL J0 SLHOJ
TOIBIBQ 8 0

— UUIN[0D PUODIE VYY) UL Poge)s S¥ 1M 4]EoD o PeAJ0Sal 8813IUNUIO0;) 91|3
yorgs sjr0der Suimoqoy oyy peynumqns 1ofsang £gunon) oY T —'gF1

‘sjuemnorjaodde [euy ayy Jo #yep o)) v armjeu
s1qg Jo sesuadxe 03 s[guoridde oq [rEys Sv 9981 [YONS JT JSAILMNL YIIM
‘srged uey 07 dn sporad 1va0 ‘peasep J1 ‘peesds Sarq sediuyo jesags
o jo quewded o7 esrfe 07 pepueUIIOddI @ [OUNOY) 8 fey], (&)

t paaedead ueaq eABY PAAJOATI Hi10M OU) O S[IEIPP [IIUN PALIBOP of
400098 SIU} FO JOpUrBWEeT 81} Jo uWorsenb syl qeyr puw ‘op possypr o
#ouLIe,, uosuaydalg J0 pue )som 9yl dn eyrmm 07 UOISOED e} 1LY, ()

. . i gua1joefqo o) SUILLIZPP 0F UOLY

-OIpsunp Aseurung yo 1anop) ajelrdoddde oty o3 Apdde 03 pasuoyne oq
[OTUNoN 8y} IO JIO[) BYI Juql PuP pPaaredsl aq podar ot Jeyy, ([)
—-paajosay

‘ ‘myueurpeiswr £q selaueyo eoxyw ayg Aud 03 pomoje
3 0 PeNSE puY $IBUMO JO JBqUNU ® ‘moryippe uy ‘Hulq swry ey aoj
480] 9% ‘I8AO 9J0[ 9q 9061 quodj AYg Ye(1 pur jusssad oY} I0f UM
1[eep ©q PNOYS 99vII0, uosusydaly Horg A[UO JBY] 99BATAJ, Uosuaydely
T 95TOY 8YJ JO OWOS JO SIBUMO 9U3 Jo JIviRq w0 payse per ‘Aous
-ny1qsuoe weyxely oy 0§ ‘J I ‘medg qrednyy -ary pue ‘stesadosd ey
0y uorelqo Jo eonou ueard puy SBUMO JYSIF POILIEIU0O sarpaadoxd
6L O3 JO SI9UMO 91)J U0 PAAIdS [a9q pry sedlqou Liomqeys ey puv
TGBI “I9QW0AON MG Oy} U0 POSIIAPApR WD puy WL e $1990)8
greatad X186 JO ‘GQT IOV SIA0A 99913G @IRALLY 873 Jepun dn Suryewr
a1y 103 syuswruonaodde jeuorstacnd puv sajvruryse ‘suorjpes “sued ‘suory
-eoytoeds eqy Auraoadde ‘11 ‘Aepy Pag oy uo Toumoy oy Lq pessed
WOMN]OSA.E OYY JO OOTJOU JuY} pajrodsl [IUNG:) 9 JO Y[ OYL—GFI
‘uoydopn
Joy yomnoy) Ajune) 8y of pepasmioy aq Jiodar oyj Jul} PAAOSAY
‘quovafed 1oy pepusTIosal ore puw passed woeq oAy 'pg 'SP G8IF
09 Sunumotav S[jI PUE ‘POMOULT USS( SBY UOWBIIPS UOKUIAII]
JUOPTaDY wropseR] YHON 03 03 “PO 'S0 FF Jo uondLusqus penuuy oy,
aunppuadrgy (%)

“Anoes puol Jo souegrodulr eyy UAIP|N[D puw squpT
10q uodn Sumsoidwmr o POYIE JUL[[a0xXd uv opraoad yorys ‘syqry
-ro Ay JO OFN JSO[[N] 93 OVEWT [[IM SAOWIEWO,) INTSIT 873 padoy
¥ 4] CPAJRAIPP UsRQ MOU SO UONIqIYX9 214 puw ‘TeBT “asmdny pug

‘1G] ‘wmgmAOL(] HLLT—SAVOY ANV SEOAIY 77

~gqrodar
#a0feaing
Lyunog)

R Ul 2T )
$109198 S9BATLT




Survey Map




Bek No. 3 70
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL. 3
Page MNo.

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949.
SCHEDULE ACCOMPANYING SURVEY MAPS.

Parish of .=~ {3Th 1N ETON' —_— ein the Rural District of
_Aennei

Boroug A }
Urb; 1strich of sz S
(Delote whschever 8 1mpphoabl¢)

. Number of highway on Map.. .i....... 2. Kind of Path {i.e, F.P. . B.R.)

~

. Starts s I hantGiocl - to ROLINEN Q.
. Name of Path (if BIF). o oo e s e e re et erem e

1

3

4

5. I8 the Path well defined ¥. U‘ﬁ_.__..___ ;.

: “Ro-
7

8

. Is the Path metalled ¢ If so, define length
. If its width can be stated, insert here_ Ll
. What is the present condition of the path, stiles, ete. ?MQM.;..W.‘._-.__..____ =

9. Is it subject to being ploughed out (I N R,

10. Details of any notice boards, direcfion signs or warning signs against trespassers, stating
. their location, wording 1: them, their condition and date of erection, if known

11, @Qrounds for believing the path to be public (if known), e.g. “Awarded,” * Repaired at
Pyblc Expense ” (with date) or “ mentioned in Minutes of Parish CUounecil or any
svidence such aa that of an old whabitant

12. Have persons been prevented using the highway ?..._LQ.-..M_..__._...____.. T

18. Give particulars of any obstructions.. iy R
Namges of o of frechold and previous owners, if known, for past 30 years.. ___.___

c.{ﬁ v &

16. What maps have been consulted, and where are they deposited ?

16. What records have been consulted, and where are they deposited % — .

17. Any other relevant inforvoation. . — . .

e PR o e et e et ittt e e

Surveyad by { Address | Dates of Survey

i

| ‘\,

s
M o

important :—Sheet No. of Map on which
o S .Y, Highway is shown

R W.&5,Lud D518 R - ‘k__f‘___j.l__quu‘._




sk bo. 170
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL. 5

Paga Mo,

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949,
SCHEDULE ACCOMPANYING SURVEY MAPS.

Parish of /.ﬁ:[_'—l.ﬂﬁm L in the Rursl District of
G\‘:‘ﬂ.ﬂ‘,ﬂ.&!’ﬂ (LI Ly )

Borough / : }
Urbgx~District of. ot p RN
ra (Delete whichever is inapplicable).

. Number of highway on Map._ ;5...“_ 2. Kind of Path (ie., F.P.,B.R.),.@.,'_R_-_q_
. Starts st BTG Tad  MaoneT. _to EGeriGuan .
. Name of Path (if any)_......_h& - o=

. Is the Path well defined ¢ iy | L Al

. Is the Path metalled ¢ If so, define length " L

. If its width can be stated, insert here. .= __

. What is the present condition of the path, stiles, etc. ¢ aMam ™

. Is it subject to being ploughed out? bo

. Details of any uotice boards, direction signs or warning signs against trespassers, stating
their location, wording on %em, their condition and date of erection, if known

-

. Grounds for believing the path to be public (if known), e.g. “Awarded,” ** Repaimd &t
Public Expense ” (with date) or “ mentioned in Minutes of Parish Council  or any
ce such as that of an old inhabitant

. MN%,M__. mbadpden Ao
e

12. Have peisons been prevented using the highway%.,__....kﬁ :

13. Give particulars of any obstruetions. .. ‘

14. Names of owners af freehold and previous owners, if known, for past 30 years ..

15. What maps bave been consulted, and where are they deposited ?

16. What vecords have been consulted, end where are they deposited #.oe e

17. Any other relevant information

Survaysd by l T Addres | Datas Jéhﬁk{‘

o Mlesdc dhya
i .
Important :—Sheet No. of Map on which

z ; 5. Qsngh‘ ‘shown < ey
R W.&6.Lud Dblos P b ‘L]_“um_[__s:f-.._.
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1:10,560 O.S. Map
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Original Definitive Map

! Beanley Plantation
[ oot f it i

5 e

o Shepherdsiaw Plantation ™ *‘-f g -

- - \ \‘tﬁ“\’;‘
incomb Cottage *,\”f




1.

2.

7.

Amended  bu Aty e TR S
s

NCRTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL,

NATTIONAL PARXS AND ACCRSS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949.
PART IV,

PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY - STA T.

BUrUth ..'l..‘l..ll.l'..l.'.l...I.'l....‘....l".‘."
M .IOO-’-.....Q.Il....ll'...t‘.'.I...‘.II..I.'..
Ru:'al District ..l..'l-%lc.xitll'.l...‘..l.ll'l.‘.'..l!..l.

Parish HEDGELEY

'...l.l.ll....l"...l..lI...l'."."....‘.."l

Numbar o£ FOOtpath on Map I.'.....?.l'....l‘lill.O'..ll.."....‘.l..l..l

Name Okaath .l.l'l...ll‘l..'Ql.;.....l.-....‘..'..'.'.....

Kind of Path (i.e. FP/BR) o-.-.----r-.?:oon-.-o-opooo.oo-aa-ootco-ocoo.oo.

General Description of Path From the Bolton-Beanley read nerthowest of, ..,
Titlington Hall in a south, easterly, northerly and westerly direction by, . ...

..I....Ol".l..l..0'."..CI...IOQQ.QQ.l!l.'.ll......l...... epoERPEBRObdga e

Mtlington Hall, Titlington, Titlington Mount, sast of Beanley Plantation and

I.l"l.l..'.lll.ll......ll.I'.I.....lll..l.llg......‘.l.ll.l..’.".!...lll....
??f??f.wq.}}??f.??.é?jf.?h:e G.I}mton.glullﬁhlaln :lol.....'.I..O..OCOI....".
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NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY CCUNCIL.

NATIONAL PARKS AND AGCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949.
' PART IV.

PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY - STATEMENT.
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