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RIGHTS OF WAY COMMITTEE
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REVIEW OF THE DEFINITIVE MAP AND STATEMENT
OF PUBLIC RIGHTS OF WAY

ALLEGED BYWAY OPEN TO ALL TRAFFIC No 40
PARISH OF ROTHBURY

Report of the Director of Environment & Transport
Cabinet Member: Councillor John Riddle, Roads & Highways

Purpose of report

In this report, the Rights of Way Committee is asked to consider all the relevant
evidence gathered in support and in rebuttal of the existence of public vehicular
rights over the U4066 road, from the junction of Wagtail Lane and Wagtail Road to a
point 170 metres north-west of Wagtail Farm.

Recommendation

It is recommended that the committee agrees that:

(i) there is sufficient evidence to indicate that public vehicular rights
have been reasonably alleged to exist over the route U-V-Y-Z;

(ii)  the Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 would
not appear to have extinguished the public’s motorized vehicular
rights over the route;

(iii)  the U-V-Y-Z route be included in a future Definitive Map
Modification Order as byways open to all traffic.

1.0 BACKGROUND

1.1 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.

1.2  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:
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“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;”

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.

This route was originally consulted upon as being alleged BOAT 40 in the
Parish of Rothbury and alleged BOAT 28 in the Parish of Cartington. On 1 April
2021 Cartington parish ceased to exist; the land that was formerly Cartington
became part of either Rothbury or Thropton parishes

PUBLIC EVIDENCE

In the late 1980s the County Council carried out consultations regarding
proposals to add a number of unsealed tracks in the north of the County to the
Definitive Map as byways open to all traffic on the basis that the routes were
included in the County Council’s “List of Streets” as unclassified County roads
(UCR). The rationale for doing so was that it would not be obvious to
members of the public (particularly horse riders, walkers and cyclists) that they
were legally entitled to use routes such as these (which were considered to
have vehicular status), because their physical appearance might suggest
otherwise.

The view, held by those officers of the Council responsible for maintaining the
‘List of Streets’ for the County of Northumberland was (and still is) that only
public roads (not public bridleways or public footpaths) were shown on this
List. The only exceptions to this are the surfaced paths and alleyways
providing pedestrian links between roads, in urban streets. Thus, tracks in
rural settings, which have their own unique reference numbers (e.g. the
‘U4066” road), were considered to be all-purpose public highways
maintainable at public expense.

Shortly afterwards, the processing of applications from third parties seeking to
record public footpath or public bridleway rights was afforded a higher priority.
Later on, the process of recording UCRs as byways open to all traffic was
effectively suspended because the Ordnance Survey indicated that they would
be showing such routes on their published maps as being an “Other route with
public access”. Although, on that basis, members of the public would still be
unclear as to precisely what rights they had over routes identified in this
fashion.

The most recent advice from DEFRA (paragraph 4.42, Rights of Way Circular
1/09) is that inclusion on the List of Streets may provide evidence of vehicular
rights but that this should be examined on a case by case basis. In view of
this advice, it is considered prudent to evaluate the status of the U4066
unclassified County road based upon more than simply its inclusion in the List
of Streets.
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LANDOWNER EVIDENCE

By letter, dated 315t May 2018, Northumberland Estates responded to the
consultation, stating:

“Parish of Rothbury & Cartington Proposed Byway Open to All
Traffic Route 28 and 40 Plan 21

This route is an existing NCC adopted highway. There is no
requirement to change the designation to have a Byway Open to All
Traffic.”

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.

By email, on 26" February 2018, Ms H Evans responded to the consultation,
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 BOATSs 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 emails, on 2" and 12" April 2018, the British Horse Society responded to
the consultation, stating:

Rothbury Parish

“‘Alleged Byway Open to All Traffic 40 (Mill Lane)

This is a tarmac road that is well used by walkers and motor vehicles
and more lightly used by horse riders and cyclists as it provides access
to a number of residential properties and to Wagtail Farm besides being
the route of the promoted walking route St Oswald’s Way. So it should
surely be added to the definitive map.”

Cartington Parish

“‘Alleged Byway Open to All Traffic 28 (Mill Lane)

This is a tarmac road used as access to Wagtail Farm. Although it looks
like a public road and is used as such, it is also part of St. Oswald’s
Way, so it would probably benefit from being added to the definitive
map.

By email, on 15" March 2018, Rothbury Parish Council responded to the
consultation, stating:
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“‘Rothbury Parish Council fully support the proposals within the
Rothbury parish regarding the review of the definitive map and
statement of public rights of way.”

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 clear evidence of an enclosed “Country Road” closely
approximating to the route of alleged Byway No 40.

1820 Fryer's County Map

There is clear evidence of an enclosed “Other Road” closely
approximating to the route of alleged Byway No 40.

1827 Cary’s Map

There is clear evidence of an enclosed “Parochial Road” road or track
closely approximating to the route of alleged Byway No 40.

1828 Greenwood’s County Map

There is clear evidence of an enclosed “Cross Road” closely
approximating to the route of alleged Byway No 40.

¢.1860 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:2500

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over the route of alleged Byway No 40. The road is identified with the
land parcel number “74”. In the accompanying Book of Reference, this
parcel is identified as “Public road”.

1866 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10,560

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over the route of alleged Byway No 40.

1897 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:2500

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over the route of alleged Byway No 40. The alignment of the road,
where it meets the newly constructed railway, has altered slightly.

1899 Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10,560

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over the route of alleged Byway No 40.
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1951

Finance Act 1910 plan

There is clear evidence of a mainly enclosed road / track over the route
of alleged Byway No 40. The route is identified as being separate from
the adjacent land by coloured boundaries. This is a good indication that
the road was considered to be public at that time.

Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10,560

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over Mill Lane, the route of alleged Byway No 40.

Highways Map

The route of alleged Byways Open to All Traffic No 40 is coloured so as
to identify it as a publicly maintainable road. It is labelled as “U4066”.

c.1952 Definitive Map — original Survey Schedules & Map

1957

The route of alleged Byway Open to All Traffic No 40 exists on the map
as a brown coloured line. Known public roads were generally coloured
brown to indicate what the extent of the road network was considered to
be.

Draft Map

The route of alleged Byway Open to All Traffic No 40 exists on the base
map. 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). One public footpath is shown beginning or terminating on the
route of the alleged byway.

Provisional Map

The route of alleged Byway Open to All Traffic No 40 exists on the base
map. As with the previous map, 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). One public footpath is shown
beginning or terminating on the route of the alleged byway.

Ordnance Survey Map: Scale 1:10,560

There is clear evidence of an enclosed road / track labelled “Mill Lane”
over the route of alleged Byway Open to All Traffic No 40.

Original Definitive Map

The route of alleged Byways Open to All Traffic No 40 exists on the
base map, but is not identified as a public footpath, public bridleway or
Road Used as a Public Path (RUPP).

The original Definitive Statement for the public rights of way intersecting
with the alleged byway open to all traffic states:

Public Footpath No 16 (Cartington)



“From the Wagtail Road at the former British Railways (Morpeth
Branch), in a south-easterly direction by Craghead, to the
Brinkburn Parish Boundary joining Footpath No 6 in that parish.”

1958 County Road Schedule

The entry for the U4066 road, in the 1958 County Road Schedule,
states:

“U4066 Wagtail Road, Rothbury

From B6342 200 yards east of Rothbury Station south-eastwards
to bottom of west ramp to railway bridge on road to Wagtail
Farm.”

The length of the U4066 road is identified as 0.55 miles.

1964 Highways Map

The route of alleged Byways Open to All Traffic No 40 is coloured so as
to identify it as a publicly maintainable road. It is labelled as “U4066”.

1964 County Road Schedule

The entry for the U4066 road, in the 1964 County Road Schedule,
states:

“U4066 Wagtail Road, Rothbury

From B6342 200 yards east of Rothbury Station south-eastwards
to bottom of west ramp to railway bridge on road to Wagtail
Farm.”

The length of the U4066 road is identified as 0.55 miles.

First Review Definitive Map (Relevant Date 1 Nov 1963)

As with the Original Definitive Map, the route of alleged Byways Open
to All Traffic No 40 exists on the base map, but is not identified as a
public footpath, public bridleway or Road Used as a Public Path
(RUPP).

1978 County Road Schedule

The entry for the U4066 road, in the 1974 County Road Schedule
states:

“U4066 Wagtail Road, Rothbury
From B6342 200 yards east of the former Rothbury Station (NU
064016) south-eastwards to bottom of west ramp to railway
bridge on road to Wagtail Farm (NU 069010).”

The length of the U4066 road is identified as 0.55 miles.

2005 Ordnance Survey Explorer 340 Map: Scale 1:25,000

There is clear evidence of an enclosed track over the route of alleged
Byway Open to All Traffic No 40. The route is shown as a yellow line.
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In the map key, under “Roads and Paths” the yellow line symbol
denotes “Road generally less than 4 metres wide”.

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

The majority of the route of the alleged byway is clearly identified as
publicly maintainable highway. In the vicinity of Point W, the line clearly
supports the U-V-Y-Z alignment, rather than the U-V-W one.

SITE INVESTIGATION

From a point marked U, at the junction of Wagtail Lane and Wagtail Road, 10
metres north of number 15 Lordenshaw Drive, a 2.75 to 3.5 metre wide tarmac
track, in a 6.75 to 9.25 metre wide corridor proceeds in a south-easterly
direction for a distance of 655 metres, to a point marked W, 170 metres north-
west of Wagtail Farm.

The exact alignment of the most eastern 30 metres of the alleged route is still
uncertain. A further site visit will be undertaken to determine the character of
the alternative Y-Z route.

COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT REPORT

In November 2023, a draft copy of the report was circulated to those
landowners / occupiers who responded to the initial consultation for their
comments

By letter, dated 21 November 2023, Northumberland Estates, the landowner,
made the following comments in relation to the draft report:

“Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 - Review of the Definitive Map and
Statement of Public Rights of Way-Alleged Byway Open to All Traffic
No 40 (Parish of Rothbury)

| refer to your letter of 8th November 2023.

| would wish to reiterate the point that in our view we do not consider it
necessary to change the designation of the route to a Byway Open to
All Traffic bearing in mind the fact that the route in question is an
existing adopted highway and consequently it should be quite clear to
all potential road users that this is a public right of way. The Estate is
not endeavouring to argue, as might be concluded by paragraph 8.14 to
your report, that notwithstanding the route being referred to in the
Council's List of Streets of publicly maintained roads, that there are no
public rights of way over it.

Whilst | accept that this is not the purpose of your current proposal or
consultation, | would also stress that the Northumberland Estates would
be resistant to any future move to have the route no longer designated
as being publicly maintained, in light of its significance for those living in
and moving around the locality.

In terms of the route, this is U-V-W as shown on your plan not U-V-Y-Z.
| think a site inspection will clarify that the latter is not used as the right
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of way as the route Y-W has not been accessible since the removal; of
the bridge which crossed the discontinued railway line.”

DISCUSSION

Section 53 (3)(c)(i) 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.

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 route of alleged Byway Open to All Traffic No 40 is identified on the
County Council’s current List of Streets as being the U4066 road. The whole
route appears to have been identified on both the Council’s 1951 Highways
Map and the later 1964 Highways Map. It was also included in the 1958, 1964
and 1974 County Road Schedules.

The route has been consistently identified as an enclosed road / track on
Ordnance Survey maps since the 1860s. The route is also shown on
Armstrong’s, Fryer’'s and Greenwood’s County Maps of 1769, 1820 and 1828
and on Cary’s Map of 1827. In the Book of Reference, accompanying the First
Edition 25” Ordnance Survey Map, the route is identified as a public road. On
the plan, prepared under the Finance Act 1910, the route is clearly identified
as being separate from the adjacent land by coloured boundaries, indicating it
was considered to be public at that time.

Although other public rights of way were identified nearby, and one public
footpath was identified beginning on the route, the route itself was not included
on the Draft, Provisional or original Definitive Maps as a footpath, bridleway or
Road Used as Public Path (RUPP). On the Survey Map the route is coloured
brown in the same way that other public roads were identified.

The County Council accepts that, given the way the regulations were written
with regard to the way highway authorities could include publicly maintainable
highways in the List of Streets, there was no impediment to public bridleways
and public footpaths also being included. That is not to say that any
bridleways or footpaths were so shown — just that they could be. It must,
therefore, be entirely proper to consider each UCR on a case by case basis,
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but that does not mean that we should begin with the assumption that each
UCR is no more than a public footpath unless higher rights can be proven by
other means. In Northumberland there is no evidence to suggest that public
footpaths and public bridleways were deliberately shown on the 1958, 1964 or
1974 County Road Schedules (forerunners of the modern day List of Streets).
The fact that a route is shown on these schedules must, therefore, be
evidence of some weight that public vehicular rights exist.

Letters from DEFRA, dated 2003 and November 2006, and Rights of Way
Circular 1/09 set out the approach Inspectors and order making authorities
should take in determining the status of routes included on the List of Streets.
In summary, the guidance states that the inclusion of a route on the List of
Streets is not a record of what legal rights exist over that highway but may
provide evidence of vehicular rights. However, this must be considered with
all other relevant evidence in order to determine the nature and extent of those
rights. Highway Authorities are recommended to examine the history of such
routes and the rights that may exist over them on a case by case basis in
order to determine their status.

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.

Of the saving provisions above, (b) will apply to the route of alleged Byway
No 40. The public’s motor vehicular rights would not have been extinguished
by the NERC Act 2006.

There is uncertainty regarding the exact alignment of the most easterly 30
metres of the alleged route, in the vicinity of Point W. On the original
consultation plan, the route is depicted starting at the point where Wagtail
Lane and Wagtail Road meet, 10 metres north of number 15 Lordenshaw
Drive (Point U) and ending at the point where Mill Lane crosses the dismantled
railway line (Point W). However, the old County Road Schedules and more
detailed highways maps have the U4066 road ending on the bottom of the
western ramp of the former bridge over the now dismantled railway (Point Z).
The Definitive Map depicts Public Footpath No 45 (formerly Cartington FP 16)
as proceeding along a track down the eastern ramp of the former bridge over
the dismantled railway and the Definitive Statement describes the footpath as
“From the Wagtail Road at the former British Railways (Morpeth Branch), in a
south-easterly direction ...”. So, the public road ends on the western side of
the (now missing) bridge over the former railway and the public footpath
crossed that bridge to meet it. As the bridge no longer exists, anyone
proceeding along Mill Lane (the U4066 road), who wishes to continue along
Public Footpath No 45, presumably crosses the former railway at the current
‘level crossing’, immediately to the north, which is the end of the alleged route,
according to the original consultation plan (Point W). The most easterly
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30 metres of the surfaced track (immediately west of the former railway line)
appears to have no recorded status.

For a route to be a byway open to all traffic, it has to be (i) a public motor
vehicular right of way and (ii) a route which is nevertheless used (or is likely to
be used) by the public mainly for the reasons which footpaths and bridleways
are used.

This route has a reasonable driveable tarmac surface and will be used by
those living at the dwelling at Wagtail Farm, their visitors and also by farm
traffic. From my site visit and the consultation responses, the route would
appear to be well used by non-motorised traffic, and also carries the route of
the regional walking trail of ‘St Oswald’s Way'.

The Northumberland Estates has suggested that it is not necessary for this
route to be recorded as a byway open to all traffic; public rights over the route
not being in doubt, by virtue of it already being recorded on the Council’s List
of Streets. Of course, being recorded on the List of Streets does not prove a
route’s status - it is more a statement about maintenance liability. A number of
landowners in Northumberland (including The Northumberland Estates) have,
in the recent past, argued that certain routes on the Council’s List of Streets
have no public rights of way over them, whatsoever.

Responding to the draft report, The Northumberland Estates has indicated that
they do not consider it necessary to "change" the designation of the route to
byway open to all traffic. This implies that it currently has some other
designation, which will be altered by this process. This is not the case. The
route currently has no status identified. It is recorded on the Council's List of
Streets as the U4066 road and will remain so recorded; but being on the list of
Streets is a statement about maintenance liability, not the public rights that
exist over it. Its physical appearance is no guarantee of status. There are
many minor roads and tracks that are private roads with only public footpath or
bridleway rights over them - and sometimes no recognised public rights over
them whatsoever.

The Northumberland Estates also argued that "Bearing in mind the fact that
the route in question is an existing adopted highway ... consequently it should
be quite clear to all potential road users that this is a public right of way." But
the road isn't an "adopted highway". We don't have any adoption records, per
se, for this route. It is recorded on the Council's List of Streets having been
identified as a publicly maintainable highway since the 1950s. The status of
the route isn't quite as certain as the Northumberland Estates appears to be
suggesting and, as indicated earlier, some landowners (including the
Northumberland Estates, as recently as 2016) have argued that some U roads
are not public vehicular highways or, in some instances, not even public rights
of way of any description. These challenges have sometimes been made in
circumstances where the provenance of the road is bolstered by the existence
of a 1930s Handover Map and a map and / or schedule prepared under the
Restriction of Ribbon Development Act 1935 - documents which aren't
available to support the status of routes in the former Rothbury RDC area.

With regard to the southern end of the route, a highway doesn't automatically
get diverted, simply because a bridge is removed, even if this is, mistakenly,
taken as grounds for tweaking its alignment on the List of Streets. The public
rights (and the Council's highway maintenance responsibility) remain where
they were, unless due process is followed. In this instance, we have been
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unable to discover any evidence that the southern end of the road, up to the
former bridge over the former railway, was lawfully diverted. Therefore,
notwithstanding the physical challenge this presents, the road appears to end
at Point Z (not point W) with Public Footpath No 45 as its easterly
continuation. To resolve this situation, it would appear to make sense for
Footpath No 45 to be diverted away from the non-existent bridge - perhaps
terminating at Point W, instead, if the dismantled railway does get recognised
as a public bridleway or if the Y-Z section of road is legally diverted to Y-

W. Or, if neither of those things happen, for the footpath to be diverted to
incorporate the W-Y section of road.

Advice from the Planning Inspectorate in their ‘consistency guidelines’ states
that it is important to have the correct width, where known, recorded in the
definitive statement. Usually there is a boundary to boundary presumption for
public highways. However, where no defined corridor exists, and there is no
(usually) documentary evidence to establish width, the Council has adopted a
standard width of 5 metres (wide enough for two vehicles travelling in opposite
directions to pass each other) for vehicular rights of way. On this basis it is
proposed to record Byways Open to All Traffic No 40 with a width varying from
6.75 to 9.25 metres, as identified in paragraph 6.1 above.

CONCLUSION

In light of the documentary evidence submitted, it appears that public vehicular
rights have been reasonably alleged to exist over the route of alleged Byway
Open to All Traffic No 40 (U-V-Y-Z, not Y-W).

The Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 would not appear
to have extinguished the public’s motor vehicular rights over the route. It
would be appropriate to recognize the public’s rights over the route by
recording it on the Definitive Map as a byway open to all traffic.

BACKGROUND PAPERS

Local Services Group File: 130/040z

Report Author Zara Quinn — Definitive Map & Search Technical Officer
07542 318328
Zara.Quinn@Northumberland.gov.uk



mailto:Zara.Quinn@Northumberland.gov.uk




%’\@NX%
S

015 s

Coquet View

\

\
Ly
WA
\
|

'\\\ Q\
/066 |\ des 21067

068

\ 069

NoRThUMBERIANO

Northumberland County Council

Infrastructure
Local Services
County Hall Morpeth Northumberland

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981

Public Rights of Way

NEG1 2EF \ Alleged Byway Open to All Traffic
Telephone 0845 600 6400 N 9 yway Lp

Reproduced from / based upon Ordnance Survey
material with the permission of Ordnance Survey on
behalf of the Controllerof H.I\;I.S.O. %’own %opyright . Former District(s) Parish(es) Scale
Unauthorised reproduction infringes Crown Copyright : : .

and may lead to prosecution or civil proceedings. Alnwick Rothbury/Cartlngton 1'3’000
Northumberland County Council O.S. Licence No 100049048 Def. Map No. 0.S. Map Date

94 NU 00 SE October 2016







207/ ?xk 2

N: a1 JL mw u%
P27 O/
¥ & ] A/27Y8?

102 o
)/ \.\N\\ \\ .. PIVAI)S
\M I RAPYIOUG WIS,

e .\,\b \..\.\\\\.%&ﬁ .e
o/\w\\\&

I/
. - )
- -,
- o
- .

/

74 .
/ \\»\\%\N

§. \N\Q ..N»
7 Yo

=Y,

\\\%\N‘.

dei
Aiunod s buonswiy 69/T



1820 Fryer’s County Map

P

i -

PPl Lo
R L LT OO

am=gktat
e P "
R L7 1

.
g I

saar x
o
oo o o R

g g
B SRR R -

v e g il -




1827 Cary’s Map




1828 Greenwood’s County Map




09819
dep 'S'O .GZ uonip3 isi




Ordnance Survey Book of Reference
c. 1860

' forward,
G141 | A . TOWNBHIF OF MOUNT HEALEY
B-144 ( Arable. {Detached, Mo, 2).

*

§2288558 = §EsEgus
=

SRR

é} ¥

e b
-

&

TREEERRBIZ I Ieddgss 2889

= e = 5 O OO

é
}
]

8.
8| 5

=3t I TR T A R
: :

]




1st Edition 6” O.S. Map
1866




168T
dep 'S'O ..GZ uonip3 pug




2nd Edition 6” O.S. Map
1899




Finance Act 1910 Plan




S26T
dely 'S'0 .9 UoBIp3 pig




Highways Map
1951




famoaa

.
11041999y

By : o 3
R et SEANEL TN AT O
N A B 5T Jdmaridadd Tl T

¢S6T 0 -
dey ® sanpayos Aaains [eulblip — depy aaniulag



A " aAan i

285
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL.
e Pags Mo 1
NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 1949,
SCHEDULE ACCOMPANYING SURVEY MAPS

Parish of IOUNT ¢ V. B in the Raml Districs of
Borough 1
Urbon Distriot § of e

" Dlete whichever 1 \mappiicable).

1. Number of kighway os Map_ [ 2 Kiod of Path (4, FPBR )5

S Sarteat MUAQTAL Toans @ s WESI RAW Fasm
4 Nawe of Path (if any) SR S SRR S $E
5 Isthe Path well defimedt 0

6. s the Puth roetalied | If 0o, define length. a E CEENSIENES .~ R

7. If its width can be stated, insert here_

8. What is the premnt condition of the path, stibes, oto, V. B AL le S il ..

— > lak 3°TE.L 7 Al dein -t - & bl

f. Is it mubjeot to belng ploughed cut !*_;’ij-,

10. Details of any notice boards, direction signs or warnisg sigos aguinst trespassers, stating
thotr location, wording os thom, thewr condition and date of ervetion, if knowa

1L Groumds for belleviag the path to be pabbe (if knewn), ¢g, “Awsrded,” ™ Repai st
Pablic Expense  fwith date) or ** meationed 1n Mingtes of Parieh Council ™ er any
other evidence saok as that of sn old inhabitant

12, Have pemsonn besu prevented wsing the aghway 1. 10
15, Give P.u(tulnll of any obsiractions " ~ -

1. Names of owness of freohold sad previows owners, if known, for past 30 years

) .
D e —

15 What maps bave been consulied, sod where are they deposited |
16. What records have been conmalted, snd where are they doposited | S
17. Any other relevans information. e a——

- O | i M. L .),__f/.ﬂ"'



WA M

Boak Mo
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL. 235
i e 4

NATIONAL PARKS AND ACCESS TO THE COUNTRYSIDE ACT, 19,
SCHEDULE ACCOMPANYING SURVEY MAPS

py o -

Farish of 4/.?.&1,,_ 4T ENAT in the Ruml Distriet of
— Rorv gury
Borough }
Urban Distecs of = R RS TS
(Delate whichover & (napplicabie).
1. Number of highway on Map. e, 2 Kind of Path (le, FP.BR)
S. Stare me WALTAL FADM - w llEioam. B
£. Noroe of Pt (F any). S e i

5 Isshe Path woll defined ¥~ C 0
Is ske Path nostulied | If 0o, define kengih AR RS

7. H s width can be siated, insuet here —

-

8. What i the peesent condition of the pash, sles, ete. 12 ;:‘_._.'1____

9, L2 18 subject 1o being ploughed cmt ¥ /* . .

100 Dietails of any notive bosnds, direction sgus or warning wigns agelast trespaseess, staling
shoir loention, wordiog on them, thels oondition und date of erection, if known

11. Grounds for belweving the path 1o be puble (if known), 9. “Awarded ™ “ Re ed b
Pollic Expense “ (with date] or ** mentiosed in Wisntes of Paceh Council ™ or any
other evidence ssch aa thas of an ofd inhabitant

12, Have persons bosn prevented using the highway | _’.;"9 =T

18, Qive partioulars of any obstroctions

. Names of ownens of {reehold and previous owanes, if known, for past 30 yeans
. ) ST e e e i 4 b ——

|6 What maps bave boen suneulted), aud where am they doposited !

16, What records bave been consulted, and where are thoy deposited 1 .,

17. Aay otder relevast information — ety (e

Survapud by Addres Dwise of Survey
AA /S v
= L \"‘ !" "’

Important :(—Sheet No. of Map on which
Highway i thown
4~ 7 LY,

DhLo Ol e A L -I_A o g



H.LOK oo

dei\ 1euq



\ ANT R

e * P
S - e W
. . /
. . . ”

ﬁ. S5 m / ”m.
S il wioAe 1

p &2 /X X s ..w
S 3

4 B : A
ST K 059 R

den jeuoisinold



Ordnance Survey Scale 1:10,560
1957




Jo 1820 spaek

puz UOSsof,

Sutssoxo ‘s8prag

SeTTUN $£0°29

PIBAIO HYF0OIG

8G6T
a|npayos peoy Alunod



Original Definitive Map & Statement




1.

5

W EEREBAFEEEAE R PR ARAFRpdFnAREARRR PR RdbadEd e
mm— RN RN T NN EE T EEEE RN EEE R R
R"Eal dimiﬂt [N b-iiitll@?!iﬁyfilglli‘.li.'.'."ii R LN A LR

CARTINGTON

ngh EE TR RN R TR N NN TR RN RN ENEEER N LI
Fumber of Feotpath on Map e e sAss R EEEEEe bR RA R a e AR AR R AR

HHIIIE Df Pat'h "R R e T ey e R R A RN

Kind of Path 'l:i-ﬂ-. {IPJ'FER:I' i--.-i-t.ll-i-l-t-lli-lllrl.l-PI-l'-IrI-lrill'lI'IEII-I-I!!-H

General Desoription of Path  -oW, U8 Waghail ioad af the british Railwsys

::flpfp_sth Branch) in & Epcruth-ﬂa.ﬂtarl? direction by Gﬂghﬁ-ﬂd to the Bripkburp

Er st FF iR EAEaFRA AR AR e BE AR R R R A s A e A AT F R R AR ER R
FHHP&-BM-J?}P}- i-IFI_iP:|'6I;|_P-F‘P?F—H—I-i.;ap:iillllilll#llIF-Fll'P-““l'."|"‘|"|
LR LR N e Rl R

ErddddsddicssarsssasadeBEREde FAFEn i EngREgnEas e adainidERdaddRNerspEresddndndFdRE NP

L N Y R R R R R s e R R F R R SR RN RN NN R R R

mm rﬂ'la'ﬂ"&ﬂt mr[ﬂﬂ.tibﬂ T R R R R R R e r P T N NI R R

LR R LR R R R R R RN [E RN N T R T RN T R R R RN E R R SR F R E RN TN N R TR LR RN LR RN ]

L AR L L R RN LN NN I R I A S R R R e e e I IR R N N ]

LR R S AL L R I I N T T R N T N TR RN NN RN RN ] R

SEmd s e L R R PR B AR RN AR E R PR AR S EEE R R RAR R R e h e B A

lhdphdagsbamrr e tads a B Y e s r s as s asrepms e s me s BBkl AW E NS FEEAFE BT R AR




T6°0

*TIESLIN °*S0CoLIN  AFrdouiny
Te307, I0 UOTSTAT(Q
eTqTsucdsay

V96T
a|npayos peoy AQ1uno)d



First Review Definitive Map

RS

o

3
)
A

J'{!







abedT T , I0 UOTS
9TGTsuUCdsoy

V.61
a|npay9s peoy A1uno)d



Ordnance Survey Explorer 340 Map Scale 1:25,000
2005

GARHER i
| i AR R
Blue House Cottages § 4

l 1) "//"“

- :
=
)
-




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

List of Streets which are highways maintainable at the public expense

Road Number
U4064

U4065

U4066

U4070

02-May-2006

Highways Act 1980 Section 36(6)
County Of Northumberland

As at 02-May-2006

Description

C169 JCT TO DISTRICT BOUNDARY U1098
Total length for U4064

C169 JCT TO U1100 DISTRICT BOUNDARY
Total length for U4065

B6342 JCT TO U4066 WAGTAIL ROAD
B6342 TO ROAD END AT S/FACE CH NEAR
Total length for U4066

U4067 TO AB97
C188 TO U4067/U4086
Total length for U4067

AB96 JCT TO U5065 (DISTRICT BOUNDARY
Total length for U4068

CRAWFORD CLOSE CUL-DE-SAC - ELSDO
CRAWFORD CLOSE CUL-DE-SAC - ELSDO
C186 JCT TO U4082 JCT
B6341 JCT TO C186 JCT
B6341 JCT TO B6341 JCT
CRAWFORD CLOSE CUL-DE-SAC

Total length for U4069

B6342 JCT TO U4070 FOOTWAY
U4070 TO U4070 VIA STEPPING STONES

Length - Metres

874
874

1,319
1,319

16
916

59
154

930

19

101

57

123
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