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Grey Towers — Nuntfigipe ®ootpath Creation Agreement

Further to our discussion, P
to the aforementioned duly

| would be grateful if you could
agreement copy when appropriat

Yours sincerely

y

Regional Land Manager

cc: File/Grey Towers/Legals
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Form no. 15100 (10/04)

9% BANK OF SCOTLAND 3" Floor

21-23 Hill Street
CORPORATE Mayfair
London
W1J SJW
Direct Line: 020 7290 4034
Direct Fax: 0845 6046474
E-mail: amberkundraw@bankofscotiand.co.uk

orough Council of Middlesborough
all

Our Ref: AK

Your Ref:

14 February 2007

Dear Sirs,

PUBLIC PATH CREAT
NUNTHORPE FOOTPAT
Agreement”) between The
Metropolitan Homes (Norther

MENSE, SECTION 25 OF THE HIGHWAYS ACT 1980,
2006 (“the Public Path Creation

ugh Council of Middlesborough (1) Country &
i ) and Mr Willson (3).

We refer to the Legal Charge by
Governor and Company of the Ba
registered at HM Land Registry on 29 Junes

Metropolitan (Northern) Limited in favouedfthe

the Company Register on 11 May 2005 and confirm:

etropolitan (Northern) Limited in favour of The
ad ("the Bank") dated 15 June 2005 and
and the Floating Charge by Country &
k dated 28 April 2005 and registered at

1, The Governor and Company of the Bank ofésCotland<€the Bank") of Level 3, 21-23

Hill Street, Mayfair London, W1J 5JW consents toountry & Mgiropolitan Homes (Northern)
Limited entering into the Public Path Creation Agr ent, but aly on the following terms :-

(a) The Bank shall only be liable for any breachiBfthepigvisions of the Public Path

Creation Agreement during such times (if any) as th&Bank@becomes mortgagee in

possession of the property and then only to the extent thaffhe Banl€has caused such breach

to be occasioned.

(b)  The Bank shall not in any event be liable for any breachs8fthe Public Path Creation
|} of the Property

(

Agreement arising before it becomes the mortgagee in poss€ssien
regardless of whether or not such pre-existing breach shail Conti
the Bank is a mortgagee in possession of the property.

if a
5 period when

2. Subject to paragraph 1 above the Bank agrees that its F& referred to

above will be subject to the Public Path Creation Agreement.

LACH LCOAGonunen Muwe U1 - bamdon\CustanenA ) L Gladedate GrouptCarmespondence) Sobiotor Leners Counmry & Merapahtan\Plot SalesiSecnon 23 Public Path Creatron
Agreament {Ghafudale Groap CM NG L2070
‘lulhunlul wd Reylared By alse Favsnenl Servwes Wutlony Pari of the HBOS Group.
The Governot and Company of the Bank of Scolland,
conslituled by 8o Acl of Parksment (695
Head Olfice: The Mound Edinburgh EHT 1YZ,
www.bankofscotland.co.uk/corporate Authrisod and regutated by the Financisl Services Authority



Yours faithfully,

he Governor and Company of the Bank
in the presence of -

of Middlesborough Acknowledge receipt of consent in the above
terms and confr= nce of the same.

d8kno s.receipt of consent in the above terms and

confirms acceptance of the same

Dated 2007

We at Country & Metropolitan (Northern) Limited acknowliedge g8Ceipt of consent in the

above terms and confirm our acceptance of the same.

of BathLimited C-LUNTEL! 4~ UECOALA e
Dated |<S¥_Fgqy— 2007 (Nvt?ﬂwxa,\. ) o

1AGE LN Comment 3paceiCB - aandiariCostomr | LAGKdbil GuamComespondence\Sokenor Eeaers \Cauntry & Merropohtan\lor Sales\Secnan 25 Public Path Creation
Agrecment Gabtudbade Groop F&M Mp 1102 074
Authonsed amd Repalaied by thie Fisaaecnd Sevices Nahuisty



Letter of Nomination by Divisional Chief Executive

O: WHOM IT MAY CONCERN

30" November, 2005

rge E Mitchell, Divisional Chief Executive of Bank of Scotland Corporate and a Director of
EFBOS plc, and The Governor and Company of the Bank of Scotland confirm that each of
Regional Director(s), Senior Director(s), Area Director(s), Director(s) and
iate Brector(s) of Bank of Scotland Corporate, is an authorised signatory of The
ands€ompany of the Bank of Scotland to sign the deeds and documents specified

way connected with the banking facilities to be made avallable in
etter and Loan Agreement;

nts, Shareholder Agreements, Subscription Agreements, Investor
amekany other agreements, letters, deeds or documents in any way
ent funding to be made available;

Deeds of Priority, Subordination Agreements and other

(®)

connected witl

(c) Ranking Agr
inter-creditor

{d) Collatera! Warra ution Agreements;

(e) egal Charges;

(f)  Deeds of Restriction / nt / Release or any other partial discharge of a
security over land/buildi

(g) Memoranda of Sattsfactlon% o Charge;

(h)  Letters of Non-Crystallisation fg#Bonds and Floating Charge/Debenture;

(i)  Performance Bonds, Letters of Credit and Guarantees;

(j)  Transfer Certificates and Risk Participation .

(k) Leasing and Lease Purchase transacti
limitation finance leasing, operating
transactions;

Q) Sale and Purchase Agreements, Warran
related documentation relative to the Ban
investments (including warrants, options, ordinafy and pr
convertible loans);

(m) Any other relevant documents, excluding the g
non-Bank employees

, such expiessions to include without

ing, hire grchase and lease purchase

Guarantee Agreements and other
al exit from its equity
rred shareholdings and

er of Attorney to

This authorisation will continue until 30" June 2007, but will apply should the

signatory cease to occupy any of the roles identified above.

Divisional Chief Executive, Bank of Scotland Corporate
Director, HBOS plc




PARTICULARS OF EXECUTION BY ATTORNEY

iese presents are subscribed at Level 3, 21-23 Hill Street, Mayfair, London W1J 5JW on 14
ruary 2007 by David O'Sullivan, Associate Director Real Estate, London, beforc this

augoi%arporate, Level 3, 21-23 Hill Street, Mayfair, London W1J 5]W




PUBLIC PATH CREATION AGREEMENT
HIGHWAYS ACT 1980

DDLESBROUGH COUNCIL

0.3 CREATION AGREEMENT 2006




PUBLIC PATH CREATION AGREEMENT

HIGHWAYS ACT 1980

MIDDLESBROUGH COUNCIL

NUNTHORPE FOOTPATH NO. 3 CREATION AGREEMENT 2006

is Tegllic Path Creation Agreement is made on the «Date» day of «<Moath» 2006

the %rough Council of Middlesbrough (“the Authority”) of the first part and

The owner Es&iseddh fee simple in possession free from encumbrances and

registered with an absolute freehold title of land situate adjacent
to Old Stokssiey Woag=and shown edged red on the plan annexed hereto
(“the land”).

2. The Occupier is resid

3. It is intended to Qedic

4 The Council in whose area t
to Section 25(3) of the nghway§ 19807

5. The Council has given due consideration tod
forestry and to the desirability of conserv §hra fa@na and geological and

NOW IT IS HEREBY AGREED, pursuant to po
Act 1980, as follows:-

1. The Landowner agrees to and hereby dedicate
purpose of a public footpath, the strip of land shown =
running from A — B as marked on the plan annexed hereto a
described in Schedule 1 hereto (the “Dedication”)

the public for the
defdshed line and

2. The Occupier consents to the Dedication

3 The—Landowner agrees to pay the sum—of £750.004to
consideration of the Council:

a) making the Dedication; - and
b) carrying out the works set out in Schedule 3 hereby



4. The Council is the highway authority for the area in which the Land is situate
and is willing to undertake the maintenance of the footpath.

The dedication of the right of way is made pursuant to Section 25 of the
Highways Act 1980 and in consideration of the Council undertaking the
maintenance of the footpath.

=The Landowner shall (if called upon by the Council) prove its title to the said
“trip of land as beneficial owner of the Land in fee simple.

S ydfereof the parties hereto have executed this Deed in the manner

d it has been delivered by them the day and year first before written

SCHEDULE 1

i0 with Nunthorpe footpath No.8 It proceeds in a
approximately 64 metres to a fence where it
etres to a stile. The path then proceeds
along a fence on the left for 324 metres.

8 metres then proceeds in a north-
gt of the stoned section. The path

The path then skirts round th&se
westerly direction across the field@&o the sia
proceeds along the stone track 2 mélres and then turns left just before the
pumping station. The path then p h the woadland in a north-westerly
direction to a board walk in the centre gfsrhedged circle. The path crosses the
board walk then continues north-westeTly to a gate and the junction with bridieway
No. 5.

SCHEDULEZ"

LIMITATIONS AND CONDITIONS™
)

The following are lawful limitations under subsection (4)4§ 19 of the
Highways Act 1980 to the public’s rights over the new @ght of way being created
by the agreement.

> Stile at Grid Reference NZ 453941 / 513368~

> Gate at Grid Reference NZ 453273 / 513593

Representation must be made to the Highway Authority for the area under section
147 of the Highways Act 1980 if further lawful limitations to the public’'s rights over
the right of way are required.



SCHEDULE 3

HEDULE OF WORKS TO BE CARRIED OUT BY THE COUNCIL TO BRING
THE STRIP OF LAND INTO A FIT CONDITION FOR USE BY THE PUBLIC
AS A FOOTPATH

®
1

Grid Reference NZ 453941 / 513361
Grid Reference NZ 453273 / 513593
Grid Reference NZ 453947 / 513456
Grid Reference NZ 453791 / 513300
Grid Reference NZ 453611 / 513301
Grid Reference NZ 453523 / 513354
rid Reference NZ 453555 /513416

» Way Mark Post eference NZ 453483 / 513462

» Way Mark Post erence NZ 453437 / 513465

» Way Mark Post -

SIGNED AS A DEED by affixing
THE COMMON SEAL of
MIDDLESBROUGH COUNCIL
On day of 2006

In the presence of:-

L P P PR T PR TR )

Head of Legal Services



LSIGNED AS A DEED by
GOUNTRY & METROPOLITAN
HQMES (NORTHERN) LIMITED
Actihg by:

......................

Director /




NOTICE OF MAKING OF A PUBLIC PATH AGREEMENT

HIGHWAYS ACT 1980

MIDDLESBROUGH COUNCIL

NUNTHORPE FOOTPATH NO. 3 CREATION AGREEMENT 2006

On™ «Da ly of «Month» 2006 the Council of Middiesbrough and Country &
Metrofiolitan Mames (Northern) Limited completed an agreement made under

25 offfhe Highways Act 1980.

SectiGh

agséement is to create a Footpath maintainable at public expense
etres in width commencing at Junction with Nunthorpe FP No.
949 / 513458 and proceeding South westerly then
nction with Nunthorpe BW No. 5, Grid References NZ

The effect gEthe
of between

8, Grid Refer
Westerly to its fini
453273 /1 513593

A copy of the Agreem ® Agreement map have been placed and may be
hours at Vancouver House, until «Date» day
of «Month» 2006. Copies of th er and map may be purchased from the Head of
Legal Services, P.O. Box 99A& o

cost.

Dated «date»

Head of Legal Services
P.O. Box 99A

Town Hall
Middlesbrough

TSI 2QQ



Middlesbrough Council

f
| KEY: path to be Extinguished:

Path to be Added:
| Qther Paths or Ways:

Middles%gh
moving forward

NUNTHORPE FOOTPATH No.3 CREATION AGEEE

Type of Order Made: Creation Agreement

| Order Ma

Drawn Gy [

Scale:[1:2000 |

| Date: [19th Juac 2006

BT | Highways Act 1960, Section 25 ]
| Reference: [ Grey Towers ]

Y
LA GO0, 2005

Contact No. (01842 728163

OS Sheet:
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MIDDLESBROUGH COUNCIL LI

Head of Transport & Design Services

PO. Box 63%ncouver House, Central Mews, Gurney Street, Middlesbrough. TSI 1QP
! .middlesbrough.gov.uk

Direct Line:  (01642) 728153
Switchboard: (01642) 245432
Fax: (01642) 728964
DX60532

7" Ogipber 2003

Our Ref: HW11/3
Your Ref:

When telephoning please ask for

Dear Sir,
Creation of Footpath at Grey
I write further to your recent telep rsation with my Public Rights of Wa ¢¥ Officer, -

I =2nd his site meeting with _ of Friday 26" September
regarding the above matter.
| understand that the following items wersg

1) An amendment to the original route iforder to reduce any potential impact on the

agricultural tenants and to minimise public contact with livestock.

odland with the precise line and

2) The route to follow existing tracks through the re
d in cong@itation with T

nature of the surfaces being left to your discretio

3) - to supply suitable gates, stiles and way-mar

4) I o speak to I of Nunthorpe Hall Farm td

affect him.

Given that the landscaping works on the site will continue thro

that public access before then will not be possible then clearlysthe rgéncy in supplying

the required materials. | will ask lan to liase with you in order to mgke the necessary

arrangements at the appropriate time.

being concerned at the possibility of increased disturbance to his sheep, has
subsequently expressed a strong preference for maintaining only one access point from the
Nunthorpe Viliage road. He would ideally like the new route to connect with the existing public
footpath but would be prepared to discuss relocation of the entrance point were this felt to be



necessary. For your assistance | therefore enclose a plan indicating what | believe would be
the most agreeable route.

is information is of assistance. Should you require any further information or advice
hesitate to contac-at the above office.

LT ENVIRONMENT




pproximate route (following existing tracks) through
theswsaodiand area and connection with the

Connection with the existing public footpath

Approximate Tegie——

DaTH 48 Ovinter 2003
Sy Ho

Middlesbrough
AN

Oty

Transport & Design

Council

Trva mag 6 AEFCACM virn CodrEnce Survey meters with T permessen of Oriaarcs Survey o0 behrt of Ihe Contsom of Moy Maysely's Simtonery Ofice © copyright
e e s e T —

e



(\{ NS TES ARES oY SR (o o

Re: InformationdFom meeting dated 26/9/3

ige Site Layout RL1041/05] lng revised
, requested that

woodland area were kept to a minimum, and the

footpath constructio
specification will read

1) Footpaths through the apgdsarea to be cleared approximately 1 metre wide. =
2) NO mulch / bark (left as is ). - ~ Q@ (

3) Wet / muddy areas to have Ways installed (areas to be identified).-—> W, el
4) Footpath routes to be signpost th 158x 150 timber posts with directional » k( ~
arrows formed in the top. _ Hedsuel o
AEXTemTen |

We are in receipt of a lett I (Group Leader Built Environment)

Ref: HW11/3 Dated 7* October 2003 addressed to our Site Manager || i» the

letter there is a request from |l Nunthorpe
from the Nunthorpe Village road this request has b

have only one access point_-
hESA Incorpogated on the attached drawing.
Footpaths as discussed will not be formé&d until the bysiding works are nearer

completion, which will be around summer 2004, an meet %m nearer to this time to
arrange stile delivery’s etc. .~

Hope all of the above meets with your approval,

Yours faithfult

Contracts Manager A N i T

i .
! ‘:’2.0 1'-"

DAL, = AT g PN D Y pror -V,

™ Crieer ) (ETe

[}



Middlesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

Middles%gh

moving forward
Direct Line: (01642) 728153 |
Switchboard: (01642) 245432
Fax: {01642) 728961
DX60532

Our Ref: HW11/18

Your Ref:
When telephoning please ask for:

Re: Dedicatio%z%? "
After previous discussions betweeh
path that is to be dedicated through
Please find attached a map showing

The cost of installing the furniture wiil be 3 mately £750.00 and the associated costs
for the dedication order and advertisemenf will be approximately £1,000.00.

Ss as S@on as you agree in writing

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you need to @ this matter further

Yours Sincerely

Group Leader
Built Environment




COUNTRY & METROPOLITAN HOMES (NORTHERN)

Grange Park, Boston Road, Wetherby, West Yorkshire, LS22 5DY

Tel: 01937 583306 » Fax: 01937 584660

E-mail: northernregioni@candmhomes,.com
wwi.candmhomes.com

26 May 2005

Park, Nunthorpe

M3y 20088e hereby confirm our acceptance of your fee

Yours sincerely

Land Manager

REGISTERED OFFICE HAREFIELD HOUSE, HIGH STREET, HAREFIELD, MIDDLESLN UHO 8RH. REGIY IN ENGLAND NO. 2281473 .\(]‘lOU.\TRY& MITROPOLITAN GROLP COMPANY N:*Bc :
—

ANY DFFER MADE OR INPLIED IN THIS LETTER IS SUBJECT TO FORMAL CONTRACT




ite with the contractors this morning looking at some of the problems at Poole Hospital. One
i amount of flytipping and dumping of rubbish and general anti-social behaviour in the
d the development. People are bringing vehicles down the bridleway which is a iarge

top unauthorised vehicle use down the bridleway_ If you want to have a look

ting but Il still available to discuss Lingfield and walk the paths you
ng as ROW. -will be your contact when | leave for all things ROW and
g Gro eetings.

are interest&sin d

will attend the Ste

| went out on site wi
stuff you identified will be g
Timberland Trail (with thesBe
to the lake and access in
case of engineering work togesil
about that please contact her nofjllill O
tender we will let you know wh
want with the budget we have.

drawing up the specification for Fairy Dell footpaths. Some of the
upEn the work . We are concentrating on the footpath that is the

left hand side} up to the first bridge and then the circular loop up
and up to Dell Close. We will not be doing work around the lake in
is dealing with Fairy Dell, so any queries

the specs have been drawn up and has gone out to
tarting work as we may not be able to do everything we

Thanks and | will speak to you next wek




23/03/2006 12:05

TOWERS CREATION AGGREMENT

everything is going 0.k

| have rec ontacted by Country & Metropolitan Homes and a number of members of the

public ask ut thesSedication of a path at Grey Towers. | am aware that | have sent an e-mail

to you in ##&pas t this but can't remeber if i have sent you all of the information required.

Please find belo of the Land owner, the Definitive Statment for the path and also the

Path Creation Agreess®en

Land Owner:-
olitan Homes (Northern)

Grange Park,
Boston Roa
Wetherby
West Yorkshire
LS22 5DY

Tel:- 01937 583306

584660

Definitive Statment:{  Nunthorpe FP No.3 defina

w

Creation Aggrement:- PUBLIC PATH CREATION AGREE

Please could you check the documents and if all is correcE€an it be sigh€d and sealed then
forwarded to Country & Metropolitan Homes for their signiteze.

Kind Regards



Ml -2

g

Middlesbrough
TS7 4l
27th April 2006

Head of l&gal emocratlc Services
MiddlesbrougiiCounciigh
Town Hall

Middlesbrough

Dear Sir

NEW RIGHT OF W NDS OF THE OLD POOLE HOSPITAL

As you will know, the develope ospital site offered to dedicate a new Right

of Way within the grounds.
| have a letter to this effect from|jj IR " the Transport and Design department,
dated April 4th 2002. A route was uffBy. the then Rights of Way officer, Il
which was amended slightig@fter @fscussion with the developers and the
Rambers' Association. i

As far as | know the developers have never been
yet over four years later the footpath is still not a g@ality.
| understand that the only remaining obstacle is @ legal one g@nd that all the necessary
paper work has been within your department for §gme time.”

| would be very grateful if you would give me some ofdaew long it will be before the
necessary legal work is complete and the footpath can § f8g used.

route finally chosen and

Yours faithfully ORT & DESIGN |

R\/ICES

Ramblers' Association Footpath Secretary - Middiesbrough

I
—ay - ]
w
|
T
m
pe



Middlesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

Richard Long
Di of Legal & Democratic Services

A, Town Hall, Middlesbrough TS1 2QQ M I d d I eS b rO U g h

moving forward
porandum
Extension: 729738 Our Ref: BR/Misc
Date Your Ref:
Re:

ciation — New RoW at the Oid Poole Hospital

| understand frorr-hat you are dealing with the dedication agreement for
the above. :

Please find attached a c@py Gk adletter_to the Ramblers’ Association, for your file.
Should you require any f

n, please do not hesitate to let me know.

Kind regards



Middlesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

Richard Long
Director of&2gal & Democratic Services

Middlesbrough

moving forward

DX:| 60532 Middlesbrough
Direct Line:  (01642) 729738

Switchboard:  (01642) 245432

Ramblers’ ASsociation Footpath Secretary Fax: (01642) 729877
Our Ref:

Your Ref:
When telephoning please ask for:

DS OF THE OLD POOLE HOSPITAL

NEW RIGHT OF WAY IN

nd 25 May 2006 addressed to the Head of
15 June 2006 addressed to the Mayor of
er. Please accept my profuse apologies for

| refer to your letters dated 2%April 20f
Legal Services, and to your lefter,
Middlesbrough, in relation to the
the delay in responding.

| have made enquiries about the prog hissmatter, and | understand that the draft
adoption agreement has been prepared aid semt to the landowner, Country and
Metropolitan Homes Limited, and we are presently awaiting comments from the
landowner on that document.

This matter is presently being dealt with directly b_of the Council's

Transportation and Design Service. Should you wish to discuss this matter directly with

_, his direct dial telephone number is 01642728153.

| trust the above is useful to you. Once again, please agg@ept myEprofuse apologies for

the delay in responding to you.

Yours sincerely
Solicitor !

Cc: Mayor of Middlesbrough
Rights of Way Officer




Middlesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

er House, Gurney Street, M i d d l eS b ro u g h

movi ng forward
7 Direct Line: (01642) 728153
——"Switchboard: (01642) 245432
Fax: (01642) 728961
DX60532
Our Ref: HW11/8
Your Ref:

When telephoning please ask for:

otpath is taking so long and has still not been completed.

{ am disappointed that the dedica
S, lncludlng the Ramblers Association who where

We are now receiving pressure fr
promised this Footpath as part of th

t back in April 2002 when the Ramblers
permission proposals.

~in July 2003 informing Country & Metropolitan

® The creation of the footpath was fi
Association made comments on the

® A etter was sent to-
Homes that a creation agreement would

and Country & Metropolitan Homes.

® We received a letter from* the 27" M ing Country & Metropolitan
Homes acceptance of payment of all costs associa on of the footpath at Grey
Towers.

® The creation agreement was sent to-
°

A copy of the revised creation agreement was sent back to
2006 and also to your solicitors for signing.

® A letter was last sent to your self on the 27™ November 2006 as - ate on the progress
of the creation agreement.

We would appreciate if you could inform my colleagu_ /ggnumber, as to a
date we can expect to receive the signed and sealed Creation Agreeme e

started.
crucial link up

Group Leader
Built Environment



Grey Towers Park Ltd Nunthorpe

Grii Towers Miniiimint i iiiiirnce

18" July 2008

der Built Environment Solutions Group.

FResponse to Public Path creation Agreement (PH/CA/2008)

heyprgposed additional Public Path Creation Agreement

formal ObjeCtIOf'l
PH/CA/2008.

Grey Towers Park is pri
residents that live within'te ¢

litter deposits.

The resident experience of pub
prevented many from enjoying a re:

Further deterioration in the quality of lifgff6m Mereasing public access to this
private estate is unwelcome. On the basis of experience continuing since the
developments inception, GTP Ltd on behalf of the Lg ts oppose public
access to the Park and therefore cannot supp
access.

lgéthey pay a high price to support.

The grounds for objections are as follows:

There is already one long standing path No 8 that pagSes thrgligh the the

development and links to a bridleway No 5 that extendg.aloagrthe.north side of

gcess to the
e excéllent access

the estate. These already give public visitors more than adex
woodland and open countryside for walking and riding angs
to the footpaths on the south and west side of the estatﬁn%sgﬁo%h open
fields and give perfectly adequate long-range views of Grey Tower l.

There is no dedicated parking area allocated or possible at t
Grey Towers Park for the majority of members of the public visiting by car and




2

__the footpath have mostly disappeared as a resulof the

-n behaif of the directors of Grey Towers Park Ltd

intent on walking the site. The Public do not enter the site at the intended entry Al { N / e
and exit points of the existing footpath and proposed footpath but park on the site | i, "

+ -

_Aarokclose to the Hall and join the footpaths at a number intermediate points. As P
cofigequence the public park their cars on private land or in residents private *77 " 1 T /
This causes nuisance and damage to the land subsequently incurring 1 e peth s

repair. This is an unacceptable and surely an unintended consequence. {fccr €7 117"

P YRR
‘o/,‘g ";:7/'

d and landscape are subject to a 106 agreement and a 10-year§J il sy

nt plan funded by residents and contributions from the developers. 1= !"“'
ess |s causmg these costs to rise because of the additional I|ab|||ty lo6 7 recyhae

g Grey Towers, dump rubbish, poach, shoot at wildlife and have ,
shoot apthe residents. Public Dog Walkers allow their dogs to foul ;- 5'[
on't plck up Some pick up then discard the plastic bag or b '- ;(, F»f.f,;ﬂ,

ublic access is encouraging, camping, nigh ! :gﬁ";,__:_“
parties with music,&n I behawour BMX biking, horse riding. Continuin gf e ‘( e
resident complaintsshavessignificantly increased the workload for the Iocal policef ..

havewy T
au/“

240!
Council Officers and Poli shocked by the extent of damage caused ~(( - 1/, /..,
by the Public to the woodian

b TG A7 AN
ess of building a BMX cycle and motor
cycle track. TUTNONo where pcar
U At teeces,S

been kAown
the footpaths<andg
hang it on a bésh g

ult ofithe Giant Hogweed and other

There are risks to the public a &
Hogweed species. Attempts to wain the pliblic of the risks with posters have all™\ Tz e
" thétape to cordon and protect the

l‘/ﬂ\(“ g WL /

/\C-/ o W/ /
Permend atis s
gugh Council to mark o “”“‘*l/ﬂé:

JiS lic ripping them from
the ground and burning them or using them for@hooting pratice.

gared access is diminishing

Yours sincerely




I,
cc

21/07/2008 12:32

bece

Subject Public Footpath creation (PH/CA/2008) (HW 11/0)

path Creation Agreement PH/CA/2008 Your Ref: HW 11/0

number of comments by members of Nunthorpe Parish Council. NPC now has a
summer re and=von’t meet as a Council until September therefore there has not been time to
discuss thé&&matter aZa whole body. In view of the fact that a 21 day response is required — the letter
July 2008, | forward the comments so that there is indeed some

NEBESNn the matter

as inf&8eur of the new Public Right of Way number 30 across the Grey Towers
fact the estate is already suffering massive ASB problems and that

PRAW (which is as rare as hen's teeth in Middlesbrough) would not
this situation and would definitely be for the greater good of

introduction €&a n
necessarity changgo
Nunthorpe resides
2. [ thoroughly unde

@nd_sympathise with residents’ concerns about anti-social behaviour
and on those grou naEagree with the proposal, however, I am also supportive of
enhancing opportunitie riders and the general public having increased access to
the area to enjoy Nunth&kpe Bundings.

ncontactable for the summer period, I would ask
bove, but would summarise that in general, NPC

Given that many Councillors are
that you take into account the co
are in support of the footpath crea

I would very much appreciate these co eiggforwarded, and hope they are in time given

that the letter was received on 2" July.
Thank you in advance.

Yours sincerely

Clerk to Nunthorpe Parish Council




>

Gladedale

lesbrough Council
=and Design Services

29 July 2008

Public Path Creation
Grey Towers Park

t CPH/CA/2008

24 July 2008 reference HW 11/0 regarding the

the route of the proposed public path and we
ers dictate that a new public path must be created. It
hat they have had objections to the proposed

acknowledge that indeed planning o8
has been brought to our attention & re

route in the interests of privacy and safety.

Can | therefore state it be a condition=s

bedFappdval that the proposed route of the public
path has the support of the residents of Grey

Il and the Walled Gardens.

n this matter in accordance with
ble by ourselves.

We also acknowledge that we have paid all monies du
the section 106 Agreement and that no further monies

Yours faithfully

Land Director

Gom Gladedale (Yorkshire) Ltd
) Formerly C&M Northern Lid
Unit 8, Temple Point,
Finch Drive, Colton,
Leeds LS15 9JQ
—
Tel: 0113 2044250

Registered in England & Wales No. 2816015 [ s
Registered Office: Ashley House, Ashley Road, Epsom, Surrey KT18 SAZ www.gladedale.com
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AGENDA

Poole Hospital Access Meeting

10" December 2008, 10:30am
Vancouver House
3" Floor Conference Room




POOLE HOSPITAL ACCESS MEETING

10 December 2008
ATREENDANCE SHEET

e add your name to the list

SIGNATURE ORGANISATION

1 RC




TRANSPORT AND DESIGN

POOLE HOSPITAL ACCESS MEETING
NOTES OF MEETING HELD ON 10 DECEMBER 2008
AT VANCOUVER HOUSE

Public Rights of Way Officer

Highways Manager

Principal Engineer

Legal Executive

Principal Solicitor

Director of Grey Towers Management Company

1. Introduction andiHiste
. gave a brief histo elopment and i} gave a brief history of the Green
Link.

2. The ‘Green Link’
Ml expressed his concern £l yath which runs through the wildflower and
woodland area and that discussions with the Council over many issues he feels are
associated with this path have bé& G n for sometime now and he would like
to bring things to an end.

I aiso wanted to know what authority the Cou d to create a path through the
area to the south of the estate and in his vieywéptemattgely installed and created the
path. [} wanted to know why there is a negd for the path when there is already one

through the centre of the site from Stok%ey Road%o the brldleway He also
stressed his view that they had been sold !

B e with B view and also stressed that Be
what he had been told by the developer. Il passed¥& IEOC
given by the developer, which talked about a secluded” estate
Middiesbrough with access to a lake within wooded grgings.

bou@ht his house because of

g#nd_adBtochure he had been
on the edge of

Bl stressed that the Council have not created any pubhc rights of way at this
location. When planning-permission was first obtained—for thi etopment, the
developer (Country and Metropolitan Homes Ltd) was plaeéd under a number of
planning obligations and this was done by way of a Section 106 Agreement. This
Agreement provided for access to a number of footpaths on the site including the
Green Link footpath. [l passed round a copy of the S106 Agreement map showing
the route of the ‘Green Link’.




Il pointed out that it states in the S106 Agreement (at paragraph 2.1.10) that the
Council (or where a management company exists, the management company), must
_agree any change to the route of the ‘Green Link'. Il aiso stated that the new
owner, Gladedale had signed a Creation Agreement with the Council in 2007.

asked if the residents of the estate had been consulted by the Council on the
tion of the Green Link and if not why this was as they believed this was a legal
requirement and surely the Council had a duty of care to consider the effects the
wauld have on the residents.

th Gladedale in which they agreed to dedicate a Public Right of Way
d in accordance to the S106 Agreement. [l explained the difference

n the two in respect to public consultation. When paths are created
emént with the landowner, there is no statutory requirement on the Council to

@blic nor any obligation to consider their objections. On the other
hand, when il creates a path by an order it is statutorily bound to consuit
with the public er their objections, and where any such objection is not
withdrawn, the st be referred to the Secretary of State who then has
powers to call a pg i

Il <xplained that therotte Rad already been changed slightly from that shown on
the $S106 Agreement A a request by the tenant landowner
and it being agreed by . *This is the route that was part of the S25 Creation
Agreement between Glade | M

lesbrough Council.

Il cxplained that as part ofithe Agfeement Gladedale had agreed to pay il
towards the furniture along the™ ndéthat the furniture was to be put in and the
path cut once the building work e hall had been completed and the
wildflower meadow had been lands€aped.

BB explained the legal position of the Grﬁ In particular, he noted that
Gladedale had signed a Creation Agreemient, the f@btpath had been physically
created on the ground, the Council had aggepted theffootpath, and the public had
accepted it by using the footpath. There w%refore a strong argument that the
footpath had already been created in law, and=as sy e legal process would be

required to extinguish the public’s right of access

Access to woodland & Lake / Antisocial Beha

MR expressed his concerns about the vandalism toshg publi

paths within the woodland area. [l gave a number of &

ootpath and other
dbcluding a recent

Middlesbrough Council did not take down the gate to ih

Il went on to discuss other forms of vandalism and antisocial behaviour, of which
he handed out pictures showing examples, including describing instances of threats
he had received. [l asked if both Il and Hll thought that either the footpath
caused the antisocial behaviour or was affected by it in a substantial way. [l aiso



asked if they thought that by either removing the footpath or diverting it the vandalism
would stop.

said that he felt that the accessibility to the site and the public’s right to use the
ade it impossible to stop the antisocial behaviour. lll asked the group why is
ute so important to implement.

cerns about losing the access they had enjoyed to the lake, woodland and
meadow. This is why the ‘Green Link’ was proposed in the first place.

ht to be on any part of the site as it had been given to the people
ough. HM asked if this was true and, if so, could he see the

docugients g6°prove it. IMsaid that he was unaware of any legal documents and
confirmed t@at he digFnot think this was the case as it is private land..

Il and Il eSted that the footpath is a cause of the antisocial behaviour
and Il asked - if Yaefootpath was set in concrete. B reiterated his previous
view that, as Gladedale® ccepted and signed the Creation Agreement, and the
public has used the p as such, there is a strong argument that it is now a

public right of way.

Il informed A and IR
other land. Il stated that h
no success. M@ asked if the goute
suggested that the Council would req
Council would be happy with cha

IR agreed and asked what the way

lic has a right to be on the path but not on the
remove the public off the land but has had
Id be changed to help in any way. Il
a route but to help resolve the problem the
oute so that it would benefit everyone.
rd Would be.

Il referred to paragraph 2.2.10 of the S106 ent which provides that the
route of the footpath can be changed, as longg@s the Council or as the case is now,
the Grey Towers Management Company @grees. I informed everyone that
following talks with ISR it had been agreed th@t it would®e advantageous if the path
could be moved further away from the hall, t aute shown on the attached plan

\\W‘W\u\m

ts pasition on the route, the

Following a short break for the Council to revi S|
meeting reconvened. MM began by noting that, in thg Coun@fl’s view, it was essential

that there be a right of way created across the land"™=HewexEr, Il suggested that
the line of the footpath (Green Link) could be moved to folii 0%

indicated to P and Il that the proposed route coul
round the wildflower meadow but suggested that, as t
woodland (the south-east of the Grey Towers estate) is not part'
vandalism, the route in this area would be left up to 8 an
confirmed with gip, ®8, Sl and [l that they had no ob
course of action.

thesite boundary. I

hroughg woodiand and

ns to this proposed

R and [ had no objection and thought that this would be a good idea. I
suggested that a site visit with Il should be arranged to take place later that
afternoon to walk the proposed site. Illlagreed.



To

cC

17/03/2009 15:49
bece

Subject [Fwd: Re Meeting on Grey Towers PRW]

\
copy of the email that "1 sent after our walk round the route

the route that starts at the bottom
of the ad and crosses
the wil dow.

Regards

The meeting which— and myselfSattended with yourselves in

Vancouver House yesterday was a most productive meeting. We felt that
all present were sympathetic and understandings
that we face at Grey Towers Park. We welcomef&sour
decision to alter the whaole of the pathway
very real possibility of conflict and injurgZ that ha
over a period of time. Indeed we could not<Bave expecd
and were very relieved and pleased with the f
demonstrating the flexibility that can exist in
this route. When the meeting closed yesterday we
your understanding and deliberation was a huge s
in determining the future safety for the resident

radicate the
teadily worsened

uineX believed that
d

Our understanding from the meeting was that the footpatd 1 losely
follow the red line on the map that you showed us.

time afterwards,
the pathway that
different to the one | had in mind, there is i
variation to the original route and all of the problems

and parking that we informed you about.

frontation

Would you be so kind to discuss this further with _ in order
to determine whether he has misunderstood the new proposed direction of

the path set down by you.



We will gladly meet with you again in order to resolve what I hope is an
unfortunate misunderstanding.

E=T=ec interim I have discussed the matter with Gladedale who would

i ly like to have a copy of the proposed route to see if there was
y 1m§§ct on their existing tenancy agreement with the farmer but were
i about a re-routing away from the estate grounds if it addressed
Ltd concerns.

= woudskbe grateful i1f you would acknowledge my email and send on the
of the meeting when they become available.

on Beﬁa@? Ltd




esbrough Borough Council
EL& Design Services

Further to your recerige
proposed Public Footgat

path abo
Company that a revised=out g

Yours sincerely

Registered in England & Wales No. 01043597
Registered Office: Ashley House, Ashley Road, Epsom, Surrey KT18 5AZ
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Gladedale

Middlesbrough.

-egarding the Creation Agreement for the

ve we understand from the residents/ Management

APR ZOUS

VA L+
edale (South Yorkshire) Ltd
[ Formerly Ben Bailey Homes
Fwiio vl First Floor, ICON,
GLpm First Point,
PROW Balby Carr Bank,

Doncaster DN4 5]Q

Tel: 01302 314200
Fax: 01302 314258
www.gladedale.com



Middiesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

DitefEsT of ¥2gal & Democratic Services

n Hall, Middlesbrough T$12QQ M | d d les b rO u g h

moving forward

DX: 60532 Middlesbrough
Direct Line: [01642) 729738

Switchboard: (01642) 245432
Fax (01642) 729877
Our Ref:

Your Ref

When telephoning please ask for:
Mr Bryn Roberts

GREY TOWERS PARK, NUNT

2009 in relation to the above, the contents of
i deal with a number of your specific questions in
of the position may be useful as a starting

| refer to your e-mails of 8, 1
which | have considered. Whilst
due course, | feel that a generalis&d st
point.

General Isssues

Subject to: -

(i) the fact that the estate roads have been ad are consequently public

highway;,

(i)  the existing route of the green link (which, asswas indicated at our meeting on 10
December, the Council would be prepared t deediverting, subject to the

provision of a suitable alternative route); and

(iii)y  the existing public footpath and bridleway,

maintenance
(Eountry and

the remainder of the estate is, and has always been, private
is, and has been, the responsibility and prerogative of ti€ land
Metropolitan, and then Gladedale or the management company¥=Fr
landowner takes no action to unlawfully interfere with the above menti
acts in accordance-with planning-control, the-€Council-has no role:i

maintenance or stewardship of the estate. In this regard, it #&s never been the
responsibility of the Council to notify the public at large that the estate is, generally,

P}
(2 4
(ve 3
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,
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private (any more than it is the responsibility of the Council to notify the public at large
r front or rear gardens are private).

Asyyou y@urself note in closing your second e-mail, ‘many of you believe that you were
rough misrepresentation of fact’ in relation to the particulars of sale prepared
gthe developer. That being the case, you may with to consult your legal advisors in
hether or not you have any remedy against the developers in this matter.
| am sure you will appreciate, the Council was not party to such advertising,
le in the description of the site. Consequently, the Council cannot accept
ity or liability for decisions made by the developer.

| note your concern over continued public use of the roads within
Unfortunately, as the estate roads are all public highways, the
public havgsthe & to use them, and this right will continue unless and until the
highways™ are §fopped-up. The process for such a stopping-up would involve an
application to t : es Court, on the grounds that the highways are not necessary
(an argument whigk o justmed) together with the placing of advertisements in
both the local press @Bdethe ondon Gazette. In order for any such application to be
successful, as a baregmi would need the agreement of all affected households.

In the extremely untik ihal the highway was stopped-up, it would be necessary

Finally, | would like to address the

ue of the Section 106 agreement. | note
that your second e-mail opens as foll B

“l am writing to you all in the fiope that a resolution can be reached with
regard to the open access of the entire site of Grey Towers Park in
Nunthorpe, which is most satisfactory t t the residents who live
here. | believe that this policy was a delifierate ac%corporated into the 106
Agreement which set out the Terms andCondition§ of conformity, to which
the Developer, ‘Country and Metropolitamihad to agree in order to satisfy the
requirements of MBC.”

t consider the impact
f the Local Plan.
be unacceptable,

of the proposed development on the area, in light of fle co
Where there is conflict with the Local Plan, or where the impact wek
the developer and the Council may consider ways to ameliorat€the

which would render the development acceptable. In this £88e thos uirements are
set out in the section 106 agreement referred to above. =the case that
the developer ‘has to agree’ to anything that the Council suggests in er to gain its
planning permission; rather, the requirements set out in a sectign 1 gesiRent must

comply with the legislation, the guidance and established c3 relating to the
acceptability and validity of planning obligations (“the conditions”). In the event that the
developer, or their legal representatives _in this case), consider that the
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requirements of the section 106 agreement are outwith the conditions, they may choose
nter into the agreement, and appeal against any subsequent refusal of consent.
ase, both the developers and |l clearly accepted that the obligations
aine®hin the section 106 agreement were both valid and essential to mitigate the
e development. As such, the implication from your above opening paragraph,

f the above, the section 106 agreement is valid, was executed by all
s, and is therefore effective and consequently should be complied with.

application for a Definitive Map Modification Order (“DMMQ")
the north of the Grey Towers Park;

e potentially diverted green link; and

ng to restrict access to parts of the Park.

The prospecti
C) The delay in e

the last 10 days Legal Services have received
MO, and the preparation of the relevant
e DMMO is prepared and sealed, the Council
a@nandividually notify all affected landowners of the
g MusSte an objection period of six weeks from the
objections being received within the six-
the order and will place a second
advertisement, indicating the date 2the new path will come into being.
However, in the (more likely) event that=b re received and not withdrawn, the
Council will then refer the order to the Pi@mning Inspectorate, who will arrange for the
determination of the order. This determination will _take place either by written
representations, a local hearing or (as is likely in this g8 public inquiry. In the event
that the order is confirmed by the Secretary of Statgithe Courtell will then proceed to the
second advertisement noted above. As such, thetimescale f8r the introduction of the
claimed path is uncertain, however | understand fr@i the Planning Inspectorate that the
average time (between them receiving an order & tart of a public inquiry) is
approximately six months. It is, therefore, not unlikely tha e in excess of twelve
months before the path is available (assuming that th&DMMQEis confirmed by the
Secretary of State). ,

With regard to the first is
instructions to proceed

documentation is now in pr
must advertise in a local new.
fact that it has made the order, a
date of the advertisement. In th
week period, the Council will t

In relation to the second issue, | have been sent a plan sho
route of the diverted right of way. My understanding of the i y-

with the eastern commencement point of the route (commencing, would; at the point
at which the access road to the Manor House ceases to be adopted highw#&y). However,
| also-note-that this-commencement point is both adopted highway, ig=tig=point at
which the existing public right of way (running approximately outh) changes
direction and turns in a more easterly direction. As such, | do not see that this access
point is unreasonable, and, without further explanation from you as to why it “is totally
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unacgeptable from the residents point of view", | must conclude that it is a reasonable
at a compromise. As noted above, in the event that a suitable alternative route
not'@e agreed, the Council will not be in a position to proceed with the diversion, and
have to rely upon the existing green link footpath to fulfil the requirements of
106 agreement. The lawful creation of that link was covered in our meeting in
ember, and | do not propose to cover the point again. With this in mind, | would be
would expand on the residents’ objections to this access point.

he final issue, | trust that, in the general issues section of this letter, | have
‘paesition in relation to the majority of the land. 1 am not in a position to
héther or not fencing should have been erected sooner, but would note
that, in arlg eventdiie decision to erect such fencing, and the responsibility for its erection
and mainte & hasaalways rested with the landowner rather than the Council.

issues raised in your e-mails.
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POOLE HOSPITAL RIGHTS OF WAY MEETING

6 Auqust 2009

AGENDA

Introductions

's Comments

6. Tenant Farmer’s

7. Councillors’ Comme




TRANSPORT AND DESIGN

Grey Towers Park Public Rights of Way
otes of meeting held on 6 August 2009 at Middiesbrough Town Hall

Grey Towers Management Company

Grey Towers Management Company

Tenant Farmer

Middlesbrough Council Transport and Design
Middlesbrough Council Transport and Design
Middlesbrough Council Legal Services
Middlesbrough Council Legal Services

Gladedale
Gladedale

atives from Gladedale had telephoned to submit their
mmoned to an urgent meeting.

Bl stated that [l and
the responsibilities with
Management Company.

iously talked to Gladedale, who had delegated
&P route of the Green Link path to the

Il agreed that this was accept Council on the understanding that the
decision of this meeting would be biding ygon Gladedale.

Current Legal Position

[l stated his understanding that at thermeeting of 10" December 2008 all parties
had agreed that the Green Link path was a public gy, albeit one which was
yet to be recorded on the Definitive Map

I initially indicated that he did not believe that tRjs was the case.

Il clarified the position by stating that the Green Link pé h%een provided for by
a 5106 planning agreement, and as the route had subsgguentlyEbeen created on the

ground and the public had used it, the route was in fact a

ightfof way.

All consequently agreed on this position.

Council’s Suggested Solution

BB confirmed that it had been decided at the meeting in r 2008 that,
subject to identifying a suitable diversion route for the Green Link path (which would
be to a route which followed the site boundary), the Council would be prepared to
consider diverting the Green Link path. The suggested diversionary route, which
was agreed by all at the 2008 meeting, followed the western and southern
boundaries of the land. ] indicated that he had believed (incorrectly as it



transpired) that the route of the diversion at its easternmost end would not be
controversial, and consequently the determination of that element of the route was

F10.Jlll and [l to agree at a subsequent site visit.

saidh that he thought this not to be the case and that the full length of the
route had been decided upon at the December meeting. Il confirmed
this was not the case and stated that I did have a meeting on site after
n December and that Hl had been shown the Council's proposed
te, including that for the easterly section.

one the Council's proposed diversion route and explained that in
the Cour§s opglon it balanced the needs of ail parties present, and represented

n that members of the public were parking along the
sed termination point of the diverted route. IR stated
Management Company could put up gates to
be fenced. [l stated that there was no
ment for the Council to fence the Green
ay for, or fence off, the diversion route.

R back in December of 2008 he had
pany wish to secure the private road
ates and fencing, but these would
nce would be the responsibility of

Il stated that during his meeting
indicated that, should the Mana
and wildflower meadow then they
not be paid for by the Council, and th
the Management Company.

Il also stated that the reason for diverting the K path to the line shown
was to try and resolve the issues that lll had #ith two p@iblic rights of way being

across the field he farms and also two other desitre lines w§h the public use to cut
across field corners.

he Council or if the
er m&adow at the eastern

route of the path could run around the edge of the wild
end instead of going directly across the field. Wl st hatdflis would not be
practical, as members of the public would use the lineg®f ledst resistance,
irrespective of whether this was fenced and/or signed, at Id be directly
across the field.

Il asked if the diversion route had to follow the line sdewn

E

I stated that if the route ran around the edge then there wou
public entering the field farmed by Il and following desire nrg greed with
this.

Il then asked if the long standing public right of way across the middle of I
field could be removed. The Green Link path at this eastern end could then be
diverted across Il field towards old Nunthorpe Road.



Bl stated that he would not be happy with this proposal, even though there would
one public right of way across the field, because the desire lines would still
d. Il also objected to this proposal as he felt that this would be strongly
dpposehby the user groups and that it still would not resolve |} concerns.

S at d that, in his view, the only dlversmn route which is likely to be acceptable IS

e would be close to the fence. [lllstated that the path would be
dgould be about 0.6 metres off the current fence line. [l also
stated t§h§ h would be kept as close to the current fence line wherever

sgfnay change as a number of trees are close to the current

B stated that the Manag
as possible and asked wh
the representative of the Ra
ask that they then refer the ma

pany would like to resolve the matter as quickly

§gBe would be. il stated that he would invite

s%omatnon to a site visit next week and would
iemonthly regional meeting for comment.

Bl commented that Gladedale hadire
alternative route ran. [JJJjj agreed™
details of this new tenant.

Il advised that this new tenant would have to becansulted with regard to the
proposed route for the diversion, and any object; [
Council could proceed.

Il stated that subject to no objections being regeived t en instructions would be
sent to legal to make a diversion order.




‘Middlesbrough Council

www.middlesbrough.gov.uk

Transporté Design Services

Middles%gh

moving forward
Direct Line (01642) 728153
Switchboard; (01642) 245432
Fax (01642) 728964
DX60532

Our Ref: HW 11/0

Your Ref:
When telephoning please ask for:

RE: Proposedsghangeéito Poole Hospital Estate Footpath

return in the prepaid envelope pr
indicating which route you would pre

Alternatively if you wish to contact my collggftie

e current footpath, which crosses the Poole
d to Nunthorpe Bridleway 5, passing through the
ing considered and would ask if you could
mments you would like to make clearly

on the above number

he would be happy to discuses your commeénts and the matter further.

Yours faithfully

BUILT ENVIRONMENT SOLUTIONS GROUP
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19/06/2009 20:43

The existing original footpath, A-B on the attached map,
e to our grazing sheep and over the years we have been
the way we use this field to accommodate the footpath i.e.
he field for ewes with newborn lambs and we have to hold
ields, until they are old enough to cope with

s in higher stocking densities in other fields than

B-C-D on the attached map, has been used the
= == reater, and last year the sheep would not graze

the northern end ofZ=&= fT2ld. Walkers and joggers are not keeping to the
defined routes and walk from A to C, and D to E with obvious
consequences.

The 'kissing gates' =
often trapped between tha
helpful residents of NurZEh
to us.

Yours faithfully,

ng==L and D are not suitable because sheep are
= and have to be released by us, and other
& llage. Stiles are a much preferred option

*** gSafe scanned this email for malicious
*** IMPORTANT: Do not open attachments from

Proposed route B.doc

nized senders ***
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30/06/2009 14:24 ce

bce

Subject green link

have just read the proposal from _regarding the 'Green

to say that [ am overwhelmed by Lhe sheer contempt that is held
r this estate. On numerous occasions there has been a lodging of the
residents @ispl for the route of this path to begin at the foot of the Private Road
leading to HgMangggouse. This has obviously had not impacted on M and his
departm%§:aa §§ppeara to be impervious to our concerns, which are fact not fiction.
How is il then tiat it s®d have imposed, without due care and consideration, a
pathway that impH %e Tenant Farmer. and his Lambing Sheep,
should this too have into consideration before assigning a pathway with all
the impedimenta and curred before implementation. Obvmusly not, therefore
the lesser of two evils upon the line of least resistance which is
considered to be the remder;é
[n the very negg
possibly belong to the residerNusiea
further conflict with the public alg
Park and Leisure Facility, then [ g
to this proposal, not to mention th
To I -nd (o NN g ould'urge you to go back to the
Minutes of the meeting attended by myself N as well as the relevant
members of the Council last December. T @0utstanding factor of that meeting was a
considered route, satisfactory to all concerned, proposed by MM vhich was at
that time wholly endorsed by all concerned. This wagg@®eriurngd by ? in just a couple

Link vem
for the re§nts

H\H\H\W\H\N

ershlp of the surrounding land will quite
Grey Towers Park Ltd. If we are to avoid

treat this estate of ours as a Public Car
Il of the residents to unite and say no

of hours after a meeting later thal day between | 2

The existing right of way through theR@entre of (& estate is and always
has been transitory, not a starting point. What we e naw is starting point with
parking facilities, giving access to all of the Wildflower Yoodland beyond.
There is no privacy o the Manor House, which has becomg@part offhe grand tour, a
place of public interest, Bring a dog and crap everywhere

The council in its infinite wisdom seems to as it pleases, |
believe that it takes the word ‘Authority’ totally out of context i

have tried to be accomodating throughout, we ha§ SecteddHis 4

with due consideration to the residents concerns. This seems to ha¥e=tal
ground. 'There are none so deaf as those who choose not to hear’. Ther
dlctatmo from any quarter as to where this path must go. Mutual ¢
of the day




18/08/2009 12:38 bce

Subject Poole Hospital Diversion Proposals [09.08.18]

h the line described in Schedule 1 (Description of strip of land subject to the
nfrom the creation agreement given to me yesterday, with its line on the plan
) attached to the council's consultation (message of 12/8/09).

2 This wa e consultation plan did not agree with the creation agreement plan. A
CUrsory exagna nough to show the differences between points D and F on the plans
(using the¥etteriggon the plan [ faxed to the council earlier today).

3 This affects the
the erroneous map, need§oee
lengths between the roug@s

the circular routes.

ee any alternative route. Our measurements, being based on
easured. Prima facie it is obvious that the difference in
increased; as will also the differences in lengths between

=3

Regards

Begin forwarded message:

From:
Date: 17 August 2009 21:58:08 BD

Subject: Poole Hospital Diversion Propos

1 We thank the council for informally consulting the
of the path shown in the attachment.

2 _ yourself and myself walked the present an

the proposed route today (17/8/09) - new barbed wire fenci

places. I will send you a marked up map by fax to explaifftheag
following paragraphs if you provide me with telephone number.

in many
dsed in the

3 The present path (A-B-C-D-E-F-G-H) ‘

3.1 General. The present path was dedicated by the owners of the land in 2007 by
means of a creation agreement. Parts of the path, and other ways besides, were already
rights of way by unhindered use by the public before the owners took possession of
the land. We note that the width of the path in the agreement is stated to be between



1.5 m and 5 m but, apart from the stated limits, no indication is given of the width of
any particular part of the path. The ambiguity of the information could be a rich
source of legal fees should the owners decide to enclose the way in a futile attempt to
iscourage wrongdoers and ordinary well behaved members of the public who have
d the woods and the paths in them as of right for generations.

3.2 The path from A to near F is almost entirely over grass and is not well marked on
iground. For considerable distances the used line is well away from the definitive
ut@ where the surface is irregular and dangerous (Note B! when met a deep
n the definitive line. The only limitations are two gates at B. They make a

er for stock containment.

H the path passes through woodland where care has to be taken to avoid
1ith.@kant Hogweed; we did not use the section G to H because it was

=

wiswith plants mcludmg Giant Hogweed. We followed a well used informal

distant hills frém sec

D§-LMNOPQ

10 g line we used an informal path, say about 20 -
30 m or so to the east of the p undary. Barbed wire prevented us from

following anywhere near the

bank of the lake and informal paths¢@%0in the definitive path between G and F and on
to F. Again barbed wire prevented us from following the new line but it was clear

from L-K

4.2 Our view was that even if we had been abig to follow the present line we would
not be able to recommend acceptance to our coligagses, in fact our recommendation
would be outright opposition. We judged, using the t fed to diversion

proposals, (a) the new point of termination would s@bstitute Elonger circular walk

for a shorter; the diversion was less convenient bem%ﬂhﬁ s and downs with
one sharp change of direction after another with no recognitioafofdesire lines; the
new path would have more stiles and inferior views. The gf ge we could see
was the absence of Giant Hogweed on the proposed pafl; bat.this i€really a reflection
on inadequate maintenance - the council should put more effortmto i
control/eradication near the path. You may remember that Darling
pay compensation following the injury to a user following ¢
MBC is in hazard on this point in this locality and it might be more economical to
tackle the hazard than wait for their lordships to dun the council

~were told to

4.3 T haven't been able to express the distances in metres as there in no scale on the
map - I think it might be near to 1:4000; would you please let me know?



03/03/2010 14:01

Subject Re: GREY TOWERS PARKL]

o§meeting in December 2008 is incorrect. At no time did [ propose an alternative
tside the boundary of the site, as | had no authority or ability to deliver such

ownership or control of those present in the room). Rather, what was

the site, allowing the landowne! ing, to prevent access, which would be effective in preventing
unauthorised access to private la

"Following a short break for the Cou its position on the route, the meeting reconvened. [}
began by noting that, in the Council’ ntial that there be a right of way created across the
land. However, lll suggested that the¥@eof sotpath (Green Link) could be moved to follow the site
boundary. Il indicated to 2t oposed route could run through the woodland and round
the wildflower meadow ..."
In relation to your query as to the legality of the GEgen Linkgath, the notes from that meeting state:

- xplained the legal position of the Green Link. In , he noted that Gladedale had signed a
Creation Agreement, the footpath had been physicallEereatedon the ground, the Council had accepted the
footpath, and the public had accepted it by using thé footpath. There was, therefore, a strong argument that
the footpath had already been created in law. This had not, how n tested, and consequently the
status of the path had yet to be finally determined."

Subsequent to that meeting, all concerned have been working, a
an alternative route for the Green Link. However, given that the |
Council has accepted it, the public has used it, and GTP Limited ha
the path is a public right of way, | am somewhat puzzled by your cont

re continu o work, towards the possibility of
owner hasexpressly dedicated the footpath, the
pted (at a meeting on 6 August 2009) that
that this may not be the case.

So far as the Council is concerned, the issue of whether or not the path is
public right of way. The Council has, however, been more than willing to !
which is acceptable to all concerned (the landowner; the management compa
groups) which would allow this public right of way to be diverted to a route whic
public, and which allows the management company to prevent unauthorised
right of way. [n the event that the management company no longer wishes
should inform the Council of that change of position, and the Council will proceed
the public right of way on the Definitive Map and Statement.

ublic right of way is now closed; itis a

a pessible alternative route
rmers; and the user
commodious for the
which is not a public
this alternative, [JJJjj
an order to record

Yours sincerely




Stewart Muir Williams

From:
Sent:
To:

Thursday, 04 March 2010 10:02

Fw: GREY TOWERS PARK

e call with - | would refer you to the following comment - made regarding the Green
, hamely:

‘So far as the Co j ned, the issue of whether or not the path is a public right of way is now closed; itis a
public right of wa

gen Mon Grey Towers (and can get a quick response from
him) you might wish to hold to=his enquiry have [ erly-

Kind regards

03/03/2010 14:04

Subject

This may be a case where we ask—o review our conclusions, foLSs
we are forced to deal with the matter at a public inquiry, this will be useful evide
matter carefully and came to the right decision.

view. In the event that
g&incil considered the

Kind regards




To
cc
bce

Proposais

e at Point G and H

en F and { will be fenced on wide side (the right of the path F to
G)

- A Kissing
- The Council
- A small amount

pay for a fence between Point D and E
be required from point | heading west for 50m (on the

- A number of way mar e required to direct the public in the right direction
ter date

away from the boardwalk area n
site vist required to decided on bes
- The managment company intened
existing knee rail,

- Would the managment company like to pasgthe Council the money up front (once the
legal order is confirmed) and then for the Council to organise all the work with the
contractor we have?

2 knee rail between point D and the

Please can you let me have your thoughts and if youfiave any q
ASAP so we can finalise the detail so that you can i
your AGM

ions please call me
f the members before

vea vee Yaa

182012Plan Cpdf 18.2012FPlanApdf 1.8.2012 Plan B pdf

Kind Regards

Public Rights of Way Officer
Transport & Design Services
PO Box-65

Vancouver House

Central Mews

Gurney Street
Middlesbrough

TS11QP

Tel: (01642) 728153
Fax: {01642) 728964

02/08/2012 09:38 Subject Informal Consultation on the Poole Hospital Diversior



















































Reasons:

The path through the woods leads to antisocial activity. Police have been called numerous
imes to address fire lighting, protected trees being damaged, drug taking, poaching and

blic nuisance. Only last week there was a case of theft from the fishing syndicate with the
=wheel barrows, security cameras and equipment being damaged. Closing this path through

improve we are sug
giving unprecedented
There are new public fo
solving the existing problems.

choice of circular walks / rides around and through our land.
ered as well which retain the current levels of access whilst

There is some level of detail t
alongside field boundaries, the
and surface of the bridlepaths, mai
approach once general acceptance

ture discussions in terms of exact routing eg
sods where the culvert will need crossing, the width
t we can address these with a common sense

We would like therefore for you to consigar th
involved to see whether this improved layo

hanges and consult with the appropriate parties

Yours sincerely
Director
GTP Ltd

21/9/18






