
 
 
 

 

Summary & comments Mrs L Elson  

1.1. Mrs L Elson [28], reports riding horses and walking along the footpath and bridleway into 

the woods from 1959 to 1994.  Although this covers 38 years, only 17 years are relevant 

for the 1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period she has lived in the area and believed that she always had a 

right to use the Routes and has done so daily between 1959 to 1968 and 1980 to 

1994.  She added that her aunt lived there all the time between 1956 and 1994. 

(ii) She continues to describe the Route as a defined track that has always run over 

the same alignment and that she has kept to this track and that “the path was 

open to wander freely”.  She reports never seeing gates, locked gates or stiles 

across it, or any type of signage or notices. 

(iii) She recalls seeing other people/neighbours using path regularly to walk and ride, 

adding that she had seen “horse drawn only and forestry horses”. 

Comments 
(iv) It is noted that Mrs L Elson was born in 1957 and therefore started using the 

Routes at the age of two, probably with family members. 

(v) Therefore, the 14 years from around 1980 to 1994 represents the period of her 

evidence and shows that she independently used the Routes for horse riding and 

walking.  Therefore, as her evidence is based on her own horse riding and 

walking; her observation of other horse riders, walkers and horse drawn carts, this 

submission supports public restricted byway rights. 
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Summary & comments Mr M Storey  

1.1. Mr M Storey [29], reports cycling and walking from point B[D] to C[C] and the A[A] or 

D[F] for leisure recalling that he first used these Routes in the 1990s.  In this instance 

his usage from 1977 to 1997, therefore, cannot be more than 7 years.   

(i) He continues to report that from August 2010 he lived in the area believing that the 

Routes were public rights of way with bridleway status.  He particularly makes 

reference to the extension of the Route, C[C] to D[F] which had a signpost and 

also an improved surface which previously he tentatively recalls the surface had 

“very old cobbles?”. 

(ii) He continues to describe the Routes as clearly defined tracks that had a bridge at 

the stream crossing and had always run over the same alignment that he had 

kept. 

(iii) He reports “no impediment to progress ever seen”, but does recalls county 

fingerposts at locations X & Z marked at points A and B[D] on his plan (Appendix 

6.22.6). 

(iv) He reports seeing many other users as well as having “cycled with several groups 

up to 15 at any time”.  He also reports not seeing anyone driving motor vehicles or 

horse drawn carts. 

Comments 
(v) Mr M Storey states that he used the routes in the 1990s up to August 2010.  While 

his evidence form shows that from August 2010 he lived in the Whitelye area and 

daily/monthly used the Routes, his response does not clarify the period between 

1990 and 1997. 

(vi) Therefore, this evidence although interesting, is not clear as to his use of the 

Routes during the period 1977 to 1997. 
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Summary & comments Mr P Verdigi 

1.1.  Mr P Verdigi [30], husband of Mrs K Verdigi (27), reports walking all the Routes marked 

red on the plan (Appendix 6.30.6) for pleasure from 1988 until they were blocked by Mr 

& Mrs Talbot.  Although, there is no specific end date recorded on the evidence form it 

does represent 25 years from 1988 to 2013, of which only 9 years are relevant for the 

1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period he has lived in the area and states that he believed the Routes 

were public rights of way with a status of bridleway. 

(ii) He continues to describe the Routes as marked on the OS maps which was a 

clearly defined track that he walked at least once a week and often several times a 

week which was the main route to other public rights of way. 

(iii) He reports “it [the Routes] had obviously been used for many years before I use it, 

there were no signs or obstacles to say it was private and it is clearly marked on 

OS maps as a path”. 

(iv) He recalls: seeing fingerposts at points A[A] and B[D]; that it was common to meet 

other locals who had used the way long before 1988; often seeing riders on 

motorcycles and occasionally 4 wheel drive vehicles; and reports also meeting “all 

people who live next to and locally to the way”.  

(v) He states that when he moved to Whitelye in 1988 he started using the Routes 

and it was obvious from existing locals that it had been used continuously through 

living memory.  

(vi) He further reports that Mr and Mrs Talbot did not give any indication that the 

Routes should not be used. 

Comments 
(vii) Mr P Verdigi’s report of motorcycles and 4 wheeled drive vehicles use, although 

interesting, can now (due to the NERC Act 2006) no longer be evidence to 

establish public vehicular rights.   

(viii) Mr Verdigi does question why route C[C] to D[F] (public bridleway) would end 

without an exit and, as his evidence is based on his walking activities and meeting 

other similar users, his submission supports public footpath rights.  

(ix) However as his wife reports her horse riding activities in the area, this influences 

his belief that the Routes are bridleways. 
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Summary & comments Ms R Williamson  

1.1 Ms R Williamson [31], reports walking 2 routes, A[A] to B[D] and C[C] to D[F] for 

pleasure and access to Barbadoes Hill and properties in the area from 1985 to the 

present [2013].  Although there is no specific end date recorded on the evidence form, it 

does represent 28 years from 1985 to 2013, of which only 12 years are relevant for the 

1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period she has visited the area and reports walking the Routes about 6 

times per annum and even more frequently in the past.  She adds that she 

believed she had a right to use the Routes as they were “public rights of way and 

have been so for generations”. 

(ii) She continues to describe the Route as a very clear path that has always run over 

the same route until “the historic paths were destroyed by a digger – about 4 years 

ago”.  

(iii) She reports that she has kept to the path but felt free to wander when it was 

Forestry Commission land. 

(iv) She does not recall gates, locked gates, stiles, fingerpost or signs. She reports no 

knowledge of any other notices or signs on or near the way.  

(v) She reports regularly walking these paths with friends and reports that in the past 

saw regular vehicle tracks on route A[A] to B[D]. 

(vi) She further reports that an unsuitable alternative route has been created.  It is very 

narrow, steep and very slippery in wet weather.  This makes it dangerous for 

users, especially for walkers on their own. 

Comments 
(i) Ms R Williamson’s states that she has walked the Route but does not specify 

whether or not she believes the status of the Route is either a footpath, bridleway, 

byway open to all traffic or restricted byway.  Therefore, as her evidence is based 

on walking and her observation of other walkers this submission supports public 

footpath rights. 
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Summary & comments Mr T Taylor  

1.1. Mr T Taylor [32], reports walking all the Routes, from Whitelye Lane to Barbados for 

pleasure from 1985 to the present [2013].  Although there is no specific end date 

recorded on the evidence form, it does represent 28 years from 1985 to 2013, of which 

only 12 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period he has lived in the area and reports walking daily.  He adds that 

he believed he had a right to use the Routes, their status being byway open to all 

traffic, as they were “always open access part of the forestry”. 

(ii) He continues to describe the Route as a very clear path that has always run over 

the same route. 

(iii) He also recalls wandering freely reporting that there were no gates, locked gates 

or stiles. He does recall fingerpost/footpath signs but can’t remember their 

positions or if there were any other notices or signs on or near the way.  

(iv) He reports regularly walking these paths with family and friends up to 5 or 6 

people at a time.  He recalls: seeing other people riding through regularly; post 

office van; JCB driven through regularly; and the tractor rally yearly. He also 

reports seeing “Mr & Mrs Talbot riding and walking through”. 

(v) He further states:  

“I have been using these paths since I moved to Whitelye in 1985.  I feel that 

they should be reopened and the track and bridle-path totally reinstated as 

they have been destroyed by present owners.  These tracks are ancient 

rights of way and are shown on the first maps of the area dating to 1840.” 

Comments 
(ii) Mr T Taylor states that he has walked the Routes. 

(iii) His reporting of the motor vehicle use, although interesting, can now (due to the 

NERC Act 2006) no longer be evidence to establish public vehicular rights.   

(iv) Therefore, as his evidence is based on walking and his observation of other 

walkers and horse riders this submission supports public bridleway rights. 
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Summary & comments Ms T Treasure 

1.1 Ms T Treasure [33], reports walking and cycling the Routes from B[D] to C[C] and then 

A[A] or D[F] for leisure from 1995 to the present [2013].  Although there is no specific 

end date recorded on the evidence form, it does represent 18 years from 1995 to 2013, 

of which only 2 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period she has visited and lived in the area and reports walking and 

cycling about 3 to 4 times per annum. Then from 2010 she used the Routes more 

frequently. She adds that she believed that they were bridleways and that she had 

a right to use them due to a signpost and the physical evidence of a well-marked 

path. 

(ii) She continues to describe the presence of a bridge over the stream and that the 

Routes were clearly marked.  They have always run over the same alignment. 

(iii) She reports that she had no need to wander as the Route was a good path/track 

and to her knowledge never encountered gates, locked gates, stiles, or any other 

notices or signs on or near the way.  

(iv) She recalls fingerpost signs which informed her of her right to use the Route and 

has marked the locations of these on her plan (Appendix x.xx) at points ‘X’ and ‘Z’. 

(v) She reports that when she was out walking she saw others and has also walked 

and cycled with others. 

(vi) She further reports that, “this was a lovely path/track which has now been blocked.  

It had a lovely bridge over the stream which our grandchildren would have loved to 

play in”. 

Comments 
(v) Ms T Treasure states that she has walked and cycled the Route and believes the 

status of the Route to be a bridleway.   

(vi) Therefore, as her evidence is based on walking, cycling and her observation of 

other walkers, this submission supports public bridleway rights. 
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Summary & comments Mrs W Rhodes 

1.1. Mrs W Rhodes [34], reports dog walking and pleasure use along the Routes marked red 

on her attached plan (Appendix 6.27.6) from pre 1980 to 2010.  Although there is no 

specific start date recorded on the evidence form, it does represent 30 years from 1980 

to 2010, of which 17 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period.   

(i) During this period she lived in the area and walked the Routes daily believing 

them to be public footpaths/bridleways and that she had a right to do so as they 

were signposted. 

(ii) She continues to describe the Routes as clearly defined tracks that have always 

run over the same alignment and that she has both kept to the Routes and has 

also wandered freely believing that the forestry land had public open access.  She 

recalls that there have never been gates, locked gates or stiles across it, or other 

notices or signs on or near the way. 

(iii) She marks on her plan (Appendix x.xx) the location of fingerpost signs that 

indicated to her that, “No - permission was ever sought or required as the paths 

were signposted as public footpaths”. 

(iv) She reports that she frequently saw others walking who were either companions, 

and/or neighbours from Whitelye, Botany Bay, Catbrook and surrounds.  

(v) She further adds that: 

“I was shocked and appalled to learn that access, within a much loved area, 

is being denied.  I, personally, used the disputed pathways, on a daily basis to 

walk my dogs from 1980 until 2010 almost inclusively”. 

Comments 
(vi) Mrs W Rhodes states that she has walked the Routes believing them to be public 

footpaths/bridleways.   

(vii) Therefore, as her evidence is based on walking, her observation of footpath signs 

and other walkers this submission supports public footpath rights. 

01_13MOD_PB: Summary & comments User Evidence Form - WR (34) 

Appendix 6.27 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 1 of 6) 

Appendix 6.27.1 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 2 of 6) 

Appendix 6.27.2 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 3 of 6) 

Appendix 6.27.3 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 4 of 6) 
Appendix 6.27.4 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 5 of 6) 

Appendix 6.27.5 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - WR (34) (pg 6 of 6) 

Appendix 6.27.6 

 


