
 
 
 

 

 

Summary & comments Miss C Simpson  

1.1. Miss C Simpson [41], who is related to Mr & Mrs J Simpson (11 & 14), reports walking 

for pleasure all her life (nearly 40 years) along the Route from Pryces[Prices] Bridge to 

Barbadoes and from Pryces [Prices] Bridge to Sawyers Place.  Although there is no 

specific start or end date recorded on the evidence form, it does represent 36 years from 

1977 to 2013, of which due to her age it is only fair to say that 16 years are relevant for 

the 1977 to 1997 period. 

(i) During this period she has lived in and visited the area believing that she has 

always had a right to use the Routes.  She further reports that she walked the 

Routes weekly and sometimes more frequently for pleasure and to visit friends.  

(ii) She describes the Routes as clearly defined tracks that have always run over the 

same alignment and which she has both kept to and wandered freely where to her 

knowledge there have never been any gates, locked gates or stiles across them.   

(iii) She recalls signposts but does not remember any other notices or signs on or 

near the way. 

(iv) She reports seeing her companions and other instances of people on foot, on 

cycles, motorbikes and occasionally a motor vehicle or a tractor.  She also recalls 

seeing her friend’s dad on a horse and trap once.  She confirms seeing Forestry 

Commission workers using the Routes. 

Comments 
(v) Miss C Simpson states that she has walked the Route believing the status of the 

Route to be a public footpath.  

(vi) Her reporting of motor vehicle use, although interesting, can now (due to the 

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

(vii) Therefore, as her evidence is based on walking and her observation other 

walkers, cyclists and on one occasion a horse drawn vehicle then this submission 

supports public footpath, bridleway and restricted byway rights. 
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Summary & comments Mr SMT Simpson 

1.1. Mr SMT Simpson [42], son of Mr & Mrs J Simpson (11 &14), reports walking, cycling 

and using motor vehicles for pleasure along the Route from Pryces[Prices] Bridge to 

Barbadoes and from Pryces [Prices] Bridge to Sawyers Place during the 1970s; 1980s; 

1990s; and 2000s to the present.  Although there is no specific start or end date 

recorded on the evidence form, it does represent 44 years from 1969 to 2013, of which 

20 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period.  

(i) During this period he has lived in and visited the area believing that he has always 

had a right to use the Routes.  He further reports that he walked, cycled and used 

motor vehicles on the Routes weekly up to the 2000s and  then later up to six 

times per year.  

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

run over the same alignment and that he has both kept to the path and wandered 

freely where to his knowledge there have never been any gates, locked gates or 

stiles across them.   

(iii) He recalls signposts but took little notice of them and does not remember any 

other notices or signs on or near the way. 

(iv) He reports seeing on the Routes other people on foot, cycles, motor vehicles and 

tractors.  He also recalls seeing Forestry Commission workers using the Routes. 

Comments 
(i) Mr SMT Simpson states that he has walked, cycled and used vehicles on the 

Routes but does not specify whether or not he believes the status of the Routes to 

be either footpath, bridleway, byway open to all traffic or restricted byway.   

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

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

(iii) Therefore, as his evidence is based on walking, cycling and his observation of 

signposts, other walkers and cyclist this submission supports public footpath and 

bridleway rights. 
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Summary & comments Dr Orchard-Webb  

1.1. Dr Orchard-Webb [43], reports walking, cycling and dog walking past High View house 

A[A] into the woods from Whitelye to Barbadoes then Tintern using the Routes marked 

A-C-D, [A-B-E-F and C-E ] and A-C-B, [A-B-C-D] for the period from 1996 to 2013.  

Although this covers 17 years, only one year is relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period.  An 

interview was conducted and he has marked on a map all the Routes used (Appendix 

6.36.8). 

(i) During this period he lived in the area and believed the status of the Routes to be 

public byways open to all traffic that he had a right to use them.  He further reports 

that he walked the Routes weekly “because there was a public footpath”.   

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

run over the same alignment and that he kept to the Routes that have to his 

knowledge never had gates, locked gates or stiles across them. 

(iii) He does not recall directional fingerpost, or any other notices or signs on or near 

the way, adding that “there were signs but can’t remember them”. 

(iv) He reports using the Routes with his wife and seeing other people on them. 

Comments 
(v) Dr Orchard-Webb states that he has walked and cycled the Routes believing the 

status to be byways open to all traffic.   

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

other walkers this submission supports public footpath and bridleway rights. 

01_13MOD_PB: Summary & comments User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 1 of 6) 
Appendix 6.36 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 
 01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 1 of 6) 

Appendix 6.36.1 
 



 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 2 of 6) 
Appendix 6.36.2 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 3 of 6) 

Appendix 6.36.3 
 



 
 
 

 

 

 
 
 

01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 4 of 6) 
Appendix 6.36.4 

 



 
 
 

 

 
 

 

01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 5 of 6) 
Appendix 6.36.5 

 



 
 
 

 

   
 

 

 

01_13MOD_PB: User Evidence Form - DR OW (43) (pg 6 of 6) 
Appendix 6.36.6 

 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

01_13MOD_PB: INTERVIEW QUESTION SHEETS: 2019 - DR OW (43) 
Appendix 6.36.7 

 



 
 
 

 

 

 

01_13MOD_PB: INTERVIEW QUESTION SHEETS: 2019 – DR OW (43) 
Appendix 6.36.8 

 



 
 
 

 

Summary & comments Mr M Watkins  

1.1. Mr M Watkins [44], reports walking and using a motor vehicle on the Routes from ACB 

[ABCD] to ACD [ABCEF] for a period from the late 1940s to 2013.  Although this covers 

73 years, of which 20 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period.  An interview was 

conducted and he stated that he recalled the “Path being well walked with a well-worn 

surface and width to show where the path ran”. 

(i) During this period he has lived in and visited the area believing the status of the 

Routes to be byways open to all traffic on which he had a right to use as 

“everyone used the roads and these paths”.  He further reports that he walked or 

drove a vehicle over the Routes most evenings during the summer.   

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

run over the same alignment and that he usually kept to them and had to his 

knowledge never seen gates, locked gates or stiles across them. 

(iii) He does recall directional fingerposts, appearing after the war but can’t remember 

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

(iv) He reports using the Routes with his wife and recognised the Crochetts who as 

adjacent landowners also used the Routes.  He adds that he saw other people 

walking, horse riders, horse drawn vehicles and others driving motor vehicles. 

(v) He states: 

“I used to ride tractors and vehicles through the road for many years.  There 

was never any indication that you couldn’t.  I used to haul wood through this 

path regularly.  I used to buy wood by the ton.  My wife and I went into the 

woods and walked the dog until 2013”. 

Comments 
(iv) Mr M Watkins states that he has walked and driven the Routes believing their 

status to be a byway open to all traffic.  

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

NERC Act 2006) no longer be evidence to prove the existence of public vehicular 

rights.   

(vi) Therefore, as his evidence is based on walking, his observation of signposts, other 

walkers, horse riders and horse drawn vehicles this submission supports public 

footpath, bridleway and restricted byway rights. 
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Summary & comments Prof. T D Howes  

1.1. Prof. T D Howes [45], reports walking/jogging for pleasure along the Routes from 

Whitelye to Botany Bay for a period from 1965 to 2013.  Although this covers 48 years, 

only 32 years are relevant for the 1977 to 1997 period.   

(i) During this period he has lived in the area and believed that he has had a right to 

walk the Routes.  He adds that he had a right to do so as he reports seeing 

vehicular tracks along the Routes.  He further reports that he has used the Routes 

approximately 20 times a year. 

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

run over the same alignment and that he usually kept to them and had to his 

knowledge never seen gates, locked gates or stiles across them. 

(iii) He does not recall directional fingerposts, or any other notices or signs on or near 

the way.   

(iv) He has not seen other people using the Routes. 

Comments 
(v) Prof. T D Howes states that he has walked and jogged the Route and believes the 

status of the Route is a byway open to all traffic.   

(vi) Although, he does report seeing vehicular tracks along the Route this evidence 

can now (due to the NERC Act 2006) no longer be used to prove the existence of 

public vehicular rights.   

(vii) Therefore, as his evidence is based on walking and jogging this submission 

supports public footpath rights. 
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Summary & comments Miss T Smithson 

1.1. Miss T Smithson [46], reports walking for pleasure along the Route from Whitelye Lane 

entering forest and turning right at point A to Botany Bay and Tintern for the period from 

1984 to 2013.  Although this covers 29 years, only 13 years are relevant for the 1977 to 

1997 period.   

(i) During this period she visited the area during the school holidays approximately 

three times a year and believed that she has always had a right to use the Route 

as “it was a forestry right of way” and “there were no obstructions through it”.   

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

run over the same alignment and that she has wandered freely between start and 

finish. She adds that to her knowledge there has never been any gates, locked 

gates or stiles across it.   

(iii) She does not recall directional fingerposts, any other notices or signs on or near 

the way. 

(iv) She reports walking the Route with her grandmother, aunt, mother and sisters in 

all her school holidays and again after her daughter was born. She adds that 

during the school holidays she regularly saw the postman, land rovers and tractors 

using the Route. 

Comments 
(v) Miss T Smithson states that she has walked the Route believing the status of the 

Route to be a byway open to all traffic having witnessed the use of the Route by 

motorised vehicles. 

(vi) Although she reports seeing motorised vehicles using the Route, this evidence 

can now (due to the NERC Act 2006) no longer be used to prove the existence of 

public vehicular rights.   

(vii) Therefore, as her evidence is based on walking and her observation other walkers 

this submission supports public footpath rights. 
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Summary & comments: Proforma Mr H G Sadler 

1.1. Mr Herbert George Sadler submitted on the 5th January 2015 a “Proforma” designed by 

interested parties to assist him in providing evidence. 

1.2. The “Proforma”, when compared with the formal user evidence forms omits important 

details such as date of birth, the place of local residence and the period in which the 

Routes were used.   Furthermore, the “Proforma” contains leading statements, such as 

“get back the land or open the paths”.  His statement of his use of the footpath 

381/122/1 is not the Route, A-C-B[A-B-C-D].  Therefore, his evidence cannot be taken 

into account.  

i)  “I am concerned that the area of forest around Prices Bridge has been blocked off 

and the tracks and footpaths though it closed.  I am also concerned that ownership 

of the forest has been claimed by Mr and Mr Talbot of Moor Farm as I have always 

believed it to be in the hands of the Forestry Commission and have never heard 

anyone suggest otherwise.” 

Comment:  
ii) The writer of the typed statements in this “Proforma” shows bias by expressing 

displeasure against the stealing of the land from the Forestry Commission. 

iii) “I know that when Moor Farm was owned by The Crokets [Crockets] they never did 

any work in the forest and I think this was because they never claimed ownership” 

Comment:  
iv) This is a statement of an opinion and is deemed as hearsay. 

v) “I lived in the area for about 18 years and I have used the track myself for access to 

Tintern to catch bus or train in winter. To fetch milk from Prossers Farm.  For 

shooting purposes – grey squirrels.  I remember the wood directly bordering the 

fields.” 

Comment:  
vi) It is difficult to determine from this description which route was actually used as 

there is a county unclassified road C51-9[CAMS381/51-4] that runs parallel to the 

Route, B-E-F and existing bridleway 381/20.  When the Routes are compared on 

the mapping the road C51-9[CAMS381/51-4] is more direct route while the existing 

bridleway 381/20 is more circuitous when nearing Tintern.  For the purposes of 

catching public transport the description suggests that the Route used was C51-

9[CAMS381/51-4]. 

vii) Furthermore, Mr Sadler may have lived in the area for 18 years but this information 

does not clarify which period.  

01_13MOD_PB: Summary & comments: Proforma HGS  
Appendix 6.41 



 
 
 

 

 

viii) The location of Prossers Farm and “the wood directly bordering the fields” is 

unknown and not marked on the mapping attached to his “Proforma”. 

ix) “Nobody has ever stopped me from using this path and it has never been blocked 

off until recently by the owner of Moor Farm. Until it was blocked off I know that the 

track was used by forestry workers, holiday makers staying in Tintern and all my 

family.” 

Comment 
x) The first sentence is leading the respondent. The second sentence refers to trades 

people, whose usage cannot be taken to establish public rights.  His knowledge that 

holiday makers and his family used the Routes has relevance. 

xi) Any further info that supports either the forestry ownership of the area or the public 

availability of the tracks.  The Chepstow Co-Op would deliver groceries by van to 

cottages at Barbadoes once per week via sandy cross then turn left – I used to go 

with the driver Mr Bob Cottrell. 

Comment 
xii) Again the statement is leading the respondent and the following description 

indicates use of the Route C51-9[CAMS381/51-4]. 

xiii) “Re: Footpath No.381/122/1:  My use of this footpath was mainly in the 1940s until I 

was called up in 1946 and demobbed in 1949.  We had vehicular access to the 

bottom fields but beyond that point it was footpath only.  We had no car as a family 

so used this footpath to Tintern to catch the bus to Chepstow and if the bus via 

Trelleck was not running because of snow then I had to catch the train to Troy 

Station in Monmouth to go to school.  We also used the garage in Tintern to re-

charge the accumulator for the wireless – life in the country was tough in those 

days! Signed Mr Sadler 5/1/2015.” 

Comment 
xiv) Mr Sadler has lived in the area during his childhood and it may be deduced that he 

was called up at 18 years of age. This is in keeping with point iii above where he 

reports that he had lived in the area for 18 years and had used the Routes to 

access public transport to attend school. 

xv) This statement reports his use of the footpath 381/122/1 which is not the Route, A-

C-B[A-B-C-D].  Therefore his evidence cannot be taken into account. 
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