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Deay Sir

wos anipathin Casile

Fam wiriting to youregarding ihe pra | chinge [ the Scorch 1

Hedingharm, on the grounds of loss of

ety

Hovment

that there is more atsiake incountry fnot;

1o hope you unde 5 then merely
gatting from Ato B, This right of way maans a great deal to the people of thisvillage. Thisis
by far the best footpath in Castle Hedingham and has been enjoyed by genarations.
proposed change will rob everyones enjoyment of this ancient right of way.

It currently goes straight across an open sunny hillside with an outstanding view at the tap.
he proposal is 1o confine walkers to the shady perimeter, beside trees, next to sorme sort of
drainage system. The new path will be shady and damp, creating complications with
slippery mud.

Itis a great disappointment to think of losing the feeling of striding up or down this lovely
pasture, with the sense of the wind and the open space. To be hemmed in the perimeter
destroys this feeling of joy in the open air.

It is shameful that the new owners can even propose this, Surely landowners have some
sense of stewardship over the land they own. 1urge you to block this change on behalf of
the vast mejority who love the countryside but dont earn the millions needed ta buy it.

Yours faithiully
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Alan Pascoe,
Definitive Map Seivice
Essex County Council
Sean House

2nd Floor

Victoria Road South
Chelmstord

Esgex

CMT 10H

Dear Mr Pascoe

I write as a local resident of Castle Hedingham with regards to the proposed moving of foatpath
25 known locally as Scotch Pasture to which | strongly object to.

| have lived in Castle Hedingham for 6 years and during my time here | have had the pleasure of
walking this path most days with my two dogs Winnie and Cooper. This path is a well used route
and the direction of travel can clearly be seen. The path takes you through the centre of the
pasture and although up hill, it is a far easier gradient to that being proposed.

The proposett new route would take the path along the wooded edge \which would require a lot of
maintenance in order to keep the path open to walkers. Also the gradient at the top edge of the
pasture, of the new proposed footpath, would be very difficult to manage for a vast number of
residents often seen walking this path. Further more when walking the path early morning you
often see rabbits and other wild life disappearing for cover along this edge of the pasture, right
where the proposed new footpath will be.

At the bottom end of the path during very wet days it becomes very waterlogged and muddy the
current path just about avoids the worst of the mud and as such remains passable however, the
proposed new route will take you through the worst of these conditions rendering it impassable.

Finally this path, though the centre of Scotch Pasture, is part of the Magna carter walk between
Hedingham Castle and Clare Castle which dates back hundreds of years. We cannot allow this
very important part of our history to be altered.

Nigel Pavely
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Dear Mr Roscoe,

I wish to objeci 1o the above public mmpam diversion. This paih was been
prasent for many many years. We have lived in the village for 25 years and
regularly use the path. As I'm sure you are aware it is part of the Magna Caria
route, an ancient fooipath.

It may seem a minor alieration however if you permit this change then where will it
stop? Which part of the path is nexi?

It’s rather ironic that the Magna Carta was all about irying to limit those with
power doing as they chose.

[zasex has a wonderful heritage and we need o do all we can to preserve ii. That
requires much more than policies and “warm” debaies aboui culiure. It requires

organisations such as EGC to act in the best interests of Essex’a proud heritage

and to be unswerving in its support.

FHowever sadly from what I've read your lawyers aren’t interesied in any of ithe
above; our heritage, our past our children’s future. So maybe | need io explain
myself according o section 119 of the highways Act 1980.

The Act permits the diverting a right of way where it can be shown that it’s ;-

expedient (necessary) in the interest of the relevant landowner andlor the
public te do seo (section 119), but only where;

{i) the diverted rouie would not be subsiantially less convenient fo the public;

anel
{ii) the diversion vwould not after the Termination (end point) of the paih,

(5



have on public cnjoyiment of e paili a5 g
< B talen nto account befors the arder is confiFimedd,

Objections andeyr 1980 Highway Aot s 119

1) Firstly thete @5 o teat for BOC TG prove that it s expediant i a‘i'i 50 wi‘i‘i;
regards 1o The landownet st or e poblic, Vi not awege ted such a o
hag been provern and i coriainly has not saiisiied the and/or tost o i_iH‘f
Patahelics.

) the proposed route is 51 du(unm\l\/.,u apor than the adsting path. T he new

rouie follows the side of the hill that our children used to use for sledging.

We have many elderly residentis in the village who enjoy walking their dogs.
They can manage the current paih which is gradual, but will not mannge the
far steaper proposed paih. | would recomimend thai you come out any day
of the weeak and this will quickly becorme apparent.

Thus the prosed diversion fails on point ii above.

3) My final objection is that the prosed path border the small wood beiween
the field and the Castle. There are many over hanging trees and it is noi
uncommon for branches to come down in that part of the field; thus making
it difficuli io walk,

We have a young dog who walks quite happily up the middle of the field,
however as you approach the woods dogs pick up many scenis and are
much more difficuli to conirol. This is clearly a subjeciive test however there
is no doubt that moving the path would make the walk more challenging and
less enjoyable,

I trust my objections are clear; however my final point is thal this whole process
fills me with a deep sadness. The residents of Castle Hedingham love their village
and want to preserve it for future generations. The debaie shouldn't be about the
1980 Act, it shouldn’t be about taking away from the environment it should be
about enhancing it, celebrating whai we have.

Expedient ; after eight hundrecty
(

Thanks for you

Yours,

Dr Paul Zollinger-
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Alan Roscoe,
Definitive Map Service
Essex County Council
Seax House

2" Floor

Victoria Road South
Chelmsford 4t August 2022
CM11QH

Re Diversion of Footpath 25 (Pye Corner to Rosemary Lane) Castle Hedingham

Dear Sir,

[ write to object to the Made Order by Essex County Council to divert Footpath 25
under Highways Act 1980 Section 119.

The objection is that, in accordance to Sub-Section 6 (a), the path will be
substantially less convenient to the public as a consequence of the diversion to the
path as there is a significantly steeper slope on the diversion than the current path.
The current path is quite steep towards the Rosemary Lane end while the slope of
the proposed diversion is twice as steep. | would note that there is a wire fence
across the width of Scotch Pasture towards the Rosemary Lane end which divides
the field in two and cuts across the line of the proposed diversion

This footpath is frequently used by local residents and features on Essex walking
maps both printed and on-line.

I now live in Sudbury, although | was a resident of Castle Hedingham for 27 years,
and frequently return to walk my dog around the footpaths the area. This is another
instance of changing the routes of footpaths without due regard to the feelings and
wishes of the residents. A few years ago, the footpath in Churchfields was blocked
off when a landowner decided to fence the field. The footpath was rerouted but there
was no order made under the Highways Act to ratify the diversion and | was told that
the change to the route was 'de minimis’.

Yours sincerely,

(RO
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Alan Roscoe
Definitive Map Service
Fasex Covnty Council
Seax House - 2 Floor
Victoria Road South
Chelmsioid

Fasex CMT TOH

21 August 2022

Dear Mr Roscoe

OBJECT'ON TO THE APPLICATION TO DIVERT FOOTPATH 25, CASTLE HEDINGHAM

This foctpath is part of the historic Magna Carta Way, an important part of our heritage and
can see no good reason why it needs to be moved. If the new owners want to use the field
to graze livestock then they don't need to move the fooipath to do this — other local farmers
who own the land nearest to the field in question all have footpaths running through their
fields which are home at various fime to cows and sheep. As the field in question is ancient

pasturcsand, | do not believe itis permitted to be used for any other reason,

A coupl» of years ago, there was an incident at the bottom of the existing footpath when my
very large and clumsy labradoodle ran over to someone we knew to collect a dog biscuit and
accidentally knocked that person over. Unfortunately, the elderly gentleman concerned fell
awkwal dly and broke his leg. | witnessed first-hand the difficulties faced by the ambulance
crew or that occasion when they had to employ the services of several local farmers to help
them c: rry the trolley across the grass.

Fcan say with absolute cevtainty that it an accident occurs when the footpath is moved to the
new, proposed location (and fenced in), it will be almost impossible for emergency services
to reach an injured person. This is because the proposed location for the new footpath is
steeper and muddier than the current location. This will also malce it much more difficult for
the eldcrly, disabled or anyone with a pushchair to use it.

In addit 'on, the proposed lacation of the new footpath is next to overgrown woodland with
overharging hranches, We have seen lrom other treefined footpaths in ithe village that these
are regularly blocked for several days at a time when trees and hranches come dawn. Also,

o,



fovicing in the Tooipath so vhal tooiiall is concentraied across o narrow aves will raean dhai

thestootpattowill hecone s ‘mudpath’ very quickly, notleast hecause it rins slong o old diveh

line. By contrast, the current location is across open grassland, requires no maintenance and

is always accessible.

the eldarly sentleman who broke his teg s just one of many villigeirs who are stionpgly
opposed to moving the footpath, I a recent conversation he mentioned that this was an

ancient route used to transport coffins. Lunderstand that local historians also have evidence

of ancient ‘harrows” or burial mounds in Scotch Pastuyes.

Kelocating the footpath will also disturh a great deat of wildlife that lives on the edge of the
wood and in the undergrowih at the side of the field including woadpeckers, lizards and foxes.

My objections can therefore be summarised as follows:

(]

the footpath is part of the historic Magna Carta Way, a stone's throw from Hedingham
Castle (one of the most important Norman huildings in England), in the village of Castle
redingham which is a Special Landscape Area - see

hiipss S brantivec, gov. uk/downloads/file/1703/castle-hedingham-villagoe
i

wipri-siaienient . 1t therefore needs to be retained in its present location to preserve
our heritage and to adhere to our Village Design Strategy.

et

the proposed location for the new footpath is much steeper than the current location
which will make it very difficult for the elderly or disabled to use it (or anyone with a
pushchair). This also contradicts ECC's Green Essex Strategy 2019 document in which
one of the stated objectives is to "Increase use and inclusivity of green infrastructure
across all social groups and abilities". hitips://consultations.essex

stratepy/supporting docnnents/Green Essex Strategy 30042019% 201 pdl

Jov.uk/rei/preen:

relocating the footpath will make access for emergency services almost impossible;
relocating the footpath will disturb local wildlife;

the view of the swrounding landscape from the proposed, new location is
substantially inferior being much darker and obstructed by trees (see enclosed
photos).

the proposed location for the new footpath run along an old ditch line and abuts
overgrown woodland with overhanging branches and tangled
undergrowth. Relocating the footpath will mean that it is very likely to become
nlocked, slippery and dangerous following bad weather;

'he relocation will therefore be in contravention of The Highways Act 1980, Section
119(6) which says "The path will not be substantially less convenient to the public in
sonsequence of the diversion."

135
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