
















From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 21 January 2021 16:32:04

Hi 
I’ve passed this to the Public Path Orders Officer, , who should be in a position to
provide you with some answers.

From:  
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:24
To:  
Subject: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Understand you are in a meeting, so thought best to send an E-mail:
Have just seen the attached Diversion Order and unable to find this notice or any additional
information on your website and would appreciate if you could advise on my following
questions:
My questions are:

Can we view the application on line as was unable to find on your website.
Why do they want to re-route the footpath as existing route has been used for many
years.
If the footpath is re-routed would they have to make the footpath a suitable standard as
the fields in this area can be very water logged in winter.
If we wish to make comments can these be submitted on line or my E-mail or must they
be submitted by letter as given in the notice

I am a member of a couple of local walking groups and  the Newent Strollers and
will circulate your answers to my fellow walkers.
Many thanks and look forward to hearing from you shortly.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 21 January 2021 16:37:11

Dear 
Many thanks for your reply, look forward to hearing from  shortly.
Kind regards

From: 
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:32
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Hi 
I’ve passed this to the Public Path Orders Officer, , who should be in a position to
provide you with some answers.

From:  
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:24
To:  
Subject: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Understand you are in a meeting, so thought best to send an E-mail:
Have just seen the attached Diversion Order and unable to find this notice or any additional
information on your website and would appreciate if you could advise on my following
questions:
My questions are:

Can we view the application on line as was unable to find on your website.
Why do they want to re-route the footpath as existing route has been used for many
years.
If the footpath is re-routed would they have to make the footpath a suitable standard as
the fields in this area can be very water logged in winter.
If we wish to make comments can these be submitted on line or my E-mail or must they
be submitted by letter as given in the notice

I am a member of a couple of local walking groups and  the Newent Strollers and
will circulate your answers to my fellow walkers.
Many thanks and look forward to hearing from you shortly.

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 22 January 2021 10:02:09
Attachments: Sealed order GNE 96 diversion.pdf

Sealed order GNE 208 extinguishment.pdf
Made Order notice GNE 96 diversion.pdf
Made order notice GNE 208 extinguishment.pdf
Statement of reasons GNE 96 and 208 July 2020.pdf

Dear 
Your enquiry regarding the proposed diversion of footpath GNE 96 and extinguishment of part of
footpath GNE 208 has been passed to me to respond.
I will respond to your questions below:

1. The application by the landowner is not made available to the public, except in response
to a Freedom of Information request, where it would be redacted as appropriate. Public
Path Orders are not currently available to view on Gloucestershire County Council’s
website. I have attached a copy of both orders and the order notices; please let me know
if you would like me to post a copy to you, however this wouldn’t be until the end of
next week as I am only attending the office periodically because of Covid restrictions. If
any member of the Newent Strollers or other walking groups would like a copy they can
contact me by email or on the telephone number at the bottom of this email to request
this.

2. The footpath is being diverted in the interest of the landowner for health and safety
reasons. The existing route runs through the busy farmyard where a large number of
heavy agricultural vehicles operate; a health and safety audit carried out by the NFU
identified significant safety issues for walkers. I have attached a statement of reasons
which explains in more detail the reasons for the diversion.

3. The land around The Moat can get waterlogged in places, however my colleague who is
the Public Rights of Way Area Officer for Newent and I have been involved in discussions
with the landowner about the suitability of the new route and we are satisfied that the
proposed new route is suitable for walkers. The new path would cross a field to the west
of the farm buildings that is currently planted with blackcurrant bushes, before crossing
a ditch, where the landowner will install a new bridge. The path then crosses the track
and follows the edge of a field and skirts the pond before re-joining the existing track to
the south of the farm buildings. The landowner has agreed to provide a level, firm and
mown grass path for the proposed diversion route to the west of the farm buildings. The
Area Officer would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for
the public to use before the diversion is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of a
footpath diversion, and once an order is confirmed the diverted route becomes the new
legal line of the path. Appropriate footpath signs would be installed to direct walkers
along the new route prior to the diversion being confirmed.

4. Any objections, comments or representations about the orders can be made by email to
me or to the Principal Public Rights of Way Officer , or by post, addressed to

 at the address on the attached order notices, and must be received by 11th

February.
Please let me know if you have any further questions or require any more information.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
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From:
To:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 22 January 2021 11:49:57

Dear 
Many thanks for your reply, much appreciated.
Regards

From: 
Sent: 22 January 2021 10:02
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear ,
Your enquiry regarding the proposed diversion of footpath GNE 96 and extinguishment of part of
footpath GNE 208 has been passed to me to respond.
I will respond to your questions below:

1. The application by the landowner is not made available to the public, except in response
to a Freedom of Information request, where it would be redacted as appropriate. Public
Path Orders are not currently available to view on Gloucestershire County Council’s
website. I have attached a copy of both orders and the order notices; please let me know
if you would like me to post a copy to you, however this wouldn’t be until the end of next
week as I am only attending the office periodically because of Covid restrictions. If any
member of the Newent Strollers or other walking groups would like a copy they can
contact me by email or on the telephone number at the bottom of this email to request
this.

2. The footpath is being diverted in the interest of the landowner for health and safety
reasons. The existing route runs through the busy farmyard where a large number of
heavy agricultural vehicles operate; a health and safety audit carried out by the NFU
identified significant safety issues for walkers. I have attached a statement of reasons
which explains in more detail the reasons for the diversion.

3. The land around The Moat can get waterlogged in places, however my colleague who is
the Public Rights of Way Area Officer for Newent and I have been involved in discussions
with the landowner about the suitability of the new route and we are satisfied that the
proposed new route is suitable for walkers. The new path would cross a field to the west
of the farm buildings that is currently planted with blackcurrant bushes, before crossing a
ditch, where the landowner will install a new bridge. The path then crosses the track and
follows the edge of a field and skirts the pond before re-joining the existing track to the
south of the farm buildings. The landowner has agreed to provide a level, firm and mown
grass path for the proposed diversion route to the west of the farm buildings. The Area
Officer would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for the
public to use before the diversion is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of a
footpath diversion, and once an order is confirmed the diverted route becomes the new
legal line of the path. Appropriate footpath signs would be installed to direct walkers
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along the new route prior to the diversion being confirmed.
4. Any objections, comments or representations about the orders can be made by email to

me or to the Principal Public Rights of Way Officer , or by post, addressed to

 at the address on the attached order notices, and must be received by 11th

February.
Please let me know if you have any further questions or require any more information.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 

From:  
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:37
To: 

 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Many thanks for your reply, look forward to hearing from  shortly.
Kind regards

From: 
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:32
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Hi 
I’ve passed this to the Public Path Orders Officer, , who should be in a position to
provide you with some answers.

From:  
Sent: 21 January 2021 16:24
To:  
Subject: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Understand you are in a meeting, so thought best to send an E-mail:
Have just seen the attached Diversion Order and unable to find this notice or any additional
information on your website and would appreciate if you could advise on my following
questions:
My questions are:

Can we view the application on line as was unable to find on your website.
Why do they want to re-route the footpath as existing route has been used for many
years.
If the footpath is re-routed would they have to make the footpath a suitable standard as
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the fields in this area can be very water logged in winter.
If we wish to make comments can these be submitted on line or my E-mail or must they
be submitted by letter as given in the notice

I am a member of a couple of local walking groups and  the Newent Strollers and
will circulate your answers to my fellow walkers.
Many thanks and look forward to hearing from you shortly.

 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for 
the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take any 
action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but it 
is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and Gloucestershire 
County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
 
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for 
the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take any 
action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but it 
is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and Gloucestershire 
County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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From:
To:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 06 February 2021 10:19:10

Dear 
Many thanks for the additional information which I have circulated to my walking friends who
will be replying individually if they have any concerns or objections.
Please find below the Objections / Concerns  have on the footpath being re-routed:
Objection to Public Path GNE / 96 / TH Diversion Order 2020
Our Objections are as follows:
This footpath has been in existence for many years.
The present owner of The Moat would have known of the footpath existence when they took
over the ownership.
A footpath should not be re-routed just to suit the convenience of the owner; however, we
appreciate footpath users and landowners should respect each other.
You mention that the request has been made for health and safety reasons as heavy agriculture
vehicles operate in the farmyard which is described as busy.
When we have walked through the farmyard, we have not had any safety concerns and have not
seen many, if any vehicles in operation and assume these vehicles are mainly used during the
harvest time. An easy solution would be for the owner to mark a safe route through the
farmyard and naturally the machinery operator would be paying attention while operating the
vehicles.
While we believe it is unnecessary to re-route the footpath, we would have concerns that if it
was re-routed the route for the new footpath would become waterlogged in winter or following
heavy rain. We appreciate you have mentioned that the owner will make the new footpath “a
level, firm and mown grass path”. Does the word “Firm” mean not waterlogged and do they
undertake to indefinitely upkeep this revised section of the path. As the area can be waterlogged
could the footpath be raised as well as firm.
Please let me know if you require any clarification to the above objections and we trust this helps
you come to the correct future of this footpath.
Many Thanks

4.2.7



From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 10 February 2021 15:10:10

Dear ,
I acknowledge receipt of the objection from  and yourself to the proposed diversion of
Footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
I will pass your comments onto the landowner, but will remove any reference to your identity or
personal details.
The diversion has been requested for reasons of safety and security, together with the needs of
agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under the
Highways Act, specifically Section 119.
When I visited the site recently on a weekday I observed several large lorries operating in the
vicinity of footpath GNE 96, and it might be that the amount of heavy farm machinery and traffic
varies on different days or at certain times of the year, so some walkers might have a different

experience of using the path to others. As I explained in my email to you of 22nd January, a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether the
footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard. There are also potential
bio-contamination risks with walkers and dogs passing through the yard where arable crops are
stored. As you can see, there are valid reasons for diverting the path away from the farmyard.
I will follow up with the landowner on your concerns about potential waterlogging on the
proposed new route. The landowner has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of
the barns, which includes the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In
addition they have confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion
route in order to ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  would
inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for use before the diversion
order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion process; when an order is
confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path. The landowner would then be
responsible for maintaining the path in a useable condition for walkers.
I’m unsure how practical it would be for the landowner to provide a raised path, as the cost of
doing so might be prohibitive, but I will pass your suggestion on to them.
It might be helpful to visit the site together once lockdown restrictions are eased so that we can
have a look at the proposed route in conjunction with my colleague , whom I have
copied into this email.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any more information or have any queries.
Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 06 February 2021 10:19
To: 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
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Dear 
Many thanks for the additional information which I have circulated to my walking friends who
will be replying individually if they have any concerns or objections.
Please find below the Objections / Concerns  have on the footpath being re-routed:
Objection to Public Path GNE / 96 / TH Diversion Order 2020
Our Objections are as follows:
This footpath has been in existence for many years.
The present owner of The Moat would have known of the footpath existence when they took
over the ownership.
A footpath should not be re-routed just to suit the convenience of the owner; however, we
appreciate footpath users and landowners should respect each other.
You mention that the request has been made for health and safety reasons as heavy agriculture
vehicles operate in the farmyard which is described as busy.
When we have walked through the farmyard, we have not had any safety concerns and have not
seen many, if any vehicles in operation and assume these vehicles are mainly used during the
harvest time. An easy solution would be for the owner to mark a safe route through the
farmyard and naturally the machinery operator would be paying attention while operating the
vehicles.
While we believe it is unnecessary to re-route the footpath, we would have concerns that if it
was re-routed the route for the new footpath would become waterlogged in winter or following
heavy rain. We appreciate you have mentioned that the owner will make the new footpath “a
level, firm and mown grass path”. Does the word “Firm” mean not waterlogged and do they
undertake to indefinitely upkeep this revised section of the path. As the area can be waterlogged
could the footpath be raised as well as firm.
Please let me know if you require any clarification to the above objections and we trust this helps
you come to the correct future of this footpath.
Many Thanks
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 10 February 2021 15:47:09

Dear 
Many thanks for your reply.
I work in an industrial and process industry in which there can be many hazards. In addition have
carried our risk assessments to determine safe working practices while still getting the job done
and not introducing unnecessary precautions. Appreciate a farm yard has a potential risk and the
easy solution is to divert the footpath around the farmyard.
Thank you for passing on my concerns to the landowner hopefully they will not think that adding
hardcore to the proposed footpath route to raise and prevent becoming waterlogged not
unreasonable for achieving a walker free area for their busy farmyard.
More than happy to visit the site with your colleague  to see the proposed new route.
Once again thanks for keeping me informed and our objections / concerns are only made so we
can all remain heathy by walking and to enjoy the countryside.
Many Thanks

From: 
Sent: 10 February 2021 15:10
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear ,
I acknowledge receipt of the objection from  and yourself to the proposed diversion of
Footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
I will pass your comments onto the landowner, but will remove any reference to your identity or
personal details.
The diversion has been requested for reasons of safety and security, together with the needs of
agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under the
Highways Act, specifically Section 119.
When I visited the site recently on a weekday I observed several large lorries operating in the
vicinity of footpath GNE 96, and it might be that the amount of heavy farm machinery and traffic
varies on different days or at certain times of the year, so some walkers might have a different

experience of using the path to others. As I explained in my email to you of 22nd January, a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether the
footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard. There are also potential
bio-contamination risks with walkers and dogs passing through the yard where arable crops are
stored. As you can see, there are valid reasons for diverting the path away from the farmyard.
I will follow up with the landowner on your concerns about potential waterlogging on the
proposed new route. The landowner has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of
the barns, which includes the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In
addition they have confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion
route in order to ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  would
inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for use before the diversion
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order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion process; when an order is
confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path. The landowner would then be
responsible for maintaining the path in a useable condition for walkers.
I’m unsure how practical it would be for the landowner to provide a raised path, as the cost of
doing so might be prohibitive, but I will pass your suggestion on to them.
It might be helpful to visit the site together once lockdown restrictions are eased so that we can
have a look at the proposed route in conjunction with my colleague , whom I have
copied into this email.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any more information or have any queries.
Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 

From:  
Sent: 06 February 2021 10:19
To: 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Many thanks for the additional information which I have circulated to my walking friends who
will be replying individually if they have any concerns or objections.
Please find below the Objections / Concerns  and I have on the footpath being re-routed:
Objection to Public Path GNE / 96 / TH Diversion Order 2020
Our Objections are as follows:
This footpath has been in existence for many years.
The present owner of The Moat would have known of the footpath existence when they took
over the ownership.
A footpath should not be re-routed just to suit the convenience of the owner; however, we
appreciate footpath users and landowners should respect each other.
You mention that the request has been made for health and safety reasons as heavy agriculture
vehicles operate in the farmyard which is described as busy.
When we have walked through the farmyard, we have not had any safety concerns and have not
seen many, if any vehicles in operation and assume these vehicles are mainly used during the
harvest time. An easy solution would be for the owner to mark a safe route through the
farmyard and naturally the machinery operator would be paying attention while operating the
vehicles.
While we believe it is unnecessary to re-route the footpath, we would have concerns that if it
was re-routed the route for the new footpath would become waterlogged in winter or following
heavy rain. We appreciate you have mentioned that the owner will make the new footpath “a
level, firm and mown grass path”. Does the word “Firm” mean not waterlogged and do they
undertake to indefinitely upkeep this revised section of the path. As the area can be waterlogged
could the footpath be raised as well as firm.
Please let me know if you require any clarification to the above objections and we trust this helps
you come to the correct future of this footpath.
Many Thanks
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_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for 
the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take any 
action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but it 
is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and Gloucestershire 
County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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From:
To:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 13 April 2021 14:04:41
Attachments: GNE 96, 208 order map.pdf

Dear ,
 
My colleague  and I have recently had a meeting with the landowner to discuss
the proposal to divert part of footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
 
As explained previously, the diversion order has been made under section 119 of the Highways
Act 1980, in the interests of the landowner, who has serious concerns about the health and
safety of walkers crossing the farmyard when following the definitive path. At the height of the
harvest season, up to 20 articulated lorries visit the farm on a daily basis. There are also 3 large
telescopic handlers with limited visibility which are used to move materials around the yard, as
well as numerous tractor, trailer and other machinery movements. A National Farmers’ Union
health and safety audit has recommended that the footpath be diverted away from the
farmyard.
 
We raised your concerns about the surface of the proposed new path with the landowner, and
he has agreed to put some stone down on two sections of the proposed diversion route in order
to improve the surface and prevent it from becoming waterlogged. The areas that will have a
stone surface are a section to the north of the barns close to point E, where the diversion route
leaves the concrete track, and a section to the west of the barns close to point D, where the
proposed diversion route approaches the bridge over the ditch. I have attached a copy of the
order map so that you can see the areas I am referring to.
 
Grass has started to grow on the new path around the pond area, and now that the soil has had
a chance to dry out, the grass will also have a chance to grow on the area between D and E
where the blackcurrant bushes have been removed. The landowner also discovered that there
was an issue with a blocked drain to the west of the barns which was causing the area to become
saturated; the drain has now been repaired and this has improved the drainage in that area.  
 
It is also worth pointing out that last winter was exceptionally wet and many footpaths became
much muddier than would normally be the case.
 
Although not directly related to the diversion proposal, the landowner has installed new speed
signs along the concrete track leading to Culver Street to improve safety for walkers. 
 
Having considered all of the above you may wish to withdraw your objection; if this is the case
please let me know. If you would still like to meet me on site please let me know and we can
arrange a suitable date.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
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The diversion has been requested for reasons of safety and security, together with the needs of
agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under the
Highways Act, specifically Section 119.

When I visited the site recently on a weekday I observed several large lorries operating in the
vicinity of footpath GNE 96, and it might be that the amount of heavy farm machinery and traffic
varies on different days or at certain times of the year, so some walkers might have a different

experience of using the path to others. As I explained in my email to you of 22nd January, a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether the
footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard. There are also potential
bio-contamination risks with walkers and dogs passing through the yard where arable crops are
stored. As you can see, there are valid reasons for diverting the path away from the farmyard.

I will follow up with the landowner on your concerns about potential waterlogging on the
proposed new route. The landowner has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of
the barns, which includes the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In
addition they have confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion
route in order to ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  would
inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for use before the diversion
order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion process; when an order is
confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path. The landowner would then be
responsible for maintaining the path in a useable condition for walkers.

I’m unsure how practical it would be for the landowner to provide a raised path, as the cost of
doing so might be prohibitive, but I will pass your suggestion on to them.

It might be helpful to visit the site together once lockdown restrictions are eased so that we can
have a look at the proposed route in conjunction with my colleague , whom I have
copied into this email.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any more information or have any queries.

Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 

From:  
Sent: 06 February 2021 10:19
To
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Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
 
Dear 
 
Many thanks for the additional information which I have circulated to my walking friends who
will be replying individually if they have any concerns or objections.
 
Please find below the Objections / Concerns  and I have on the footpath being re-routed:
 
Objection to Public Path GNE / 96 / TH Diversion Order 2020
 
Our Objections are as follows:
 
This footpath has been in existence for many years.
 
The present owner of The Moat would have known of the footpath existence when they took
over the ownership.
 
A footpath should not be re-routed just to suit the convenience of the owner; however, we
appreciate footpath users and landowners should respect each other.
 
You mention that the request has been made for health and safety reasons as heavy agriculture
vehicles operate in the farmyard which is described as busy.
 
When we have walked through the farmyard, we have not had any safety concerns and have not
seen many, if any vehicles in operation and assume these vehicles are mainly used during the
harvest time. An easy solution would be for the owner to mark a safe route through the
farmyard and naturally the machinery operator would be paying attention while operating the
vehicles.
 
While we believe it is unnecessary to re-route the footpath, we would have concerns that if it
was re-routed the route for the new footpath would become waterlogged in winter or following
heavy rain. We appreciate you have mentioned that the owner will make the new footpath “a
level, firm and mown grass path”. Does the word “Firm” mean not waterlogged and do they
undertake to indefinitely upkeep this revised section of the path. As the area can be waterlogged
could the footpath be raised as well as firm.
 
Please let me know if you require any clarification to the above objections and we trust this helps
you come to the correct future of this footpath.
 
 
Many Thanks
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From:
To:
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Date: 20 April 2021 18:21:11

Dear 
Many thanks for the update and good to hear that the landowner has agreed to put some stones
down to prevent the path from becoming waterlogged.
Assume clear signage will also be put up when the path takes it’s new route as so many people
are used to going through the yard.
Expect you noticed on your visit that the footpath is not clearly marked when it goes through the
yard.
With the above in place do not have an objection to the patch being re-routed.
Thanks for keeping me informed.
Kind regards

From: 
Sent: 13 April 2021 14:04
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear ,
My colleague  and I have recently had a meeting with the landowner to discuss
the proposal to divert part of footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
As explained previously, the diversion order has been made under section 119 of the Highways
Act 1980, in the interests of the landowner, who has serious concerns about the health and
safety of walkers crossing the farmyard when following the definitive path. At the height of the
harvest season, up to 20 articulated lorries visit the farm on a daily basis. There are also 3 large
telescopic handlers with limited visibility which are used to move materials around the yard, as
well as numerous tractor, trailer and other machinery movements. A National Farmers’ Union
health and safety audit has recommended that the footpath be diverted away from the
farmyard.
We raised your concerns about the surface of the proposed new path with the landowner, and
he has agreed to put some stone down on two sections of the proposed diversion route in order
to improve the surface and prevent it from becoming waterlogged. The areas that will have a
stone surface are a section to the north of the barns close to point E, where the diversion route
leaves the concrete track, and a section to the west of the barns close to point D, where the
proposed diversion route approaches the bridge over the ditch. I have attached a copy of the
order map so that you can see the areas I am referring to.
Grass has started to grow on the new path around the pond area, and now that the soil has had
a chance to dry out, the grass will also have a chance to grow on the area between D and E
where the blackcurrant bushes have been removed. The landowner also discovered that there
was an issue with a blocked drain to the west of the barns which was causing the area to become
saturated; the drain has now been repaired and this has improved the drainage in that area.
It is also worth pointing out that last winter was exceptionally wet and many footpaths became
much muddier than would normally be the case.
Although not directly related to the diversion proposal, the landowner has installed new speed
signs along the concrete track leading to Culver Street to improve safety for walkers.
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Having considered all of the above you may wish to withdraw your objection; if this is the case
please let me know. If you would still like to meet me on site please let me know and we can
arrange a suitable date.
Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 

From:  
Sent: 10 February 2021 15:47
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Many thanks for your reply.
I work in an industrial and process industry in which there can be many hazards. In addition have
carried our risk assessments to determine safe working practices while still getting the job done
and not introducing unnecessary precautions. Appreciate a farm yard has a potential risk and the
easy solution is to divert the footpath around the farmyard.
Thank you for passing on my concerns to the landowner hopefully they will not think that adding
hardcore to the proposed footpath route to raise and prevent becoming waterlogged not
unreasonable for achieving a walker free area for their busy farmyard.
More than happy to visit the site with your colleague  to see the proposed new route.
Once again thanks for keeping me informed and our objections / concerns are only made so we
can all remain heathy by walking and to enjoy the countryside.
Many Thanks

From: 
Sent: 10 February 2021 15:10
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear ,
I acknowledge receipt of the objection  to the proposed diversion of
Footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
I will pass your comments onto the landowner, but will remove any reference to your identity or
personal details.
The diversion has been requested for reasons of safety and security, together with the needs of
agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under the
Highways Act, specifically Section 119.
When I visited the site recently on a weekday I observed several large lorries operating in the
vicinity of footpath GNE 96, and it might be that the amount of heavy farm machinery and traffic
varies on different days or at certain times of the year, so some walkers might have a different

experience of using the path to others. As I explained in my email to you of 22nd January, a
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health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether the
footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard. There are also potential
bio-contamination risks with walkers and dogs passing through the yard where arable crops are
stored. As you can see, there are valid reasons for diverting the path away from the farmyard.
I will follow up with the landowner on your concerns about potential waterlogging on the
proposed new route. The landowner has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of
the barns, which includes the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In
addition they have confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion
route in order to ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  would
inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for use before the diversion
order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion process; when an order is
confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path. The landowner would then be
responsible for maintaining the path in a useable condition for walkers.
I’m unsure how practical it would be for the landowner to provide a raised path, as the cost of
doing so might be prohibitive, but I will pass your suggestion on to them.
It might be helpful to visit the site together once lockdown restrictions are eased so that we can
have a look at the proposed route in conjunction with my colleague , whom I have
copied into this email.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any more information or have any queries.
Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel:
Email: 

From:  
Sent: 06 February 2021 10:19
To: 
Subject: RE: Footpath GNE 96 Diversion Order 2020 Dated 14th January 2020
Dear 
Many thanks for the additional information which I have circulated to my walking friends who
will be replying individually if they have any concerns or objections.
Please find below the Objections / Concerns  on the footpath being re-routed:
Objection to Public Path GNE / 96 / TH Diversion Order 2020
Our Objections are as follows:
This footpath has been in existence for many years.
The present owner of The Moat would have known of the footpath existence when they took
over the ownership.
A footpath should not be re-routed just to suit the convenience of the owner; however, we
appreciate footpath users and landowners should respect each other.
You mention that the request has been made for health and safety reasons as heavy agriculture
vehicles operate in the farmyard which is described as busy.
When we have walked through the farmyard, we have not had any safety concerns and have not
seen many, if any vehicles in operation and assume these vehicles are mainly used during the
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harvest time. An easy solution would be for the owner to mark a safe route through the
farmyard and naturally the machinery operator would be paying attention while operating the
vehicles.
While we believe it is unnecessary to re-route the footpath, we would have concerns that if it
was re-routed the route for the new footpath would become waterlogged in winter or following
heavy rain. We appreciate you have mentioned that the owner will make the new footpath “a
level, firm and mown grass path”. Does the word “Firm” mean not waterlogged and do they
undertake to indefinitely upkeep this revised section of the path. As the area can be waterlogged
could the footpath be raised as well as firm.
Please let me know if you require any clarification to the above objections and we trust this helps
you come to the correct future of this footpath.
Many Thanks

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
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It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services 
online. 

Please note: 

Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised 
to deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY. 

All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at 
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-
highways-report-it/

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _
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Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online. 

Please note: 

Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to 
deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY. 

All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at 
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: FW: GNE 96 The Moat Newent
Date: 18 January 2021 12:22:33
Attachments: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent.msg

Dear ,

I apologise that you did not receive a response to your email of 22nd November 2019.

I believe you initially emailed  with your suggestion for an alternative route on 11th

August 2019.  put your proposal to the landowner and responded to you by email on 1st

November 2019; I have attached a copy of that email.

I will respond separately to your email of 22nd November 2019.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 18 January 2021 08:37
To: 
Subject: FW: GNE 96 The Moat Newent

Have you stumbled across  alternative proposal?

From:  
Sent: 17 January 2021 17:37
To:  
Cc:  
Subject: GNE 96 The Moat Newent

 corresponded with me in 2019 about proposed diversions at The Moat,
Newent.

Since an order had been made I have reviewed the past correspondence and note that I
have not received acknowledgment,

or comment, to a suggested alternative route I put forward in my email of 22 November
2019!

Comment on this by the applicant, and your self (in  absence), would be helpful
in my consideration of my stance

regarding the proposed diversion.

regards
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From:
To:
Subject: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent
Date: 01 November 2019 09:27:29
Attachments: Landowner comments.docx

The Moat Proposed FP diversion_landowner comments.pdf

Dear 
Sorry about the previous email it went without any prompting from me, technology - don’t you
just love it.
Anyway, my apologies for leaving this so long. I put your thoughts to the landowner and he has
responded as per the attached comments and associated map. He is happy and prepared to
provide a level, firm and mown grass path on the west side of the farm. This would help to keep
walkers a safe distance from the farm traffic.
Would you let me have your thoughts.
Regards.

Public Rights of Way
Public Path Order Officer
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
e-mail: 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.

4.2.8



Unfortunately, the proposal which you have suggested would not help to alleviate the safety 
concerns which we have with the current footpath route as the area which I have identified outlined 
in green are all areas where at times of the year we have heavy farm traffic and forklift truck 
maneuvers. Even with footpaths pinned to the fence line, in reality, members of the public tend to 
walk in the vicinity of the footpath, not on it and for this reason we could not accept your proposal. 

Furthermore, as someone who knows how the footpaths are used, many people walking from the 
west on footpath GNE 208 like to make their way back to Newent and therefore would want to be 
able to walk from D - E as indicated on my map. Members of the public from Kents Green or May Hill 
similarly like to use the route from D - C. 

We are not wanting to reduce access to The Moat by footpath users but we are wanting to ensure 
that we have safe routes for them to use and hopefully a more enjoyable experience then they are 
currently having at the moment where they are having to negotiate their way past large agricultural 
machines, forklift trucks and articulated lorries. 

With regard to the concerns which the Open Space Society have, it should be noted that the track 
which has been proposed is often more muddy then the track we are proposing. Furthermore, it 
should also be noted that, if our proposed route is agreeable, that we will also be undertaking works 
to ensure the route is freely passable for walkers. It is not currently in the condition which I would 
expect it to be in prior to any diversion taking place. A suitable bridge would be installed at point D 
and the route from D - E would be level and free from any water logging and set down to grass. 

We have given the proposed footpath diversion a lot of thought with the interests of the footpath 
user central to our proposal. We believe that our proposal will much improve the safety and 
enjoyment of the walker as they pass through The Moat. We would be happy to see if we can agree 
to a specified condition for the diverted path, prior to its diversion taking effect if that helps to 
alleviate the concerns of the Open Space Society.  
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From:
To:

Subject: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent
Date: 18 January 2021 12:30:04
Attachments: Moat track to east of farm following harvest.jpg

Dear ,
Please accept my apologies for the delay in you receiving a response to your email below.
My predecessor  discussed your proposal for an alternative route to the east of the

farm with the landowner, and Martine informed you of his initial response on 22nd November
2019.
Following your email below,  had further discussions with the landowner about the
possibility of an alternative path to the east of the farm, in line with your suggestion below.
Under the proposal, the path would cross a field between points G and F on the map that you

sent  on 11th August 2019, where it would join an existing track at point F and follow the
track through point H to point C.
The landowner’s response was that the track is a main route in to the farm for the apple harvest
and therefore not a suitable route for walkers. The landowner also noted that this track is very
muddy at certain times of the year; he has provided a photograph showing its condition
following harvest in 2019, a copy of which is attached.
The landowner has confirmed that he will provide a level, firm and mown grass path for the
proposed diversion route to the west side of the farm buildings. I don’t know if you have visited
the site yourself, but when I was there recently it was notable that there was a constant stream
of lorries entering and exiting the farm yard, and forklifts operating in the yard, which raises
significant concerns for the safety of walkers using the existing path. As noted above, the
proposals for a route to the east of the farm buildings would not achieve the objective of taking
walkers away from all agricultural vehicle activity, whereas the diversion route to the west of the
farm buildings would keep walkers separate from the heavy farm traffic.
Please let me know if you require any further information.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 18 January 2021 09:19
To: 
Subject: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 22 November 2019 15:32
To: 
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Public Rights of Way
Public Path Order Officer
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
e-mail: 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
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The above Public Path Diversion and Extinguishment Orders were made on the 15th 
December 2020. The notice will be advertised in the Gloucester Citizen on Thursday 
14th January 2021 and notices put up on site on the same day where they shall remain 
for 28 days. Representations or objections should be made in writing to the Principal 
Public Rights of Way Officer, Gloucestershire County Council, Shire Hall, Westgate 
Street, Gloucester, GL1 2TG and should be received by the 11th February 2021.

I have attached a copy of the Orders and Notices for your information. If you have 
any queries please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind regards

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online. 

Please note: 

Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to 
deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY. 

All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at 
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
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but it is your 
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noted that this track is very muddy at certain times of the year; he has provided a
photograph showing its condition following harvest in 2019, a copy of which is
attached.

The landowner has confirmed that he will provide a level, firm and mown grass path
for the proposed diversion route to the west side of the farm buildings. I don’t know if
you have visited the site yourself, but when I was there recently it was notable that
there was a constant stream of lorries entering and exiting the farm yard, and forklifts
operating in the yard, which raises significant concerns for the safety of walkers using
the existing path. As noted above, the proposals for a route to the east of the farm
buildings would not achieve the objective of taking walkers away from all agricultural
vehicle activity, whereas the diversion route to the west of the farm buildings would
keep walkers separate from the heavy farm traffic.

Please let me know if you require any further information.

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 18 January 2021 09:19
To: 
Subject: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  

4.2.8



Sent: 22 November 2019 15:32
To: 
Subject: RE: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Thanks . I’ll be in touch.

Public Rights of Way

Public Path Order Officer

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

Tel: 

e-mail: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services
online.

From:  
Sent: 22 November 2019 15:23
To: 
Subject: Re: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Dear 

Reference the further correspondence forwarded from the applicant.

I suggest that I believe that a similar alternative path could be provided to the
east of the working area of the farm. The route which I previously indicated,

A-G-F-H-C, is mostly on firm surfaces and would, essentially, take walkers well
away from all agricultural vehicle activity.

As the path network is nowadays used solely for enjoyment by the public this
would be enhanced by the vicinity of the farmhouse and surroundings, a
Heritage Listed site of special architectural and historical interest of national
importance.

Diverting GNE 96, would remove the public from the working area of the farm,
but also from the existing slight contact with this historical location.

The alternative route proposed, which I understand may be subject to further
development, offers no similar ambience or enjoyment.

best wishes,

----- Original Message ------
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The landowner’s response was that the track is a main route in to the farm for the 
apple harvest and therefore not a suitable route for walkers. The landowner also 
noted that this track is very muddy at certain times of the year; he has provided a 
photograph showing its condition following harvest in 2019, a copy of which is 
attached. 

The landowner has confirmed that he will provide a level, firm and mown grass path 
for the proposed diversion route to the west side of the farm buildings. I don’t know if 
you have visited the site yourself, but when I was there recently it was notable that 
there was a constant stream of lorries entering and exiting the farm yard, and forklifts 
operating in the yard, which raises significant concerns for the safety of walkers using 
the existing path. As noted above, the proposals for a route to the east of the farm 
buildings would not achieve the objective of taking walkers away from all agricultural 
vehicle activity, whereas the diversion route to the west of the farm buildings would 
keep walkers separate from the heavy farm traffic. 

Please let me know if you require any further information.

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 18 January 2021 09:19
To: 
Subject: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent
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Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 22 November 2019 15:32
To: 
Subject: RE: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Thanks . I’ll be in touch.

Public Rights of Way

Public Path Order Officer

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

e-mail: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services 
online.

From:  
Sent: 22 November 2019 15:23
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landowner and he has responded as per the attached comments and 
associated map. He is happy and prepared to provide a level, firm and 
mown grass path on the west side of the farm. This would help to keep 
walkers a safe distance from the farm traffic.

Would you let me have your thoughts.

Regards.

Public Rights of Way

Public Path Order Officer

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

e-mail: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council 
service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for 
services online.

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent
Date: 22 January 2021 11:17:19

Dear 
I have gone back to the landowner to see whether he would consider your suggestion below for
a route to the north of the pond.
The landowner has responded as follows:
“What is not shown on your plan is the building which fronts the line D - B which is an area which
is as dangerous as the area in A - B. In the new building we clean our apples and handle our
blackcurrants all of which are loaded into lorry bulkers and where forklifts are operating and
machines reversing.
We have thought long and hard about the best route to safeguard the public whilst giving them
the opportunity to enjoy the farm. The new route proposed between D and C gives excellent
views of the house across the pond as there is no hedgerow on the eastern side of the pond.”
All the other possible diversion routes that we have considered in conjunction with the
landowner have been deemed unsuitable for reasons of heath and safety and we do not
therefore have any alternative to the diversion route shown on the order. I have discussed the
diversion and extinguishment orders with colleagues from the Public Rights of Way team and our
view is that the overriding consideration in this case is public safety in the farmyard area, and
that these health and safety concerns outweigh any loss of enjoyment to the public that there
might be with the proposed route.
The landowner has offered to meet you on site, at an appropriate social distance, to talk through
the proposed route if you would find that helpful; I could arrange a meeting or put you in touch
with the landowner directly if you would like me to.
Finally, I need to remind you that if you still intend to object to the order we would need to

receive your objection in writing no later than 11th February.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 19 January 2021 15:48
To: 
Subject: Re: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent
Dear ,
Thank you, and also the applicant, for all assistance provided to date.
I have walked through the vicinity of The Moat in the distant past, and more recently prior
to Covid, in July 2019.
Having fully considered the proposed changes to GNE 96 and GNE 208, on behalf of the
Open Spaces Society I am willing to withdraw my
objection to the order if the new route proposed between points D - C an be agreed to pass
along the north side of the pond shown on the map,
to join the main track close to point B.
This would preserve the views, currently available to the public, and the associated
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Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 18 January 2021 09:19
To: 
Subject: FW: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 22 November 2019 15:32
To: '
Subject: RE: Proposed footpath Diversion GNE 96 and GNE 208 The Moat Newent

Thanks . I’ll be in touch.

Public Rights of Way

Public Path Order Officer

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 
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Sorry about the previous email it went without any prompting from me, 
technology - don’t you just love it.

Anyway, my apologies for leaving this so long. I put your thoughts to the 
landowner and he has responded as per the attached comments and associated 
map. He is happy and prepared to provide a level, firm and mown grass path on 
the west side of the farm. This would help to keep walkers a safe distance from 
the farm traffic.

Would you let me have your thoughts.

Regards.

Public Rights of Way

Public Path Order Officer

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel

e-mail: 

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services 
online.
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
 

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
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The above Public Path Diversion and Extinguishment Orders were made on the 15th 
December 2020. The notice will be advertised in the Gloucester Citizen on Thursday 
14th January 2021 and notices put up on site on the same day where they shall remain 
for 28 days. Representations or objections should be made in writing to the Principal 
Public Rights of Way Officer, Gloucestershire County Council, Shire Hall, Westgate 
Street, Gloucester, GL1 2TG and should be received by the 11th February 2021.

I have attached a copy of the Orders and Notices for your information. If you have 
any queries please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind regards

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email

Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.

It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online. 

Please note: 

Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to 
deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY. 

All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at 
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses 
but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
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From:  
Sent: 15 January 2021 09:27
To: '
Subject: RE: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order 
footpath GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent

Good morning , 

I’m expecting to go into Shire Hall one day next week so will post a copy to you then.

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 14 January 2021 14:34
To: 
Subject: Re: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order 
footpath GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent

Dear ,

Can you send me a hard copy of the order and notice please.

best wishes,
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Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 15 January 2021 09:27
To: '
Subject: RE: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath 
GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent

Good morning , 

I’m expecting to go into Shire Hall one day next week so will post a copy to you then.

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 14 January 2021 14:34
To: 
Subject: Re: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath 
GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent

Dear 

Can you send me a hard copy of the order and notice please.
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Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via 
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-
highways-report-it/
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
 

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses 
but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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From:
To:
Subject: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT
Date: 08 February 2021 11:25:57

Dear ,

Thank you for hard copies of the orders.

After consideration of all factors I ask that you record my formal objection to their
confirmation by the county council.

My major ground is that the proposed diverted routes will be substantially less convenient
for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably less than that
available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing buildings
and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render the
diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of walking the
paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing

through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial for the
farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public in

the future.
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regards,
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From:
To:
Subject: RE: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT
Date: 10 February 2021 13:42:02

Dear ,
I acknowledge receipt of your objection to the proposed diversion of footpath GNE 96 and
extinguishment of part of GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent.
It might be helpful for us to discuss your objection by telephone, and I wondered if you would be

available this Friday 12th February? If so, perhaps you could let me know the best number to
reach you on, and if you have a preferred time for me to call you.
Regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel: 
Email: 
From:  
Sent: 08 February 2021 11:26
To: 
Subject: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

Dear 

Thank you for hard copies of the orders.

After consideration of all factors I ask that you record my formal objection to their
confirmation by the county council.

My major ground is that the proposed diverted routes will be substantially less convenient
for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably less than that
available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing buildings
and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render the
diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of walking the
paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing

through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial for the
farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public in

the future.

regards,

4.2.8



4.2.8



4.2.8



5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 08 February 2021 11:26
To: 
Subject: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

Dear 

Thank you for hard copies of the orders. 

After consideration of all factors I ask that you record my formal objection to 
their confirmation by the county council.

My major ground is that the proposed diverted routes will be substantially less 
convenient for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably 
less than that available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing 
buildings and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render 
the diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of 
walking the paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing

through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial 
for the farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public 
in 

the future.
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regards,

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only. 
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council
accepts no liability in connection therewith.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject: RE: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT
Date: 24 February 2021 12:53:15

Dear 
Thanks for getting back to me, and I do understand your preference to discuss the diversion by
email.
No decision has yet been made on whether to submit the order to the Planning Inspectorate for
determination. My colleague  and I will be meeting the landowner at The Moat in
due course to discuss the options.
It would be helpful to know whether you accept that a diversion is necessary for reasons of
safety and security, and for the needs of agriculture. If you accept the reasons for the diversion,
then it follows that any alternative route for walkers travelling north to south along footpath
GNE 96 will be longer than the Definitive path, which is a direct route through the farmyard.
Given that you have previously put forward proposals for several alternative routes, this does
suggest that you accept the need for a diversion.
With regard to the distances involved, the existing route of GNE 96 is 243 metres in length, with
an additional 22 metres between points A - E, and the diversion route on the order is 464
metres. The two routes to the east of the farm buildings that you suggested to my predecessor

 were both longer than this; the route you proposed along the track to the east of
the farmyard would be 483 metres, and the route crossing the field to the east of the farm
before joining the track would be 507 metres. Unfortunately, neither of these routes was
acceptable to the landowner because they did not address the health and safety concerns that
are the main reason for the diversion; the landowner also considered these routes to be
unsuitable for walkers because of the very muddy condition of the track to the east of the farm.
The alternative route to the north side of the pond between points D and C, that you put

forward in your email to me of 19th January 2021, would have a length of 476 metres, which
again is longer than the new route on the diversion order.
With regard to the width of the paths, the Definitive path GNE 96 does not have a defined width,
and GNE 208 has a recorded width of 1.5 metres measured from a point 0.5 metres from the
nearest edge or adjacent boundary, whereas the new route would have a width of 2 metres, so I
disagree with your point that the width of the diverted path would be less than that of the
existing route.
I acknowledge that the order map does not show some of the farm buildings that have been
built more recently on the western side of the farmyard; this is a limitation of our mapping
software. However, the diversion route to the west of the barns takes into account the existing
buildings and would allow for future development whilst allowing walkers to maintain a
reasonable distance from any proposed new buildings. The diversion route between points E and
D to the west of the barns involves a gentle slope down towards point D.
For walkers travelling east to west between footpaths GNE 97 and GNE 208, the new route
between points A - E - D is in fact shorter than the Definitive route A - B - D by 47 metres.
Similarly, for walkers coming from the south along GNE 96 and travelling west to GNE 208 there
is little difference in length between the existing and proposed routes.
Neither the Ramblers nor Newent Town Council raised any objection to the diversion and
extinguishment either at consultation stage or when the order was made.
In light of the above, I would like to ask if you would be willing to consider withdrawing your
objection to the order?
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for public use.
This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably less than that
available on the existing tracks,
and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing buildings
and topography of the area.
Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render the
diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.
Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of walking the
paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing
through on longer walks.
I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial for the
farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public in
the future.
regards,

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for 
the addressee only. 
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take any 
action in
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but it 
is your
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and Gloucestershire 
County Council
accepts no liability in connection therewith.
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because they did not address the health and safety concerns that are the main reason 
for the diversion; the landowner also considered these routes to be unsuitable for 
walkers because of the very muddy condition of the track to the east of the farm. 

The alternative route to the north side of the pond between points D and C, that you 

put forward in your email to me of 19th January 2021, would have a length of 476 
metres, which again is longer than the new route on the diversion order. 

With regard to the width of the paths, the Definitive path GNE 96 does not have a 
defined width, and GNE 208 has a recorded width of 1.5 metres measured from a 
point 0.5 metres from the nearest edge or adjacent boundary, whereas the new route 
would have a width of 2 metres, so I disagree with your point that the width of the 
diverted path would be less than that of the existing route. 

I acknowledge that the order map does not show some of the farm buildings that 
have been built more recently on the western side of the farmyard; this is a limitation 
of our mapping software. However, the diversion route to the west of the barns takes 
into account the existing buildings and would allow for future development whilst 
allowing walkers to maintain a reasonable distance from any proposed new buildings. 
The diversion route between points E and D to the west of the barns involves a gentle 
slope down towards point D. 

For walkers travelling east to west between footpaths GNE 97 and GNE 208, the new 
route between points A - E - D is in fact shorter than the Definitive route A - B - D by 
47 metres. Similarly, for walkers coming from the south along GNE 96 and travelling 
west to GNE 208 there is little difference in length between the existing and proposed 
routes. 

Neither the Ramblers nor Newent Town Council raised any objection to the diversion 
and extinguishment either at consultation stage or when the order was made. 

In light of the above, I would like to ask if you would be willing to consider 
withdrawing your objection to the order? 

Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
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It might be helpful for us to discuss your objection by telephone, and I wondered if 

you would be available this Friday 12th February? If so, perhaps you could let me 
know the best number to reach you on, and if you have a preferred time for me to 
call you. 

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

From:  
Sent: 08 February 2021 11:26
To: 
Subject: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

Dear 

Thank you for hard copies of the orders. 

After consideration of all factors I ask that you record my formal objection to 
their confirmation by the county council.

My major ground is that the proposed diverted routes will be substantially less 
convenient for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably 
less than that available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing 
buildings and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render 
the diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of 
walking the paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing
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through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial 
for the farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public 
in 

the future.

regards,

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _

 

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

 

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only. 

If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in

reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

 

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your

responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council

accepts no liability in connection therewith.

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only. 
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council
accepts no liability in connection therewith.
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Subject: RE: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

Dear 

Thanks for getting back to me, and I do understand your preference to discuss the 
diversion by email. 

No decision has yet been made on whether to submit the order to the Planning 
Inspectorate for determination. My colleague and I will be meeting the 
landowner at The Moat in due course to discuss the options.

It would be helpful to know whether you accept that a diversion is necessary for reasons of 
safety and security, and for the needs of agriculture. If you accept the reasons for the 
diversion, then it follows that any alternative route for walkers travelling north to south 
along footpath GNE 96 will be longer than the Definitive path, which is a direct route 
through the farmyard. Given that you have previously put forward proposals for several 
alternative routes, this does suggest that you accept the need for a diversion. 

With regard to the distances involved, the existing route of GNE 96 is 243 metres in length, 
with an additional 22 metres between points A - E, and the diversion route on the order is 
464 metres. The two routes to the east of the farm buildings that you suggested to my 
predecessor  were both longer than this; the route you proposed along the 
track to the east of the farmyard would be 483 metres, and the route crossing the field to 
the east of the farm before joining the track would be 507 metres. Unfortunately, neither 
of these routes was acceptable to the landowner because they did not address the health 
and safety concerns that are the main reason for the diversion; the landowner also 
considered these routes to be unsuitable for walkers because of the very muddy condition 
of the track to the east of the farm. 

The alternative route to the north side of the pond between points D and C, that you put 

forward in your email to me of 19th January 2021, would have a length of 476 metres, 
which again is longer than the new route on the diversion order. 

With regard to the width of the paths, the Definitive path GNE 96 does not have a defined 
width, and GNE 208 has a recorded width of 1.5 metres measured from a point 0.5 metres 
from the nearest edge or adjacent boundary, whereas the new route would have a width 
of 2 metres, so I disagree with your point that the width of the diverted path would be less 
than that of the existing route. 

I acknowledge that the order map does not show some of the farm buildings that have 
been built more recently on the western side of the farmyard; this is a limitation of our 
mapping software. However, the diversion route to the west of the barns takes into 
account the existing buildings and would allow for future development whilst allowing 
walkers to maintain a reasonable distance from any proposed new buildings. The diversion 
route between points E and D to the west of the barns involves a gentle slope down 
towards point D. 

For walkers travelling east to west between footpaths GNE 97 and GNE 208, the new route 
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between points A - E - D is in fact shorter than the Definitive route A - B - D by 47 metres. 
Similarly, for walkers coming from the south along GNE 96 and travelling west to GNE 208 
there is little difference in length between the existing and proposed routes. 

Neither the Ramblers nor Newent Town Council raised any objection to the diversion and 
extinguishment either at consultation stage or when the order was made. 

In light of the above, I would like to ask if you would be willing to consider withdrawing 
your objection to the order? 

Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

From:  
Sent: 16 February 2021 12:35
To: 
Subject: RE: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

I am much more comfortable discussing issues and detail by mail - my failing hearing 
is a slight handicap..

My current objection is an opportunity for other possible routes to be examined? But 
if the current proposals are to be proceeded with can you

pass me copies the reply to consultation received from Newent Council and the 
Ramblers please?

thanks, 
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convenient for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is considerably less 
than that available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to existing 
buildings and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route render the 
diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment of walking 
the paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing

through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally beneficial for 
the farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant for the public in 

the future.

regards,

 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only. 
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses 
but it is your
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council
accepts no liability in connection therewith.
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_ _ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.
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for the addressee only.  
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possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses 
but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
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accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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It would be helpful to know whether you accept that a diversion is necessary for 
reasons of safety and security, and for the needs of agriculture. If you accept the 
reasons for the diversion, then it follows that any alternative route for walkers 
travelling north to south along footpath GNE 96 will be longer than the 
Definitive path, which is a direct route through the farmyard. Given that you 
have previously put forward proposals for several alternative routes, this does 
suggest that you accept the need for a diversion. 

With regard to the distances involved, the existing route of GNE 96 is 243 
metres in length, with an additional 22 metres between points A - E, and the 
diversion route on the order is 464 metres. The two routes to the east of the 
farm buildings that you suggested to my predecessor  were both 
longer than this; the route you proposed along the track to the east of the 
farmyard would be 483 metres, and the route crossing the field to the east of 
the farm before joining the track would be 507 metres. Unfortunately, neither 
of these routes was acceptable to the landowner because they did not address 
the health and safety concerns that are the main reason for the diversion; the 
landowner also considered these routes to be unsuitable for walkers because of 
the very muddy condition of the track to the east of the farm. 

The alternative route to the north side of the pond between points D and C, that 

you put forward in your email to me of 19th January 2021, would have a length 
of 476 metres, which again is longer than the new route on the diversion order. 

With regard to the width of the paths, the Definitive path GNE 96 does not have 
a defined width, and GNE 208 has a recorded width of 1.5 metres measured 
from a point 0.5 metres from the nearest edge or adjacent boundary, whereas 
the new route would have a width of 2 metres, so I disagree with your point 
that the width of the diverted path would be less than that of the existing route. 

I acknowledge that the order map does not show some of the farm buildings 
that have been built more recently on the western side of the farmyard; this is a 
limitation of our mapping software. However, the diversion route to the west of 
the barns takes into account the existing buildings and would allow for future 
development whilst allowing walkers to maintain a reasonable distance from 
any proposed new buildings. The diversion route between points E and D to the 
west of the barns involves a gentle slope down towards point D. 

For walkers travelling east to west between footpaths GNE 97 and GNE 208, the 
new route between points A - E - D is in fact shorter than the Definitive route A - 
B - D by 47 metres. Similarly, for walkers coming from the south along GNE 96 
and travelling west to GNE 208 there is little difference in length between the 
existing and proposed routes. 

Neither the Ramblers nor Newent Town Council raised any objection to the 
diversion and extinguishment either at consultation stage or when the order 
was made. 

In light of the above, I would like to ask if you would be willing to consider 
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Dear  

I acknowledge receipt of your objection to the proposed diversion of footpath 
GNE 96 and extinguishment of part of GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent. 

It might be helpful for us to discuss your objection by telephone, and I 

wondered if you would be available this Friday 12th February? If so, perhaps you 
could let me know the best number to reach you on, and if you have a preferred 
time for me to call you. 

Regards,

Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Tel: 

Email: 

From:  
Sent: 08 February 2021 11:26
To: 
Subject: Public Path Order GNE 96 & 208 NEWENT

Dear 

Thank you for hard copies of the orders. 

After consideration of all factors I ask that you record my formal objection 
to their confirmation by the county council.

My major ground is that the proposed diverted routes will be substantially 
less convenient for public use.

This arises from the fact that the widths of the proposed paths is 
considerably less than that available on the existing tracks,

and there is ambiguity as to the position of the new paths in relation to 
existing buildings and topography of the area.

Together with the extended distances involved and the circuitous route 

4.2.8



render the diversions considerably less convenient for walkers.

Overall, the proposed changes will also greatly diminish public enjoyment 
of walking the paths, GNE 96 and 97 in particular, when passing

through on longer walks.

I believe that there are other alternative routes which would be equally 
beneficial for the farm operations while remaining convenient and pleasant 
for the public in 

the future.

regards,

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only. 

If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy 
or take any action in

reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon 
as possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your

responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council

accepts no liability in connection therewith.

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only.  

If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy 
or take any action in 

reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon
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From:
To:
Subject: GNE 96&97 Newant
Date: 13 March 2021 17:28:16
Attachments: The Moat.docx

Attached summary of my objection to proposals.
I don't think the county council can justify proceeding with an order on the present facts.

regrds,
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Dear  

The diversion application is on grounds of safety for walkers, but the proposed alternative route 

appears only marginally safer. Walkers still have to approach along the hedged track shared with 

agricultural traffic before diverting past the existing barns, then follow a route between, or behind, 

future buildings which will, presumably, be regularly accessed by agricultural traffic.  

My alternative proposal, following G- F- H- C, would take walkers completely clear of the present 

work area and also the area which may evolve in the future. 

This would be preferred by walkers and particularly, would avoid the necessity for walkers 

approaching on GNE 97 having to continue towards the work area and the proposed detour. 

After further consideration I do not think that diversion of GNE 96 & 97 is absolutely necessary on  

grounds of the safety of walkers passing through. 

I have no doubt that you would have told me if walkers have expressed fears or anxieties in the past 

when walking through, and haven’t as I would have expected the Ramblers to have done, asked for 

the re-routing of the paths for those reasons.  

The applicant will obviously view the situation differently preferring to remove walkers from the 

seasonal working area altogether, but I believe any perceived dangers could be managed.  

A clearly demarcated route through the yard, possibly using highway marking paint would draw the 

attention of both walkers and machine operators. Prominent, eye level signs on the paths  could 

inform the public and seek their co-operation. 

This Society’s guidelines suggest that it is not necessarily essential to divert paths which pass though 

farms, as this could present an opportunity for rapport between farmers and consumers.  

Rather than directing walkers in a roundabout way the public could be ‘included’ in seeing the 

operation of a working fruit farm and, perhaps, have the activities explained as they pass through.  

It’s worth making the point that many people, particularly urbanized children, have no real idea 

where supermarket products derive from. It would seem very worthwhile if they could understand 

that not all fruit comes from a foreign country overseas, but can be seen growing and hatvested, 

almost on their doorsteps!  

 

My reference to widths refers to the width of the present tracks, used by GNE 96 & 97, which are 

comfortably wider than the 2 metres proposed. Reducing the widths currently enjoyed by walkers 

would be regressive and the boundaries difficult to demarcate for future use. 
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From:
To:
Subject: GNE 96 The Moat NEWENT
Date: 17 March 2021 14:31:25

Dear 

The diversion is on grounds of safety for walkers but the proposed alternative route
appears only marginally safer. Walkers still have to approach

along the hedged track shared with agricultural traffic before diverting past the existing
barns, then between, or behind, future planned buildings.

All of which will be regularly accessed by agricultural traffic.

My alternative route, G F H C, would take walkers completely clear of the present work
area and that which may evolve in the future.

This alternative route would be preferred by walkers and would avoid the necessity for
walkers approaching on GNE 97 having to continue on the

proposed detour.

After further consideration I do not think that diversion of GNE 96 & 97 is absolutely
necessary on grounds of the safety for walkers passing through.

I have no doubt that you would have told me if walkers have expressed fears or anxieties
in the past when walking through, and haven’t as I would

have expected the Ramblers to have done, asked for the re-routing of the paths for those
reasons.

The applicant will obviously view the situation differently and would prefer to remove
walkers from the seasonal working area altogether, but I believe

any perceived dangers could be managed.

A clearly demarcated route through the yard, possibly using highway marking paint would
draw the attention of both walkers and machine operators.

Prominent, eye level signs on the paths could inform the public and seek their co-
operation.
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This Society’s guidelines suggest that it is not necessarily essential to divert paths which
pass though farms, as this could present an opportunity for

rapport between farmers and consumers.

Rather than directing walkers in a roundabout way the public could be ‘included’ in seeing
the operation of a working fruit farm and, perhaps, have the

activities explained as they pass through.

It’s worth making the point that many people, particularly urbanized children, have no real
idea where supermarket products derive from. It would seem

very worthwhile if they could learn that not all fruit comes from Kenya or New Zealand,
but can be seen growing almost on their doorsteps!

My reference to widths refers to the fact that the present tracks, used by GNE 96 & 97, are
wider and more commodious than the proposed 2 metres.

Reducing widths currently enjoyed by walkers would be regressive and also be difficult to
demarcate without knowing the future layout..

sincerely,

LC Open Spaces Society
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I have no doubt that you would have told me if walkers have expressed fears or anxieties
in the past when walking through, and haven’t as I would
have expected the Ramblers to have done, asked for the re-routing of the paths for those
reasons.
 
The applicant will obviously view the situation differently and would prefer to remove
walkers from the seasonal working area altogether, but I believe
any perceived dangers could be managed.
 
A clearly demarcated route through the yard, possibly using highway marking paint would
draw the attention of both walkers and machine operators.
Prominent, eye level signs on the paths could inform the public and seek their co-
operation.
 
This Society’s guidelines suggest that it is not necessarily essential to divert paths which
pass though farms, as this could present an opportunity for
rapport between farmers and consumers.
 
Rather than directing walkers in a roundabout way the public could be ‘included’ in seeing
the operation of a working fruit farm and, perhaps, have the
activities explained as they pass through.
 
It’s worth making the point that many people, particularly urbanized children, have no real
idea where supermarket products derive from. It would seem
very worthwhile if they could learn that not all fruit comes from Kenya or New Zealand,
but can be seen growing almost on their doorsteps!
 
My reference to widths refers to the fact that the present tracks, used by GNE 96 & 97, are
wider and more commodious than the proposed 2 metres.
Reducing widths currently enjoyed by walkers would be regressive and also be difficult to
demarcate without knowing the future layout..
sincerely,

LC Open Spaces Society
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5  Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

From: 
Sent: 17 March 2021 14:31
To: 
Subject: GNE 96 The Moat NEWENT

Dear 

The diversion is on grounds of safety for walkers but the proposed alternative 
route appears only marginally safer. Walkers still have to approach

along the hedged track shared with agricultural traffic before diverting past the 
existing barns, then between, or behind, future planned buildings.

All of which will be regularly accessed by agricultural traffic.

My alternative route, G F H C, would take walkers completely clear of the 
present work area and that which may evolve in the future.

This alternative route would be preferred by walkers and would avoid the 
necessity for walkers approaching on GNE 97 having to continue on the 

proposed detour.

After further consideration I do not think that diversion of GNE 96 & 97 is 
absolutely necessary on grounds of the safety for walkers passing through.

I have no doubt that you would have told me if walkers have expressed fears or 
anxieties in the past when walking through, and haven’t as I would

have expected the Ramblers to have done, asked for the re-routing of the paths 
for those reasons. 

The applicant will obviously view the situation differently and would prefer to 
remove walkers from the seasonal working area altogether, but I believe

any perceived dangers could be managed. 
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A clearly demarcated route through the yard, possibly using highway marking 
paint would draw the attention of both walkers and machine operators. 

Prominent, eye level signs on the paths could inform the public and seek their 
co-operation.

This Society’s guidelines suggest that it is not necessarily essential to divert 
paths which pass though farms, as this could present an opportunity for

rapport between farmers and consumers. 

Rather than directing walkers in a roundabout way the public could be 
‘included’ in seeing the operation of a working fruit farm and, perhaps, have the 

activities explained as they pass through. 

It’s worth making the point that many people, particularly urbanized children, 
have no real idea where supermarket products derive from. It would seem 

very worthwhile if they could learn that not all fruit comes from Kenya or New 
Zealand, but can be seen growing almost on their doorsteps! 

My reference to widths refers to the fact that the present tracks, used by GNE 96 
& 97, are wider and more commodious than the proposed 2 metres.

Reducing widths currently enjoyed by walkers would be regressive and also be 
difficult to demarcate without knowing the future layout..

sincerely,

LC Open Spaces Society

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only. 
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council
accepts no liability in connection therewith.
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From:
To:
Subject: The Moat, Newent.
Date: 07 September 2021 14:34:18

Dear 
For my records can you tell if the proposed diversions at The Moat are proceeding or
suspended?abandoned please?
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From:
To:
Subject: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath GNE 208 at The Moat,

Newent
Date: 20 July 2022 13:37:03

Dear 

In light of a number of objections to the Public Path Diversion Order under Section 119 and
Extinguishment Order under Section 118 of the Highways Act 1980 we will be submitting the
Orders to the Secretary of State for Environment for confirmation. The Secretary of State
appoints the Planning Inspectorate to consider the proposals and the objections and their
decision will be made in due course. Below is a link to a document produced by the Planning
Inspectorate, entitled Guidance on Procedures for Considering Objections to Definitive Map and
Public Path Orders, which you may find useful.

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/rights-of-way-guidance-booklet/guidance-on-
procedures-for-considering-objections-to-definitive-map-and-public-path-orders-html 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
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Public Path Order Officer

Public Rights of Way

Gloucestershire County Council

5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG 

Email: 

 _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
 _ _ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and 
intended for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or 
take any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from 
viruses but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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------ Original Message ------
From: "
To: "
Sent: Wednesday, 20 Jul, 2022 At 13:37
Subject: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath
GNE 208 at The Moat, Newent

Dear 
In light of a number of objections to the Public Path Diversion Order under Section 119 and
Extinguishment Order under Section 118 of the Highways Act 1980 we will be submitting
the Orders to the Secretary of State for Environment for confirmation. The Secretary of
State appoints the Planning Inspectorate to consider the proposals and the objections and
their decision will be made in due course. Below is a link to a document produced by the
Planning Inspectorate, entitled Guidance on Procedures for Considering Objections to
Definitive Map and Public Path Orders, which you may find useful.
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/rights-of-way-guidance-booklet/guidance-
on-procedures-for-considering-objections-to-definitive-map-and-public-path-orders-html
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.
Kind regards,

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _ _

Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely 
necessary.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.

This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses 
but it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
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From:
To:
Subject: GNE 96 Newent
Date: 08 August 2022 10:40:25

Can you pass my contact details to other objector(s) please. Informing them that I am
willing to liaise in objecting to the order.
Regards,
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the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In addition the landowner has
confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion route in order to
ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague , who is the Public Rights of
Way Area Officer, would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition for
use before the diversion order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion
process; when an order is confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path.
 
I will pass your concerns about the surface of the proposed new route on to the landowner.
 
I hope the above information has helped to address your concerns, however please let me know
if you have any questions or require any further information.
 
Kind regards,
 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
Please note:

 
Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to deal
with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY.
 
All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
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of agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under
the Highways Act, specifically Section 119. I have attached a copy of the Statement of Reasons
so that you can read the background and see in more detail the reasons for the application.
 
There is a constant flow of tractors and trucks loading and unloading in the farmyard, and a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether
the footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard.
 
The landowner has agreed to provide a 2 metre wide level, firm, mown path for the diverted
route and has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of the barns, which includes
the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In addition the landowner has
confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion route in order to
ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague , who is the Public Rights
of Way Area Officer, would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition
for use before the diversion order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion
process; when an order is confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path.
 
I will pass your concerns about the surface of the proposed new route on to the landowner.
 
I hope the above information has helped to address your concerns, however please let me
know if you have any questions or require any further information.
 
Kind regards,
 

 
 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
Tel:

 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
Please note:

 
Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to deal
with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY.
 
All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
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I acknowledge receipt of your email of 10th February 2021 regarding the proposed diversion of
public footpath GNE 96 at The Moat in Newent.
 
Gloucestershire County Council does not currently have a facility for members of the public to
view public path diversion orders online.
 
The diversion has been requested for reasons of safety and security, together with the needs
of agriculture, and the Order has been made in the landowner’s interest, as is accepted under
the Highways Act, specifically Section 119. I have attached a copy of the Statement of Reasons
so that you can read the background and see in more detail the reasons for the application.
 
There is a constant flow of tractors and trucks loading and unloading in the farmyard, and a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant safety
issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider whether
the footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard.
 
The landowner has agreed to provide a 2 metre wide level, firm, mown path for the diverted
route and has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of the barns, which includes
the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In addition the landowner has
confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion route in order to
ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  who is the Public Rights
of Way Area Officer, would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a suitable condition
for use before the diversion order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final stage of the diversion
process; when an order is confirmed the new route becomes the new legal line of the path.
 
I will pass your concerns about the surface of the proposed new route on to the landowner.
 
I hope the above information has helped to address your concerns, however please let me
know if you have any questions or require any further information.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
Please note:

 
Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to deal
with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY.
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All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
 
 
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for 
the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but 
it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
 
 

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
www.avast.com

4 2.10









Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
Please note:

 
Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to
deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY.
 
All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
 
 
 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
_ _
 
Think before you print - only print this email if absolutely necessary.
 
This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended 
for the addressee only.  
If you are not the named addressee you must not disclose, copy or take 
any action in 
reliance of this transmission and you should notify us as soon as 
possible.
 
This email and any attachments are believed to be free from viruses but 
it is your 
responsibility to carry out all necessary virus checks and 
Gloucestershire County Council 
accepts no liability in connection therewith. 
 
 

 

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software. 
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the proposal to divert part of footpath.
 
As explained previously, the diversion order has been made under section 119 of the Highways
Act 1980, in the interests of the landowner, who has serious concerns about the health and
safety of walkers crossing the farmyard when following the definitive path. At the height of the
harvest season, up to 20 articulated lorries visit the farm on a daily basis. There are also 3 large
telescopic handlers with limited visibility which are used to move materials around the yard, as
well as numerous tractor, trailer and other machinery movements. A National Farmers’ Union
health and safety audit has recommended that the footpath be diverted away from the
farmyard.
 
We raised your concerns about the surface of the proposed new path with the landowner, and
he has agreed to put some stone down on two sections of the proposed diversion route in
order to improve the surface and prevent it from becoming waterlogged. The areas that will
have a stone surface are a section to the north of the barns close to point E, where the
diversion route leaves the concrete track, and a section to the west of the barns close to point
D, where the proposed diversion route approaches the bridge over the ditch. I have attached a
copy of the order map so that you can see the areas I am referring to.
 
Grass has started to grow on the new path around the pond area, and now that the soil has
had a chance to dry out, the grass will also have a chance to grow on the area between D and E
where the blackcurrant bushes have been removed. The landowner also discovered that there
was an issue with a blocked drain to the west of the barns which was causing the area to
become saturated; the drain has now been repaired and this has improved the drainage in that
area.  
 
It is also worth pointing out that last winter was exceptionally wet and many footpaths became
much muddier than would normally be the case.
 
Although not directly related to the diversion proposal, the landowner has installed new speed
signs along the concrete track leading to Culver Street to improve safety for walkers. 
 
Having considered all of the above you may wish to withdraw your objection; if this is the case
please let me know.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

 

From:  
Sent: 13 April 2021 18:29
To: 
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application.
 
There is a constant flow of tractors and trucks loading and unloading in the farmyard, and a
health and safety audit carried out by the National Farmers’ Union identified significant
safety issues for walkers; one of their recommendations was that the landowner consider
whether the footpath could be diverted away from vehicles moving in the farmyard.
 
The landowner has agreed to provide a 2 metre wide level, firm, mown path for the diverted
route and has recently laid some stone onto the track to the south of the barns, which
includes the section where the proposed new path would cross the track. In addition the
landowner has confirmed their willingness to improve other areas of the proposed diversion
route in order to ensure a satisfactory standard of path. My colleague  who is
the Public Rights of Way Area Officer, would inspect the new path and certify it as being in a
suitable condition for use before the diversion order is confirmed. Confirmation is the final
stage of the diversion process; when an order is confirmed the new route becomes the new
legal line of the path.
 
I will pass your concerns about the surface of the proposed new route on to the landowner.
 
I hope the above information has helped to address your concerns, however please let me
know if you have any questions or require any further information.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG

 
Go to www.gloucestershire.gov.uk to find information on any County Council service.
It couldn't be easier to find information instantly and in some cases apply for services online.
 
Please note:

 
Our Emergency Contact Number 08000 514514 is now prioritised to
deal with Highways Emergency Calls ONLY.
 
All other enquiries will need to be emailed to us at
Highways@gloucestershire.gov.uk or reported via
https://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/highways/roads/your-highways-
report-it/
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From:
To:
Subject: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath GNE 208 at The Moat,

Newent
Date: 20 July 2022 13:37:13

Dear 
 
In light of a number of objections to the Public Path Diversion Order under Section 119 and
Extinguishment Order under Section 118 of the Highways Act 1980 we will be submitting the
Orders to the Secretary of State for Environment for confirmation. The Secretary of State
appoints the Planning Inspectorate to consider the proposals and the objections and their
decision will be made in due course. Below is a link to a document produced by the Planning
Inspectorate, entitled Guidance on Procedures for Considering Objections to Definitive Map and
Public Path Orders, which you may find useful.
 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/rights-of-way-guidance-booklet/guidance-on-
procedures-for-considering-objections-to-definitive-map-and-public-path-orders-html 
 
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
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From:
To:
Subject: Re: Public Path Diversion Order footpath GNE 96 and Extinguishment Order footpath GNE 208 at The Moat,

Newent
Date: 23 July 2022 18:13:22

Hello 

Thank you for this.

Could you send me details of the  divertion and
extinguishment orders or where to find them on the internet.

Also I am not clear if I should make representations to the
planning inspectorate directly or via you.

Regards

On 20/07/2022 13:37,  wrote:

Dear 
 
In light of a number of objections to the Public Path Diversion Order under Section
119 and Extinguishment Order under Section 118 of the Highways Act 1980 we will
be submitting the Orders to the Secretary of State for Environment for
confirmation. The Secretary of State appoints the Planning Inspectorate to consider
the proposals and the objections and their decision will be made in due course.
Below is a link to a document produced by the Planning Inspectorate, entitled
Guidance on Procedures for Considering Objections to Definitive Map and Public
Path Orders, which you may find useful.
 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/rights-of-way-guidance-
booklet/guidance-on-procedures-for-considering-objections-to-definitive-map-and-
public-path-orders-html 
 
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
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Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
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planning inspectorate directly or via you.

Regards

 

On 20/07/2022 13:37,  wrote:

Dear ,
 
In light of a number of objections to the Public Path Diversion Order under Section
119 and Extinguishment Order under Section 118 of the Highways Act 1980 we will
be submitting the Orders to the Secretary of State for Environment for
confirmation. The Secretary of State appoints the Planning Inspectorate to consider
the proposals and the objections and their decision will be made in due course.
Below is a link to a document produced by the Planning Inspectorate, entitled
Guidance on Procedures for Considering Objections to Definitive Map and Public
Path Orders, which you may find useful.
 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/rights-of-way-guidance-
booklet/guidance-on-procedures-for-considering-objections-to-definitive-map-and-
public-path-orders-html 
 
If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me.
 
Kind regards,
 

 

Public Path Order Officer
Public Rights of Way
Gloucestershire County Council
5th Floor West, Block 5, Shire Hall, Westgate Street, Gloucester GL1 2TG
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