ADDENDUM TO REPORT

The below additional evidence was received following circulation of the
draft report.

From: Landowner 1
To: Stephanie Clarkson, Legal Officer.
Dated: 24t" February 2023






Lord Weymouth did not claim any part of Packington Lane as part of the enclosure award ref
Q/RDC2(Part1)1771 ifhe had done Packington Lane would be in the ownership of as
supposed successors in title to Lord Weymouth, and Packington Lane would not be in my ownership
today. Further the applicant states in written evidence submitted to the panel, thatthe land over
which the applicant cleims this archaic and disputed footway lies in the parish of “Wigginton”,
moreover the public records of “Staffordshire and Stoke on Trentarchive service, guide to sources
No. 5 (copy enclosed)(appendix 1) also shows the award reference Q/RDC/2 to be within the parish
of Comberford, Wigginton and Coton, | do not dispute this, however Packington Lane is specifizally
andimportantly in the parish of Packington and NOT in the parish of Wigginton.

1 enclose a copy (Appendix 1)of the Staffordshire and Stoke on Trent Archive entry for your perusal.
That states that the enclosure award ref Q/RDC/2 part 1 1771 s in the parish of Wigginton. Also to
allay any ambiguity as to whether Packington Lane is within the parish of Packington and
fundamentally importantly NOT in the parish of Wigington, | enclose a print off(Appendix 2) showing
that not less than three “Swinfen and Packington” parish councillors {highlighted) who all reside in
Packington Lane (induding myseif)

For the sake of absolute clarity, Imust repeat that Packington Lane is not within the parish of
Wigginton as claimed and a Lord Weymouth did not hold ownership over Packington Lane, as t was
outside his alleged en:losure award, Lord Weymouth could not grant a right over what he did not
own. | alsoenclose a photograph (Appendix 3) taken from Packington Lane looking northward :learly
showing the original hedge enclosing the land subject to the enclosure award made in 1771 onthe
right, this existing hedge was planted in compliance with the enclosure award on the eastern
boundary of Packington Lane as well as the boundary between the parish of Packington and ths
western boundaryof the parish of Wigginton and furthermore between the ownerships of

Packington Lane in my ownership and what is allegedly recorded as allotment no. 75, that now
being in the ownership ofﬁ

| also enclose a copy o a plan (Appendix 4) taken from my title deeds of ownership which shows my
residence ‘Keepers Cottage’ as well as the parishes of Packington and the parish of Wigginton, in
addition it shows what the atleged enclosure plan depicts as allotment 75. Significantly | ask you to
note the ‘T marked on the plan that denotes the ownership of the boundary hedge planted in 1771
and forming the bouniary of ownership between my own property and [ NN e T
symbolis recognised by land registry as denoting the ownership of a boundary hedge and as a result
itis accepted by land registry that the boundary hedge, is the properwvr&nd that
Packington Lane is not in their owpership and moreover that | BBl s 2lleged successorsin
title to the Lord Weymouth ownership of alleged allotment No. 75, that Packington Lane in its
entirety did not belong to Lord Weymouth, moreover Lord Weymouth did not claimed ittobeand
could not convey its title of ownership tohis successors in title. For your ease of perusal, the ‘T
features depicted on the plan are highlighted in yellow and indicated by a red arrow.

I now wish to refer to the map that has been submitted with form 1 of the application which may be
appended to enclosure award Q/RDC/2 (Part1)1771. This alleged original enclosure award map
causes some considerable concern, in that it clearlyis not a copy of anaccurate original map, given
that the allotment No.75 as depicted, it clearly shows the 75 with a modern continental crossed 7.
This style of digitdid not exist in 1771, therefore it is clear that this is notan original document copy
and that the questionable map it may have originated from, has been tampered with and does not
conform to an evidential standard of proof. | must formally request that this document be
disallowed as evidence, for the reason that it has clearly been falsified.
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Below is a list of Swinfen & Packington Parish councillors.
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Richard Dyott

Leslie Armstrong

Jonathan Loescher

Gaynor Pope

Melanie Phillips
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Welcome to the Swinfen & ‘
Packington Parish Council Website

We hope that residents and visitors to the Parish will find the site useful and
informative.

Ms Jayne Minor a

Parish Clerk

~ Swinfen and Packington Parish Council
. 6 Highfield Close

- BURNTWOOD

WS7 9AR

Email: jayneminor@talktalk.net
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From: Stephanie Clarkson, Legal Officer,
To: Landowner 1

Dated: 15t March 2023

Dear XXXXXX

I refer to your letter dated 24" February 2023, and I have now had the
opportunity of considering the issues you have raised.

The s53 Modification Order process is not to determine ownership of any
land but to determine whether or not an alleged Public Footpath exists in
law. The evidence of an Inclosure Award is considered to be good
evidence of the existence of Public Rights of Way, and the County has no
specific interest in the ownership of any of the affected land at the time of
the Award.

The Award was prepared in 1771 during which time the practice involved
obtaining authorisation by an Act of Parliament. The County is unable to
comment on the procedure for the creation of Inclosure Awards which
would have been in place at that time. It is now too late to challenge the
validity of a legal document which was prepared some 250 years ago, and
the County has to take the evidence on face value unless there is any
evidence to the contrary. The County has found no evidence to contradict
the Inclosure Award.

In determining this application, the County has no interest in which Parish
the alleged route runs through as this is irrelevant to the question of
whether or not the Public Footpath exists in law. The current Parish
boundary runs along the West side of Packington Lane and crosses over
to the East side of the lane along a stretch of the claimed route. The line
of the alleged Public Footpath is therefore partially within each of the
Parishes. Parish boundaries can change over time, and it may be that this
boundary has changed at some point in the past, but this is not a
consideration relevant to whether or not public rights exist over this
route.

The content of your letter does not provide further evidence as to whether
or not the public Right of Way exists over this route and therefore the
recommendation within my report will remain unchanged. This letter and
my response will be appended to the report for Panel to see. If the Panel
decide that there is sufficient evidence to reasonably allege that public
rights exist over this route and that an Order should bemade to add the
route to the Definitive Map, then any person has a right to object to the
Order once it has been made. This objection would then be submitted to
the Planning Inspectorate together with any other objections and



representations made within the objection period allowed. The Planning
Inspectorate will hear the case by way of a public inquiry or by written
representations and will then either confirm the order with or without
modifications or decide that the order should not be confirmed.

If in the meantime you have any further evidence in respect of whether or
not the public footpath exists over the alleged route, then I would be
grateful if you could forward it to me for consideration.

Kind regards

Stephanie





