From: Greg Cropper [mailto ]

Sent: 29 September 2020 15:08

To: NATIONALCASEWORK <NATIONALCASEWORK@dft.gov.uk>

Cc: Claire Moody <Claire.Moody@dft.gov.uk>

Subject: NATTRAN/Y&H/S247/4337 Holmfirth Footpath 60 Support for Diversion.

Dear Sir
| would like to support the re-routing of a small section of this footpath, as detailed in the
plan associated with the 'draft’ order.

| am a long-time resident of the Holme Valley, living in the village of Upperthong. | am a
keen walker and support others’ right to do the same.

I am an active member of my community and have, in the past, held the position of
Chairman of the Village Hall, Parish Councillor and Chairman of the Holme Valley Land
Charity (which is the landowner for the Wolfstone Heights land containing the oft' referred
to 'Trig Point'.)

My overriding ambition is and has been to promote community cohesion.

No question, Mr. Butterfield's application has been divisive. Knowing the area and its
people well, there appears to be a silent majority that would welcome this diversion
believing that it offers a far better walking experience.

I have walked the new proposed route and have spoken to many others who are regularly
doing the same. There appears to be a widely held belief (especially with people who live
locally) that it offers one of the those 'magic moments' which walkers occasionally come
across ; a beautiful view and a bench to help enjoy it! The diversion is a considerable
improvement to the part of the current path that Mr. Butterfield is proposing to stop up,
which sees the route go narrow, dark and dingy.

Whenever a proposal to re-route a footpath is put forward, the public must ask themselves
the question: 'is there an advantage or a disadvantage?'. | have personal experience of this
because | went through the same process some years ago on an adjacent property. The
outcome (following an Inquiry) was very successful for everyone ; the amended footpath
gives a better route through the property and its usage increased by an estimated 50%.

My question now is this - is there room for cooperation between both sides which will allow
a mutually beneficial outcome? | believe that, on balance, there are far more advantages to
the public at large than disadvantages here. Whilst | can see that the homeowner will
benefit from marginally better privacy and security, there is no doubt that the big winners
will be the walkers and runners that use the diversion route.

What needs to be understood here and what seems to be lost on some people objecting, is
that the diversion route, which rather helpfully is constructed already as part of planning
permissions granted, though clearly at Mr. Butterfield's risk and | would guess not



insignificant cost, is that if this stop-up/diversion application is not successful, the diversion
route will be gone.

The diversion route is instead of, not in addition to the current official footpath route. The
fear is that people do not realise this and the diversion route will be lost. To lose that and
keep the status quo of a far inferior walking route instead, would be a crying shame for
many people locally and beyond. The diversion route is the far better route.

| can tell the Secretary of State, albeit | accept anecdotally, that [ am certainly not alone in
this opinion, not by a long way. With these types of applications, it is often a silent majority
of supporters that tend to not be involved or may not to be listened to. Whilst the level of
objection received may give an impression to the contrary, | do genuinely believe that there
is more support for this diversion than there is objection. | do hope that supporters are
writing in, but | accept realities in these situations that the effort tends to come from
objectors to things like this, not silent majorities.

Both routes join Wolfstones Road, with the diversion entrance/exist about 100 yards further
down the road (northwards). Again, on balance, the new termination point is far better than
the existing one, because it comes out at a point on an open bend, rather than on the brow
of a blind corner which is the current position, whichever way users turn.

The diversion is undoubtedly advantageous for the people who turn right (north towards
Wilshaw and Honley). Those who are turning left (towards Upperthong and/or the Trig Point
land) would have the advantage of joining the road on an open bend, with visibility in both
directions, which is clearly safer than the current position, and they would have a grass
verge to walk on in both directions. Moreover, knowing this area well, | can say that itis a
complete myth that everyone using the current footpath is going to or coming from the Trig
Point.

| would like to talk about the land upon which sits the Trig Point. This has in more recent
times become part of part of what is known locally as the Thongs/Wolfstones walk. It is not
(as | have heard alleged anecdotally) some kind of 'ancient walk' or 'ancient way'. The Trig
Point land, owned by the Land Charity on which | used to sit and even Chair, was a working
quarry. The track was created by a local builder in the 1970s, obviously after the quarry had
ceased to operate, to allow access to an area which he had flattened and was to be used by
local people for a bonfire and village picnics. The Land Charity has granted a permissive
route to (and only to) the Trig Point. Until very recently, there was a stock-proof fence all
the way along that stopped access beyond the Trig Point onto the neighbouring private
land. This fence was repeatedly destroyed by walkers, or more likely vandals believing that
they had a right to access private land, which they clearly did not. There was no path into
the woods and the damage caused had to be repaired by the land owner. This position has
changed recently, following the purchase of the land by a new owner. About three years
ago he granted a permissive way across his land and built a memorial to his grandson. This
generous act now gives walkers a route into the woods, but could be withdrawn if the
owner so chooses. The woods themselves have permissive signage from West Yorkshire
Police (though | must say that | am not sure why the Police would be involved in anything
like this), which also means permissive access can be withdrawn at any time.



This is also the case with the route across the Land Charity's land. Permissive signage exists
on both sections of this route. A previous application of Mr. Butterfield's which was turned
down by the Council earlier this year brought home to the Land Charity that it needed to
ensure for certainty that it could close the land to the public, which it will inevitably need to
do from time to time, and may want to do for reasons other than restricting walking in the
future. It is to all intents and purposes privately owned land which needs to be managed as
such on behalf of the Land Charity, though | can only recall a couple of occasions in the last
couple of decades that the way has closed, or rather blocked off.

| was surprised to hear that the Parish Council has lodged an objection, given that it
supported the diversion earlier this year.

As | have said above, my overriding ambition is and has been to promote community
cohesion. Whilst there is no question that this has been divisive, | cannot stand on the side-
lines and not comment on the inaccuracies which seem to be prevalent. This is not what this
community is about and | think that given my knowledge of the area and its workings, as
well as having represented in the capacities that | have described above over the years, it
would be improper of me not to point to the considerable advantages of this diversion. My
great fear and that of others is that we will lose the diversion route for the sake of keeping
something that is far less advantageous to the majority of people from all backgrounds,
locally and beyond.

This is simply a matter of change, but more advantageous change for the better here in my
opinion.

| trust that you will consider my points. Please feel free to contact me if you have any
questions.

I am mare than willing to partake in a Public Inquiry if one is deemed necessary. | would
truly hope, however, that one isn't necessary and this order can be finalised by the
Secretary of State.

Yours sincerely

John G Cropper






