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Sharon Berry (MSDC)

From:
Sent: 16 February 2021 10:07
To: Sharon Berry (MSDC)
Subject: Proposed Diversion of footpath No. 35 (Maria Marten`s Path) Polstead.

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

  EXTERNAL EMAIL: Don't click any links or open attachments unless you trust the sender and know the 

content is safe. Click here for more information or help from Suffolk IT  
     
Dear Ms Berry, 
Several years ago a similar proposal from the then owners of the same property  was made. Following objections 
from residents of Polstead and Polstead Parish Council, a Public Inquiry was called for. 
This was held over two days in a packed Village Hall and was attended by an Inspector from the Planning 
Inspectorate at the Department of the Environment. .Sufficient to say, the outcome was a happy one for Polstead. I 
think you will find a full report of this at Suffolk County Council. 
I notice in the application for the diversion it is mentioned that the path would be too close to the house for privacy 
and security reasons.. I have a Public footpath running alongside my whole garden and approximately one metre 
from my front door. I am more than happy to have it so. The public footpaths are an essential part of the history of 
this beautiful village and should be shared by all. 
Kind regards, 
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---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From:  
Date: Sat, Mar 20, 2021 at 11:34 AM 
Subject: Proposed Diversion to footpath No 35 Polstead 
To: <Sharon.Berry@baberghmidsuffolk.gov.uk> 

Dear Ms Berry 
Thank you for your reply to my email. 
The Public Inquiry was, as you say, held to determine whether the footpath should be added to the definitive map 
as the owners of Spring Hill at that time wanted it closed. You also refer to the site meeting held by the owners 
and the Polstead Working Party to discuss the possibility of diverting the footpath. No agreement was reached 
and no further action taken. The members of that Working Party 
had met every weekend and had worked long and hard hours to clear the footpaths and record them.  

was one of them and I feel incredibly sad that Babergh District Council has let these people down. 
You also mention that the footpath running alongside my house is "not relevant" 
in this case but I would just mention it is an "offshoot" from footpath 35 and meets up with it further on. 

You also mention that the case for diverting the footpath is partly based on the grounds of privacy and security. 
As it appears that the barn is being demolished and a new house is in the process of being built and the Babergh 
DC seem to have a sympathetic ear for the owners would it not have been possible for BDC to propose they move 
the site of the house rather than the footpath. You also mention that walkers have not always been walking on 
the legally recorded footpath. Is this because it is not properly signposted and they have therefore been 
encouraged to stray. Why is there a mature hedge where the legally recorded footpath should join the road? 
Surely this is the responsibility of the owners. 

You will be aware from this that I am still objecting to this diversion. I feel that I should speak up for the history of 
Polstead and all the thousands of people who have trudged these footpaths over the years. Polstead is an ancient 
settlement  

and we are  fortunate to own a small part but we must all be aware that the preservation of Polstead and its 
environment is our responsibility to maintain 

for the generations to come. 

Sincerely 
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