SOCIAL HISTORY WALKS 2011

Andrew Dobraszczyc 4

New Park and Hem Heath Wood

" {f{::fﬁmaj’am’

These notes have been produced for a history walk around Hem Heath Wood. The purpose of the walk
is to show how the wood came into existence and how it was managed by the agents working for the
Leveson-Gower family of Trentham Hall. :

The extract from William Yates' Map of Staffordshire, above, shows the area around Hem Heath in
1775. The map clearly shows the boundary of the “New Park” on the south side of the road between
Trentham and Longton. This area, originally known as the “Burnt Heath,” was enclosed in 1752 by a park
pale — a wooden fence — and improved by ditching and the planting of many new trees. A survey of the
Barlaston estate made in 1763 shows that Lord Gower of Trentham Hall also rented 12 acres of land on
the south side of the enclosed land from Thomas Mills of Barlaston Hall, for an extension to ~his Park.”
The “New Park” had a relatively short existence as a landscape feature because other develcpments in the
vicinity promoted the commercial exploitation of the land. The most important of these developmerts was
the construction of the Trent and Mersey canal through this areain 177 1-72. The new canal cur taroug
the south west corner of the New Park. As the navigators approached Hem Heath from rhe s2uth the road
£rom Trentham to Meir was turnpiked in 1771, largely on the initiative of Earl Gower =hz

mortgagee of the trust and whose agent, Thomas Horwood, played a prominent »¢iz ‘= 7=z mazagement of
its affairs. A few years’ later the park was converted into a farm, “New Park Farm.” To-s =zl probably
occurred by 1784 when the first entries for labourers at New Park appear in Trexthz— pz=sh register.

New Park Farm is shown on the map on the next page.
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H.Fulton, Map of part of the Trentham Estate, 1832.
Farm names and farm boundaries have been added.
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NEW PARK FARM

The dotted line added to Fulton’s map shows the boundary of New Park Farm. On the north side of the
new farm, six acres of land, planted with trees next to the Longton Road, were retained by the estate along
with a plantation in the centre of the farm occupyving almost 5 acres. Other trees must have been cut down
as new fields were formed. On the east the boundary of the new farm was co-terminus with the boundary
of the former park, abutting onto Newstead Farm. On the south the boundary followed a stream which
formed the boundary of the Trentham Hall and the Barlaston Hall estates as well as the boundary of
Trentham parish and Barlaston parish. The cart road which runs south from the Longton Road and
crosses the Trent and Mersey Canal is the original western boundary of the New Park. A new farmhouse
was constructed between the cart road and the Trent and Mersey Canal. Other land between Barlaston
Old Road and the canal was also added to the farm to create a substantial holding of 295 acres.

John Mills was probably the first tenant and he died at New Park in 1792, aged 69. Isaac Aston was in
occupation by 1796, and his son Thomas Aston became the tenant shortly before 1820. James Loch, the
able and energetic agent for the Marquis of Stafford, described the improvements made by the Aston
family to New Park Farm in his Account of the Improvements on the Estates of the Marquess of Stafford, in
the Counties of Stafford and Salop, and on the Estate of Sutherland, published in 1820:

NEW PARK. Mr Thomas Aston tenant, who has lately succeeded his father in this farm. The soil is
very much inclined o wet, with a bad retentive subsoil. It is occupied in equal proportions as an arable
and dairy farm; for the latter mode of occupation it is better suited. The land is fairly cultivated. Within
the last two years much draining and ditching has been executed on this farm, and with excellent effect.
In consequence of the great extent of draining required, the proprietor has assisted considerably where the
fields were the wettest. The proportion of water-meadow is considerable. The buildings are brick. and
tiled, and in excellent condition, and have been lately repaired.

In 1847 the construction of the railway line through Trentham by the North Staffordshire Railway
Company, cut New Park Farm in two. James Loch recommended that New Park Farm should be
reorganised. The area to the east and part of the area to the west of the railway line was taken in hand by
the estate and replanted with trees. It was henceforth known asthe “New Park Plantation.” James
Perkin, the tenant as New Park Farm since 1839 was served with notice to quit and a new tenant, George
Cooper took over the reduced holding of 48 acres of land in 1849. His census return can be found on page
6. Thomas Llewellyn, a solicitor from the Potteries, was his successor in 1858. He was the first of a
succession of professional men from the Potteries who occupied New Park Farm in the second half of the
nineteenth century for whom farming was a mere sideline. He made various improvements to the large,
three storey, Georgian farmhouse shown on the photograph above (taken in 1919). These included
upgrading the cart road into a carriage drive and the construction of an ornamental enrance lodge by the
main road in 1858-59. Thomas Llewellyn’s census return for 1861 and that of Gecrge Griffin. the occupier
of the entrance iodge, can be found on page 6.




NEW PARK PLANTATION

The new farm and the new plantation are shown on the map on the next page, part of a Plan of Property
belonging to his Grace the Duke of Sutherland in the Townships of Trentham, Hanchurch, Clayton, &c.,
1859, in Staffordshire Record Office. Below, are the relevant entries from the accompanying Survey of the
North Staffordshire Estates of the Duke of Sutherland, by Liddle Elliot, surveyor, Newcastle, 1859.

Township of Trentham
Quantity
No Tenant Description A RP
361 InHand Plantation in New Park 8 2 27
370 Ditto Ditto 7 3 28
372 Ditto Ditto 0 1 13
378  Ditto Plantation in Hem Heath 2 3 23
378a Ditto Ditto 0 0 31
381 Ditto Plantation in New Park 98 3 04*
887  Ditto Plantation in Hem Heath 0 0 20
388  Ditto Ditto 0 0 13
119 3 39
¢ John Simcock, Cottage &c., 3 perches to be deducted
382  Elizabeth Salt Croft 2 3 25
383  Ditto House and Garden 0 1 30
384  Ditto Croft 3 1 22
6 2 37
362  Thomas Llewellyn Boat Horse Piece 19 2 30
363 Ditto Wheat Close and Calf Croft 9 3 34
364 Ditto Black Birch 8§ 2 00
365  Ditto Messuage 2 0 24
366  Ditto Horse Close 4 2 30
368  Ditto Fish Pond 0 3 06
369  Ditto Marl Field 4 2 38
580 2 02
360  North Staffordshire Lock House and Garden 0 1 11
367 Railway Company Canal Towing Path &c 7 1 02
373  Ditto Wharf at Hem Heath 0 2 00
380 Ditto Railway 10 2 13
18 2 26

The survey above records almost 120 acres of woodland in New Park. The greater part of this was on
the east side of the railway line and here cart tracks were laid out on a grid-iron pattern to facilitate the
exploitation of the woodland. Today, the principal access to the wood is directly off Trentham Road. Then,
the principal access was from the west via a bridge over the railway line to the cart road through New
Park Farm and past the entrance lodge to the turnpike road. This route had several advantages to the
estate. It linked the plantations on both sides of the railway line. It also provided greater security for the
game which was nurtured in the new plantation. Joseph Gorse, a gamekeeper, was already living in New
Park by 1851, (see census return page 6) and his successor John Simcock, occupied what appears to be a
new cottage in the plantation. (See the reference to “John Simcock, Cottage &c, 3 perches to be deducted”
from No 381, above.) This cottage is easier to find on the map on page 10. It stood on the east edge of the
New Park Plantation allowing a clear view towards Longton which was assumed to be the principal resort
of poachers.

The new plantation also required the services of an estate woodman. The Salt family had been living in
New Park since at least 1788, when the baptism of Jacob, son of Thomas & Alice Salt, labr., New Park, is
recorded in Trentham parish register on the 28t of December. In 1816 there is an entry in Blurton parish
register for the baptism of Abraham, son of Isaac and Elizabeth Salt. Elizabeth Salt, widow of Isaac, is
occupying New Park Cottage in 1851 (See census return page 6. This cottage is shown in more detail on
the Ordnance Survey map on page 9.) Her son, Abraham, worked as an agricultural labourer on several
farms in the area before he became a brickmaker in Longton ¢.1851. By 1852 he had been appointed as
woodman for the New Park Plantation and is living in New Park Cottage. His census return for 1861 and
2271 can be found on pages 6 and 7. He occupied this position for 27 years, until his death in 1879.
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. Plan of Property belonging to his Grace the Duke of Sutherland in the Townships of Trentham,
Hanchurch, Clayton, &c., 1859 (Staffordshire Record Office)
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NEW PARK IN THE 1851 CENSUS

New Park:

Joseph Gorse Head Married
Elizabeth Gorse Wife Married
Sarah Gorse Dau Single
Alice Gorse Dau Single
Thomas Gorse Son  Single

New Park Cottage:

Elizabeth Salt Head Widow
Joseph Salt Son  Married
Dorothy Salt Dau-in-Law Married
George Salt Son Single
Hannah Davenall Grand DauSingle
William Salt Grand Son Single

New Park Farm:

George Cooper Head Married
Betty Cooper Wife Married
Dorothy Cooper Dau Single

Jemima Cooper Dau-in-Law Widow
George R Cooper Grand Son Single

Sarah H Cooper  Grand DauSingle
Anne Beckett Srvnt Single
Vernon Pedley Srvnt Single

NEW PARK IN THE 1861 CENSUS

New Park:

John Simecock Head Married
Charlotte Simcock Wife Married
John Simcock Son  Single
Elizabeth Simcock Dau Single
Samuel Simcock Son  Single

William Simcock Son  Single

New Park [Cottage]:

Abraham Salt Head Married
Ann Salt Wife Married
George Salt Son  Single
William Salt Son  Single
Joseph Do Son  Single
Ann Salt Dau Single
Eliza Salt Dau Single

New Park [Farm]:

Thomas Llewellyn Head Married
Frances M Llewellyn Wife Married
Constance Llewellyn Dau  Single
Thomas Llewellyn Son  Single

Edith Llewellyn Dau  Single
Alice Llewellyn .Dau  Single
Sarah Preece Srvnt Single
Ann Redfern Srvnt Single
Ann Peak Srvnt Single
Eliza Blood Srvnt Single
New Park [Entrance Lodge]:
George Griffin Head Married
Maria Griffin Wife Married
Thomas Griffin Son  Single

Elizabeth Griffin Dau Single
Mary Griffin Dau Single

Place of birth:

26 Gamekeeper Staffs, Stone
26 Staffs, Willenall

7 At Home Staffs, Trentham

6 Staffs, Trentham

1 Staffs, Trentham
68 Employed in Agriculture Staffs, Trentham
25 TUnder Usher Trentham Hall Staffs, Trentham
29 Staffs, Cheadle
19 Shoemaker Staffs, Barlaston
10  Scholar Staffs, Longton

1 Staffs, Trentham

1 Labourer

61 Farmer 48 Acres employing / Staffs, West Bromwich
68 Staffs, Bloxwich
27 Staffs, Stone
33 Annuitant Cheshire, Wybunbury

4 Lancs, Warrington

2 Lancs, Warrington
21 House Servant Staffs, Brindley Ford
24  Agricultural Labourer Staffs, Cheddleton
38 Gamekeeper Staffs, Ashley
37 Staffs, Stone
14  Agricultural Labourer Staffs, Barlaston

6 Staffs, Trentham

3 Staffs, Trentham
11 months Staffs, Trentham
45 Woodman Staffs, Trentham
45 Staffs, Cheadle
12 Garden Labourer Staffs, Barlaston
10 Scholar Staffs, Trentham

8 Scholar Staffs, Trentham

5 Scholar Staffs, Trentham

2 Staffs, Trentham
47 Attorney and Solicitor Staffs, Hanley
36 Middlesex, St Mary

6 Staffs, Wolstanton

4 Staffs, Wolstanton

1 Staffs, Wolstanton

8 months Staffs, Trentham
25 Cook Salop, Cheslyn
25 Nurse Staffs, Talk o’ th’ Hill
21 Housemaid Staffs, Stone
17 Nurse Staffs, Wolstanton
42  Agricultural Labourer Staffs, Uttoxeter
36 Lodge Keeper Staffs, Uttoxeter
14 Scholar Staffs, Uttoxeter
12 Scholar Staffs, Leigh

9 Scholar Staffs, Leigh



1871 Census: New Park [Cottage]:

Abraham Salt Head Married 55 Woodman Staffs, Trentham
Ann Salt Wife Married 54 Staffs, Trentham
Thomas Salt Son Single 26 Labourer at Tilery Staffs, Barlaston
George Salt Son Single 22 Labourer at Tilery Staffs, Barlaston 4
William Salt Son Single 20 Labourer at Tilery Staffs, Trentham
Joseph Salt Son Single 18 Labourer at Tilery Staffs, Trentham
Eliza Salt Dau Single 12 Scholar Staffs, Trentham

THE SALE OF WOOD FROM NEW PARK PLANTATION

Sales of wood from the New Park Plantation and elsewhere on the Trentham estate are recorded in the
account books now in Staffordshire Record Office. Not surprisingly, a large part of the sales was in the
form of cratewood for use in the pottery industry. In some cases sales were made directly to pottery firms
in Longton; in other cases to intermediaries. The entry below, in May and June 1873, for the sale of
Cratewood from New Park and Cocknage, is made out to Samuel Emony, stationer and timber merchant of
Market Street, Longton.  As a result of the volume of sales to pottery manufacturers in Longton, a new
access was created on the north east side of the New Park Plantation directly onto the turnpike road. (See

Ordnance Survey map on page 8.)
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THE BATTLE FOR THE RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS THE NEW PARK ESTATE

The extract from the second edition six inch Ordnance Survey Map (enlarged) below, shows New Park
Farm and New Park Plantation in 1901. The cart road leading from Longton Road to New Park farmhouse
which continues across the Trent and Mersey Canal and Barlaston Old Road in the direction of Tittensor is
clearly marked on the map. Three years later Sarah Bennett, an active trade unionist and suffragette,
organised a campaign to re-open what she argued was an ancient right of way down this cart road through
New Park to Tittensor. On the next page is a brief biography of Sarah Bennett taken from People of the
Potteries, edited by Dennis Stuart. This makes no mention of her campaign in Trentham, which received
extensive coverage in the local press. The report, of her action in 1904 and the subsequent court case in
1905, which appeared in the Staffordshire Advertiser, is reproduced on pages 11 to 15. The Duke of
Sutherland lost the first stage of the proceedings, but after an appeal heard by the Lord Chief Justice, the
case was eventually decided in his favour.
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Zwtract from: Denis Stuart (Ed), People of the Potteries (1985)

BENNETT, Sarah (fl. 1893-1908), trade unionist and suffragette, Burslem.

5B was educated at Queen’s College, London. In 1884 she started a co-operative
society in the New Forest. She came to the Potteries about1893, possibly as a result of
a campaign by the Women’s Trade Union League led by Gladys Tuckwell and was
active in unionising women in the pottery industry.
With the support of the Potters’ Union she was elected to the Burslem School Board
in 1898 and 1901 and to the Burslem and Wolstanton Board of Guardians. A pamphlet
attacking certain teachers was thought to have cost her the seat of the “token”
woman when Burslem Education Committee was formed in 1903. The seat went to
'Mrs. Mary Alcock, widow of Dr. John Alcock.
$B was an active suffragette and campaigned with Christabel Pankhurst against the
Liberal candidate in the North-West Staffs. by-election in july 1907. On 3 January
1908 she was arrested during a suffragette demonstration in London and sentenced to
three weeks’ imprisonment. She took advantage of The Qualification of Women
(County and Borough Councils) Act 1907 to stand at the Burslem council elections in
November 1907, again with union support, although there was some criticism of this
because she had campaigned against the Liberals in the by-election. She called for the
municipalisation of ‘abattoirs and for the council to supply milk. She favoured
federation. In May 1908 a distraint was levied upon her goods because of her refusal
to pay rates on the grounds that women did not have the vote.

- Burslem School Board minutes (HRL); Oldham; Staffs. Sentinel July 1907, November 1907, 30
January 1908, 19 February 1908, 26 February 1908.

THE ACTION: FRIDAY, 26 AUGUST 1904
Extract from: The Staffordshire Advertiser, 27 August 1904

Gl : s itk

PROTEST AGAINST THE CLosING OF A RoaD.—A ‘“demon
stration " offh: very active tchtaemm wu,x_macéa st Tﬁn:m’l’!
yesterday afternoon closing of & road leading
oft. the main 10ad b& g smithy belween theﬁ'ilm :hti:ﬁ';
and the Trentham Hotel in the diraction of New Patk House
and across Lhe fields 1o Tittensor. An interested pm:ti justifies

 purposes, as a cart road to a lime-kiln, and also to the canal
- 'wharf frons Longton way, There are few, if sy, who are in
 the habit of going to Trentham from the Pottaries who have
. not used this path ﬁ'a?uentl:r and the existence of the road,
' and also of the right of-way over it, has been traced back 300
- " The erection of barriers and remaval of stiles, with
of ““No road ; trespassars will be prosecuted ; by
rentham Office,” had given the occasion for thix
For some time ‘men have been on E-Ard at various
prevent people using the £ It i
objectars da not appeal to the residents of Trentham, -
.::fatthetimepf writing we have not been able to ascertain

i

‘mnore, Mr. : (Blas

Thornton (Working Men's Clab, Burslem), Mis
(Tunstall), and Mr. J. Reeves .
addressing a large number of spectators who had assembl
said they wers there to re-open ths ancisnt bridls road
footpath to Tittensor which had besn closed during the last
few weeks. She added ** we are going to taks the constitu-
‘tignal means of doing this by rem the barriere. Iam
v!!linsjoaaymtl take all responsibility in the matter oa

- Mesmrs, Thornton and at the invitation of
ﬂ%ﬂeﬁ: then applied hmmm nndms:lmadnom
hain fasteni led




THE COURT CASE:

Extract from: The Staffordshire Advertiser, 18 March 1905

@ | THE RIGHT-OF-WAY DISPUTE AT TRENTHAM.

- i | remained until Eady.day, 1892 Mr. Cooper waz J

Tux DUKE OF SUTHERLAND v BENIIT.

In this sction the plaintiff claimed damages {rom the defendant,
Miss 8, Benett, of Burslem, for wrongfully entering certain lznda
sitaete at Trentham, and pulling dosm, breaking, and remoaving
certain gates and fences. An injunction was also asked for to"
restraln the defendsnt from the repetition or continoance of the
wrongful acts complrined of: ;
- Mr. A, Powerr, K.C., and Mr. B. C. BrousH were for the.
plaintiff and Mr. C, F. k’;c;m_z.r., with Mr, G, C. LEwIs, were for
the dafendant.

r. BrovaH, in opening the pleadings, said the action was
b ht to recover for trespass upon the plaintiff's road .
and land and also for damage and injury to gates and fences .
thereon. The defendant, by ber def , denied the t and -
damage, and alleged that the road in guestion was a public high- 'r

wﬁ; N < A
: . POWELL, in opening the case, said that part of the Trentham
estate, which m%pe by the Duke of Sutherisnd, com ed"
the New Park Honse, which was let with 65 ncreaof land a$ a
rental for the house of £175 and for the land of £120 per snnum,
The pro lay to the south of Hem Heath, and between the
T:ent'nmue{ Capal 'and the North Stafford Railway. The'
road in question led from  Hem Heath on thenorth, southward ;
past the N&w Park House-or close to, the gardens being in fzont;!
and then: contisued through eoates, fmroing in' & south-westerly
direction uniil astiother gste was reached, and then across the
" canal, on the other side of which there was a gate. The road led
on to Yockerton, and there was a gate on the highway from
Barlaston to Hanford. Anyope wishing to get from Yockerton to
Hem Heafl could go by the high rond until he reached the high-
way from Nuwecastle to Longtonm, aad then proceed inan easterly
ditection- t6 the point where what was now mald to be s private
road joined the: main.roal from Newcastleto Longten. This, -
|} secording to the map, appeared to be as pesr a: way in every
1} respect a8 the one which wz2 now gaid to be a highway, the only
difference being some 180 yarde - These lands had been in the *
family of the Duke of Sutherland for more than a century aad a-
half. “Traciug back; it was found that from 1785, at least, they had;
ﬂmtli;ylfh;?b::nl?m?b 1‘)110“ tc;thnm_r baka, butm' that -
me n fee simple to the present prior ta
that they were settled in the way in which large estates were:
settled. for life with remainderover. The laat settlament waga
deed of October 20, 1884, and there was power in if——y - ¢
| LoBpgETP, —Nothing really turns npon this title, I sapposs,

Hig
Mr. Vachell?. ‘ 3
© Mr; VacaxLe,—Yes, there are periods when there was a person.
whio bad the freshold and who was capable of dedicating. .
_Mr. Powrin.—We won’:tl. agub very E:gcdhlnb?:; that,
becausa there iz no expresse ication sog n cnsa,
but I shall be abls to prove that from 1785 to 1895 the landa were’
held in strict settlement. ) C .
; Hia Lonpsure, —That will be for me; it will not be for the
| | jury: Therefors you can put the evidence as Lo this part of the
I | esse and need not trouble the jury farther, v ?
Mr. PowgLL; contimuing, said that Mr. George Wenzies, the
present sgent of the Dake of Sutherland, had for many years been:
on the estate in some capscity or other before his appointment as.
i} igent, and his memory went_ formml.huh::gun Ha:
. would be able to tell the ] how the property been held
'} during thst time, and what had been done with regard to the road
i} in question. There were estate plans showing that agmcuﬂ;-
the rond was made between 1828 New
Park House wag let as s fsxmhouse with 271 acres of Iand
asttached, but in 1846 thatstate of things cemsed, of the 271
acres being planted to form woods, and afterwards let {o a neigh-
bouring tenant, and the house and 65 acres being let for the par-
puses of & privats dwelling-honse. Ever gince then it had been
|} used as a private residence. Mr. Thooias Llewellyn became tensnt
il in 1858, snd one of his sons would describe the state of affairs in
hia father's time. In 1858 or the beginning of 1859 thers was
erected at the Hem Heath or north end of the road s lodge which
was still in existence. A gute was pat by the side of it, he (Mr.
.| Powsll) believed. A gate had been there belors, but the lodge
| wascrected, and- what had been a mere occupation road for the .
'} farm was mads into s diive as far as New Park House for the use::
‘| of the tenant. At Lady-day, 1859, the lodge was turmed over to
‘| the tensnt as part of the hulding, and = gardener had generally
j Hived at the lodge sinee The gates had been closed generally
/| with a chain  thém or something of that kingd to keep people
vat in the ordinsry way in which oae found & private ruad where
there was & lodge Mr; Llewellyn ceased to be bepant in
1857, and was succeeded by Mr. Barlow; who remained tenant:’
until 1871, when -be in turn was succeeded by Mr. mmga ::_jo
8.
‘widow would bs called to prove that this road was al ways regarded
3 & private road, and that if people were found on the road who
nid not be upon it remopstrances were made and in some
cages they were turned back. Mr. Cooper was gacczeded as tenant.
| Mr. Atthur Challinor, who held the position of town clerk of,
; and various er offices, who waz still the tenant,
alumgh hie tenancy would expire st Lady-day nert. The
learned counsel incidentally mentioned that . Challinor had
. | recently suffered a very severs bereavement. Continuing, Mr.
i { Powell said that the road waz m mere ocoupatiod road until the
~| drive wsa made to the house. The drive only went ag [ar as the
house, and onwards it was merely an oocupation road. No one bad
suggested until recently that it was anything but a private road
of tha dxdinary kind. It was now said, although there might not
ha¥e besn any express dedication, there had been a user by the
pablic. From = user, as his Iordship would tell the jury, s
dedication could sometimes be inferred. For instzncs, If i waz e
way which naturally led from ome place to anolher and tha land-
owner allowed persons to go along it, 80 ag to form & way from
oa:glscs to another, under those circumstances, after the lapse of
i oonsidersble &i and all sorts snd conditions of making
- zse of the rosd without remonstrance, thea it might be inferred
+=eve had been a dedication, if there was someone who had power
=3 dsdicata. But no tenant had power to dedicate—no tenant for
‘e had suck power—and then it became x question for biz lord-
L"_‘l;utaaettrmen!. The only ' who had ased the road,
exsept accasionsl trespassers, had been the temants om the Trent-'
zuw egtate. and it was necessary to point out how some tepantz
=12 Ty express permission been allowed'at times to use part of
s =oed at Yockerton Gate, where there were two cottages Tn
‘r—ar :imes thers was no water supply except a well situate in a
Is ® goe distance along this mg. and the tenants had express’
== mi7n to go_to the well snd fetch water. But {hat- would

Dot make the road a highway, It was quite clear that iz bad Aot
been ary forthet ta to get watar of Iate, becxtiza water
hed been laid on to the cottages from the walerworks company’'s
maine ; bat while the permission was in vogue, in order to facili-
tate the tenants of the cottages, when it was necesanry for them to
fetch water, a'wicket was pot up so that they need not open the
big gate upening on to the road. He (Mr. Powell) contended that
[rom thig no possible dedication of & highway could be suggested
nor from an accumulation.of things of that kind witere one found
express: permisgion given. Bimilar permission Lo nse the ocenpa-
tion road was given to the teosnts of a limekiln sod property
kpown as .Stmf:ror;l Mil}, which waa on neighbouaring Iand. He
understood that in both instances there had been no nsed what- |
ever for the use of the road for soms time, becanse the limelkilp |
ceased t0 be used in 1873, and the mill had not been used for some
yearz, He tllt:gu.m cylﬂ:ﬂ ev;d‘;uoo of tenants to prove that with the
exception of those eXpress per on no one had been
sliowsd to use this road who had been found out. Of courss,
whers onebad a number of acresof Isnd one coald not always
have. psople on the look-out for trespsssers, It somatimes
m«um when persons chose to walk along an occupation !
1bey were not turned back, but, as had been said by one very :
celebrated judge not long ago—and his words had been guoted
over apd over again and guite recently in the Hottae of Lords with
great :ﬁonl——it must nok be infarred from the fact that because
» man who llu_d ﬁthe :ighlrgo turn - # back or to refuse them;
; ion to do something not exercise it that ha:
relioguished that right. *'It was extremely undesirable,” maid:
the lsarmedjudge, “ that in & free country-this shouldbe 50 juries’
would, of cowrse, always conzider It wasdesirablethat a lsndowner |
shonh! be on good terms with thoss who were about him and
with the pablic generally.” If occasionally thers were peopls who °
‘nsed:a yoad or fighed in & atream, and if the landowner happsned
to seé them; and even saw them often, ‘but thonght * Well, T won't
trouble; the man is not doing me grest harm,’ it most not bs
i from that that he was giving up his right. It would bes .
ivg -if -every Iandowner had to insist upon his rights,
B _“&hek his gates, and ‘employ bailiffs to look after
hin fshing; snd not mllowhia neighbonrs who were not in the mme
position sy biissll to have & certain amount of enjorment,
|| friend (Mr. Vachell) relied en ‘wpon uset, but thers were a
{1’ good many reasons why peufge onld not be. turned back, and
there -wers ‘peopls one would nol like.to turn back becanss il
wounld lmer sn unpleasant thing to do. It was for his friend to
i g et s tup ot phich Bidmbiedly
i k 1pation " h was an ocou on road from
{ New: Park Houss to Yockerton, to entitle it tg‘;jeﬂn.imudf asn
i public highway. Tt was n strange thing, and one there woald be
[| somegifficnlty in getting pver, that for thirty years there had bozn
|1 at the gate s notice board qtnunf that the road was private. He
{| was oot sure that the words on it wera mot “ Trespaassrs will be
]
|
|

proseculed,”’ but the board aas there st the present time ; it b
been painted and re-painted during the thirty years, and gave i:f
formation to everybody who passed by. _Peopie might from tims
e totima havewulkqd,iq!n the woods close by, but if they bad done
i} 0 they had trespasséd and had mot beez found out. The ji
! | mustnot infer from thia [hat thers had been anything which’ I‘:ﬁ
, || .converted the road into s public highway. : S
I His Yol : 3 ! ;
e by the parish or

|, LORDBHTP. — AN bout repairs ¥ |
] Dy's petiie aioniy. Ty e o bl
| g o Ity. AVE Lys . done i
! nti’_:;]_nr. the lesrned coinse] alluded to the way in wmh Misy .
it ‘Benett ¢ame ‘into the case. Mias'Benetl seemod to be a pablic-
|| =piritsd Iady ‘who took apon herself to vindicate pablic rights,
{{ spd he iou.i_d 1ell the jury how Miss Bepsttcame, ns she thonght,
i | tovindicate’public rights in this instance. Owing to the fact that
1| “last yenr there wae  verydry summer, instructions ware given tn
men tu keep'a look-out to see no sparks came from the railway
and et fire to the woods. It had also been fonad that people
entered the woods withont permission, aod Mr. ies, the
Duke's agent, said that unider the circumstances it wouald be better | .
to pat chaios on the gates, but snybudy who wanted to get per- |
misgion from the tenant to go into the woods conld do soupon
making rensonable request. Accordingly the gutes wers shat and |
a locked chain was put on. Thereupon Benstt took upon
herself 1o organize m raid. “She did it in a proper way, end s
number of p came down a'ter notice given and they found
the gates locked. 'The Duke's geu{le were there, and saw what
went on, -Miss Bepert came with others, sad before anything was
ons she mrde a speech saying she woald take all the respogsi-
ty wpon bersélf. She then called upon soxeonz to brexk the
chain, swhich was snd the party went in at the Yockerton
gate snd ncross the fisids, breaking open the gates one after the
other. At the Yockazrton end they sawed down the rails which
had been put where the “aicket wae. Not very much damage was |
_done, something about £1 in all, bat it was the guestion of right ;
(| that was in dispute. Miss Banett said, “' 1 bave s perfect right, '
it and an“l:;vah:o ﬂgl:lt ':r]n_uvn;? la;: meg;:. I am one of the :
2, have ‘a right to go through.” jury could vader- |
stand that of Iate the popnistiva of the Poblsriurgad very much
increased, snd & good many villas were to be s2en about Trentham
snd Hem Heath.. Therelore it became necessary Lo test this ques-
{ion at the prasent time. “Thers wonld be no gueation 2o far as the |
| Dake of Sytherland was nell. Everybody koew that the |
‘Duke had ﬁm peopla to go info his Park aod’ various other -

_places, alwaym on the sssnmption that his right mas not 23
for e o R o e
n to thi I
and it Wps 10 be determined by that Coart, R ERs Rionter
‘His LoRrsair relerred- to the question of "titl . eounsel
agreed that this should ba dealt iﬂtlﬁt alttu-'lta:& L

bad, however
i _Tus

The first' wituess called was Mr, George Menzi i
had been agent to theé Duke of Sulherhrigz.ﬁ since 1 'h%?ifvf&

near Trentham, atd had & wide knowl, of the estate and imme-
diate locality, Prior to 1816 New Park Houss was merely & farm-
bouse, and since than it had been let with abous 65 acres of land
a3 a privale residence. There was a drive from the Trentham
and Longton road up to New Park Honse, The road in guestion
passed through fieldz to Yockexton, whers it gave access to the
woods, The road wes not metailed ; it was mply & cart road,
with rough cart tracke across the turf, At the northern end thers
was & Jodge and gate enclosing the road, which had besu in exis
tence since 1858 Priorfo that year there was a Beld gats thers
A few yr._{d.s ingide the gate there was a board with the ward

Private * upon it, and this stood on the right of the road He
could not definitely fix the date'when the bosrd was erected, bzt
fo the best of his belief it had been thers for thirty vesrs coo.
tinocusly, Near the canal there was a Iimekiln, the ns= of wki
was discontinned in 1873 The tenants of the kiln had the spee=-
{ rght granted to thém to use the road In guestion at bot: sriw




_HZ COURT CASE continued:

—hers were alio an the gatate Strongford mill (which was
demolished in 1495) and farm, the tenants of which were allowed
io use this perticularroad. At (he Yockerton end were thres
cottages, which were converted into two aboot tweoly yearsago.
A wicket gate was made in the fence about 16 or 18 years agoto
give access for the tensnts to s well near the occupation road, bat
when the well wag discontinued the wicket wks taken away.

‘His LoEDSHIP asked if any similsr wicket wag putin any of he
gates up tha road.

- Witness.—None, empt that there xas & wicket put at the gate
|.at Hem Heath. -
: Mr, Vs m(mmminin;).-—ﬂ!hm is no gquestior as to

~ there- being a well-defined road from the northern of: Hem-
Heath down to Yockerton 7—Thereia & defined road—a carriage.
drive up to s certain distance—and {ben s rough csrt track, which
bas been there dminﬁ the lvhols of the'time Loss romenber. .

Going pouth from New Park Honse,izthere s road which standa’
a little h.igher than the surrounaing rosd 7—Yee.

That is what I mean by, & well- — em!led,' but
showing signs of nser by carts 7—VYea, certainlyl’ - T ;

. ‘At'the northern end the first gate'med to stani nearsr the'
-toad than it does now ?—Na, I'don's thint it doex. r
uﬂn It was a few yards further fn X

Has thire alwsys been, so far as’ fm remember, provision for,
mnlentﬂhgﬂ &&Imgtmmd a ﬂm?—"ﬁlw has

wicket certainly, L2

B s

n trespass guat or 3
- wicket has never been blocked or faelened—is that so?—I ean't:
' snswer as fo ‘how the. ml:lmllndgltuhnabmunt They
mmplwmedhmmhc & wickal. nr guq but m&herthsr

. were. T

O

ed'or not I ean’t sy, . .
His Lorbantr.—~As{arak hmr, iid W ‘Iump thmtl
; locked !—No, I'don't know:that I Yiave: them dodked; j
!'um“ th:j assaliaid hc:hndnatahsrred wlughqr
' one §.on omad, mmﬁeﬂb' with'a waig
' and chain, ' mattention was naxtdirected toa photosngl’z
ntnuilemththﬂ- side of ‘s gale st the eastern en
Mz VicHrIL —Hasnot s b_qmn.:ﬂepﬂpmipunhen'

7—Yes, aarepalr.

g; the %mﬁm was m:a pmﬁuw‘
nwaylnd restored.
i P mm—Wuit tommtpeoplemﬂ as = n;l,!a'l—

Witness admiited that the btu ol' the !endng showed’ cﬂrn.l.iduJ
hatl climbed over. He had not

wtm:h was tn:en'

Mr. v.wm:. n.id lha :tep n.; zt. 31::.1

o Wi ;
as Io I hqtpmg a aan
a hs
m':fhimmz, bnt

. timn lmhﬂ and t'ha;r remuned
‘| deason

'} M VacEELL —Whatever spma thers wag bstwean the wall’
i §. and the uisaﬂu:tlha on l*bmxdod-up?—-ﬂ:mdme'
| | after s matter arose, d, “Board it ap, and let's have no

_i'.mmmnbknth:hll.’ i
m doneto prevent people passing throu —Ceriainly.
* Witness sdmitted that a Reld gate Iith wickat n‘ltlhe Yockr.rtnn.

wﬁumhmmmr-mlhpmnmathemhu do,
Huillm upmmnnin;lmmmihepnﬂiq?:-ﬁinwt

i “gqnadbmdmmm'ﬂdhh dhpnta!-—'w.smm E
§  Replyin tnti:e.‘r 'immdtlm- m the firpt gate.
| g sl il

New and they wars
'Iharc?:w no fences on either si&a

the Yockerton end lsshors s cottags which:- |

: E‘Heneurkmw

r. PowELL—HNo, my Lord, itis s holiday wesk whea peopne
meke excurgions lo Trentham. * Trentham Thursrlzw is zn
institution.

Witness, continuing, said she invariably imm'ucud her bailiff
on_* Trentham Thareday ‘- to stay at the lodge gate all day in
order to prevent peoples going up the drive, snd this instruction
was given every year during her residence there.—Croas-®
examined : Witnegs never saw anyoue use the side wicket st the -
Iodge end to enter the dnl"u ; it was kept locked, and the only '
way was through  the lodg tes. Bhe could not name anyone
shehsdpmmledfmnnsingt erpad, She asked la certain
questions, and if thess were not anawered sstisfactorily sha tgroed -
them badk. —By the Jupae : The notice board wag pat up four or’

five years after she went to live thers, or Ionger. Shehad
it put up Becaussshe did not think the m -;uiﬁnta aﬂ.wgh
for her children. She never remembered the neighbours’
belng turned back, but she admittad thlt mmeot the paopiuhe
hd turned back med the right to go tluougb. i

‘Charles D" Ogly Cooper, of the firm of Mesars. Ashl .

Imnliy.mﬁ Cooper, sollditors, London, sod son of the-last-
pesz, sald there waa no pablic use of the drive whilehql.imat-
" New Park_House, excapt by peopls who were- re'gr ded as tres—
I passerx. - Whensver be had found persong usicg the deive bealways
endeavoured to ture them back, and none of them ever, to his®
. Inowledge, claimed the right to go along the road, The
who sought to nse the road wmpeop!eoomingfxmtha?olmiu
lddainr o enjoy themselves, In cross-examination, witness.
sdmitted that as-the drive led up to the houss be was anxious to ,

make it 88 private as possible,

Mr, VicHELL —So that whether there was s hbwthe:mbhc
or not to gon amtbﬂm‘g:ndmm et them not.
i:o?-‘.i.’at.sir & we did it on baxiz of wbeﬁe'thuilm

it P‘n:th questioned, witness zaid hs firet began to ]
back xt thenmt 1%.—By the Jopax : What helnduid
to the time w! he wazs home for school holidays. He weould
| updertake to say he kad some 15 or 20 times turned' back people
il who claimed the right to use the road ; they were all entire}
I} strangers fa him.

Mr. J. Mmﬂsﬁeﬂhwbe DI... ol.{pedlhmll,mdthnhu
Mr. 8. H.-Cooper: was his hennhw He uved to visit Mr..
Cooper when ths lsmr lived abk New Park House, and had walked
| with him aloog the road in question. He temembered one oom
i} sion woen Mr. Cooper turned & man back who was attempti

use the psth from the Iodga.—ﬁxwamminul Prior.to he

lived at tham snd knew the district.

Mr. ur , solicitar, and wmalukot Hauoley, smid .
' that he bee?:‘; tenant ofdul\’eltrh:nk Houss in h;‘1892. andﬁh{s
: tenancy. exp at Lady year. When occupation
| commenced thers were no !rmu at the Todge end, in ihe Longton-
road, and ap to. that time he did not fiod that thers was acy
" attempt to use his Jrive ag & public footpath, The first st{empts
weré mads about 1857, when Lhe villax were erected. The noticu
. bosrd, which bore uu words * will be
fsced the drive when he firet mt there ; he Mtﬁabmdro-
1 painted and the word '* Privata ' pv.toni:. He had never turaed
if::anyone back, but he had: informed peopls that it was & private
i road.—By the JUunee : When he'told them this, they replied that
1 they were not sware it was private. then let them procesd —
By Mr Brougr : To lus resollection, not one of the
8to evar claimed the right to uss it as & public footpat
i@ Vaicarrt.—Is it not s fact that the reputation of the road
if: inthat it iz one which people have the right to walk upon 7—I
i heard s good deal sbout this cuse lately, but I have never

8

Samnel Holdcraft, farmer, Old-road Farm, Barlastos
tmkthntmnq-umd: Feark feom hix father, whe
- tensnt under the Duke of Bu nd!’mmny;m
mﬂtwm g fwom: the nm'thmYocmwnenhhaloo h

in.the week during the Isst few years, bat as loag(
gama.ﬂmr them he had not interfered with them. .
tobuuaadulmhhﬁmdaﬂmuma
Rnﬁnalfﬂuntlwd, farmer, O} Eosd Barizston, de
1891 he had been tenznt under Cooper
scyes of landi He oecmﬁ all they
I ) Since 1891 he had kept:
i| the east gute on-the New Park side of the canal locked, exoepting
18 on tha foad, but did-
exz to do so. l'ong a8
nQt matter to b it

m

f va muvmoliscﬂod of sy -z_n-},ngfm.?;f
| 16 whsat i
) whn ways, an@m&mua ﬁ:ma? .

ﬁdortothe

fhoi g to Haw Park H.umla ont
m! The' gutes lrmnat‘

nsnoll.agw Mkﬁlhauwu-

per, now resident in ]:.ondo& t%a:i. ;geum
189L. - Before her

m)gueﬂion wlightly b
ta at tha lod
inside the

stood just jmside this gpate, next the gate-post. |
by the gate. waa not a public one, and the had hme]ltumd! :

path e

atrangers:back.
* | His Lonosume.—~Why did you turn them back 7~Becanne I d.id:

thres houses~my own, the woodman's; or the game

. Witness, conlinuing, said she gave her, governess and cbﬂ,dm

'innmrlunsuwtmns back ‘on the road in qoestion.

Thewiakot o at the lodge end of Iocked.,

| wag erected by the! Tmu.:hnm'eilxte men st her
mauenibepm she lfm:l.mi trespassara comi

OTH.

- Mr. qum‘l—-tiq kndw a dxyctllad m:ham'rm

:.hél?:-: ".E‘u.lﬂnm toke Wakes wesk in August.

i - .-ﬂ-ﬂi‘lh’l.t w‘hen Jouz cinemstograph goes sbuul

Wakumh Itisa

J-Tety likel?. ny Lord ; Ik m in Stoke or Hmhr
mmmhn!idl}! day, i o ' ;

'é

v

spnﬂicrlgn{

, was everstopped. = ¢,

trespassers.. i
thare was a field ga nndthomnﬁwt

_'mwmammmw right unless they wmgoingmwaoﬁ i &

%l:hteﬁ in going om. :
was 00 du:y for that purpose on " Trentham Thursday
'mn 8 nm. to 8 p.m, wyery year,
« Froderick, Wal bllchm‘l&h, who bad lived at Hem Heath
!‘or MQ'M ‘sald he had seen Mr. atiempt to torn back
‘the drive.  He:had never heard the road claimed as
‘way until Miss Benett’s agitation.
This: onnaludad the case for the plaintiff.
- _After the luncheon interval, some legal argument ensued upon
- the queltwn title, .
His Lorpssrr ssid it would complicate the mattar to plscs’
phnsquteda_bemme jury. He would trest the cass for the
purposes of this izsue as though it were an ordinary fresholder,
and msk the jury to sy whether they found there had bees a
dedication in fact. He gathered from what had been siated by
" counsel that the estate was lant put iato settlement in 1833,
. Mr. PowxLL,~In 1855 there m & dizeniail
Mr. VACHELL gaid he gathered from what his learnsd friend

bad said that he bad doeds in Court & title of the
ke’s d € In thiz perty from 1704, snd that since
785 the property had been in strict settlemant. 'On Jan 13,

1880, there was & disestail by the third D the father of the
pmamt. Duke, snd & m-ut.tlement o‘n Januaryl7of the sams year
- His LoRDSHEIP said t point to koow was what the
jury thonghi uhmtth uuuonotum, and they na=d mdelsr

uestivn of titls now, I5 wax
whieb mew all h.shonl nqsdul with st thoes L.uiz:-.a.
turned gpon the impossibil of dadication being

ing tarni
Mr, Powell conld srgue it, and if

-im Tmhea.l contends:]
that thers was & period during ﬂiﬁ:thmmj;ht bars been such
" dedication it co 1 ba dealt with altarwarde

Mr: YACHELL then the jury for the defazoe  He mid
he proposed to sall s nomber 6t -ritne.en who wonld testify from
their experience of the road-that There had been & weer of &, with.
oat any interroption whatever, formany yesrz back snd that slen
{from the common rap\:mnunal the road ia the nelzhbocrhood it
1 bad stways been 28 ome over which whs pobliiz bad & righs

to walk on foot. defendant was aob contaading for asy right
| for public nse of the road for borses and vakiciag, AT 55s defanse
set up was that from thetm t—in the no=th woeze tnelodge
[ gnte was gitoeled to thesooth or Tockeston exd—in= pablic ed,

. as'far back as the mexmay of l.h'! tg man, besn sxmsiomed 10 R
it af their will, withoat soyone assergiog the: They wem wrapagsem.




THE COURT CASE Ceontinued:
If he made ont & case of this kind, and if the jury were of opicion
that the road had bsen 50 freguently aod generally used by the
public antil the user had grown a8 it were into & right, then they
were entitled to say there bad been such constant and uninter-
rupted nser that they were of opinion that what bad been done hai
e with the consant of the owner. The jury would also be
entitled to infer, although there was no deed to show dedication,
that the ownerin fee had in fact dedicated s right of way over the
road to the public. He put il to tbe jury thatil there was » pablic
Fight to use the road ps a footpsth, the mere fact that the tenants
of . New. P“irt ﬂoh.z, who ?tt«,e_t all hau})in éhsm:%ives no right to
‘dedicate, vbjected to people passing by, cluim
private one, and tirned back people who knew no better, did not
rob the public of the right that already existed One could
understand how objectiznable 1t wonld be te the tenants of New
Park Houss to see people passing ciose to their residence and
streaming down the road; but if thers wa= a right -the public
were at liberty to exercleeit. There’maz no evidence of persons
being turnéed beck other than those who were eatire strangers to
the locality or who were utterly ignorant 2z to whether there was
a pablic right of way or nok ° there was unquestionably
what miiht be called a physieal road, but_the question was ** Had
the public & right of way over it He submitted that the
existence of a wicket-gate at the north end fsvonred the assump.
fion of
-fact of ¢
not at all conclusive,
was not the voluntary act of the laodowner himself, who alone had
the power todedicate, but the act of the tenant and of the lady whose
only desire was to exclude the vulgar public and render ber resi-

ere having been s notice-bosrd put up al -that end sas

public that they bad no right to ¢ off the

intexferiog with the rights of foot passengers, because at that time
the noble plaintiff in that action aod those before him had recog-
pized theadvantage and comfort which thi= road sastothe public,
and they had dedicated it to the public.” 1t wag poly becanse of
recent tronbles that somebody, possibly not the Duie of Sutberland
‘himself and possibly not his agent, but mors likely those wio
iooked after the estate, thought that the public ought to be
restrained in this manner. It wag nobt until Aoguost Iast that it
was sonsidered for the first time that the pnblic really had no
right in the matter.
to the intention of the person who owned the freshold to allow
the public to mse it or not. As far as later yeirs.were con-
carned, he (Mr. Vachell) took it that that person was the
noble plaintiff,
|| rate since the death of the late Duke, bean the freeholder, an

“to the public If be were 50 minded. During that perdod he showld
show that there had been extensive use of this footinsd, and such
* uise a8 to warrant the jury In coming fo the conclusion thag the
- present Duke did fatend to dedicateit. His learniad friend had
- not called the Doke losay thst be had no such’ intentién. He
-had no donbt that his learned Irlend bad good reasuons for do
! dni%,ﬂhnt he (Mr. VacheB) thought e was entitled to say that if
the Duke desired the jury to-come to the conclusion that he never
inteaded to Mu:a surely, humble 8 they were, his Grace might
hzve taken the le to come and let the jary know his mind
' npon the matter. instesd of leaving counsel Lo sttempt to make it
out by mere argument. -
Evidence was then called, the firsi witness being Mr. Alexander
Serfvener, architect and su.rv:ior, of Haoley, who stated that he
had made an examination of the locality in gqnestion. Sgenlrlng
of the gate al the northerly end, lesding into the drive, he ssid
there was a lock on the.carziage gate, but therg was no lock on the
small wicket gate there, n.\:genever had besn so [ar ax one conld-
gpe ; it had an ordinary Istch. The lock on the carringe gate had
Deen closed by a strip on the face of the gate. The second gate

spparently a well-formed road, raisad above the surronnding
ground to a height of x» much aa I8 inchen It appearsitobeas
well-bottomed road, bacanss, alf overgrown with graas for.
some distance, it wax & road w bad been well nzed without
the ground having been cut into very much.

- His LorpeET?. —But you have -not found any metal upon it ?—I

ve nat, - i
‘Witness furlber stated that ab the cansl bridge east gate the
bars of what ‘had been oxlled the -stile showed marks of iaving
been worn awsy by treading on them. A stonearthe base had
been used sz & siep, acd aleo showed signs of wear, He had
w the gats on.the lr:is side of the canal. ‘At the Yocker-
. thers wax & gats to swing both ways aa s earvi gate,
and there wera indicationg that a wicket had alay lﬂlﬁ&“&:ﬂ&
- Thomaa r, aged 90, of Hanlay, said. he knew.the rond in

' | onl t ol
| Now Pk onse aad
‘over the eanal. T . dom
Mr. Lewis.—Have yoi pa down that road often 7—Msny &

time ; it wsed to be my way on:courting nights. (Isnghtet.?
i Witness -had seen many “people-along the road, and never
' | beard of anybody béing stopped: + Ha had ‘never been turned back,,
_and he always looked upon ;,he‘ﬁuﬁlg yubliz one. i 3
" - Mr. Powell (erom-sxamining) —No would think of turning
" | your father off that road; I suppose?—No; nor suybody else.
Why —Becanse it wax a pi

. Witnesn :added. = re

iy .{ . -
blaroads .
I to. the | bffect that hiy courting days:

the Duke of SButherland, who had, at sny,
" who had it within his power doring that tims fo ledicate the rosd

the road as a

Eroﬂrlon having been made for foot passeagers. The

Dedication was a matter of presumption a3

was fitled with a wire rope and a welght-io prevent it from stand- .
i : that gate o the canal bridee the rosd was'

becanse the jury knew that the placing of it -

dencs as private as possible. The notice was put there to warn the
footpath either to

the right or to the left. He putit to the jury that the stiles and |

gates were provided for the nse of pedeatrians, that the gates were
locked m y with the object of interfering and preveatiog traffic
by hogses and vehicles, and that there was no thought at all of |

 his nncle at Tittensor, sod hig father. took him there when he was,
. e _the ?

William Shafman, joiner, spoke to having known the road forty
vears, - He first knew is when he: lived . with his father at New-
castle.. Witness used the road whea guing to visit his graodfsther.
at Tittesisor, and had: never .bold. to tum, bsck,—By the
Jupex: He had met ‘on {be rond golog both wayr.,

Mr. William Btonier Yates, srchitect, Grove-place, Shelton,
said that-ho had .used the soad J.-uhapn balf & dosen times s-year
for about 2) years.: Ha was fond of watching bird [ife; and he pro-
dueced & nolebook lbo!inu dates that be had wsed the
road, and made notes upon observations while doiny so during
1894, 1897; 1901, 19(2, and 1303 ,He hxd never been. turned back,
and never had sny-idea thab he was .irespassing. Theroad had
the repatation of belng & public road s

Mr. Job Thomas Clarke, builder and contractor, Hanley, said
‘he had known the roed for 35.0r 36 years, and had used it five or
git times a-year as a pleasire walk for the purpose of pingim
Trentham Station to.the monpment, to, Tittensor, and to Stone
While using the road he had niet Mr. Challinor, snd had not besn |
interfered with even thea. "~ . i

' Similar ' evidepce wia: given by William Erough, aged 70, °
B { 1y under-gard . at: Treatham ; Job Haywood, aged 69,
formezly living st Tittensor, and eqnpl%sd at Tren‘ham Gardens ;..
Charles Cobden, beerhouse-keeper, nley ; Thomas Haynes,
aged 70, and William, Woolley, aged 78.- X
William Flllott; who was coachman to Mr. Challinor at New
Park Houss {n 1903, siid he constantly saw. people nsing the road-
whils he wasthare, and he had no orders to stop them.—Joseph
Eﬂd’ n.iad 67, working at Shelton Ledge, said be had nsed the

At this stage his- LorDgHIr suggested that it wonld be a very
-good thing if the jury could ses the place so as o better appre-

ciafe the evidence. = < : i
P:kun.—l'nulnwu that should gsa it . ;
—If. T waa guing to deal with the case I should

. Lonpgarr,
like to see-the place. I don't know if the jury think they would
| * Replying tothe Judge, Mr. YACHFIL ssid he had ten more
The jury sgtged they wounld like {o inspeck the locus in guo, and
arrangémients wm‘-o&:'d! ply' mhdé fde them to Ao 50 the follbw-t
mmmﬁ for the'plaintiffand Bfr. Scrivener for the defens
dznt being appointed to represent the parties. .
: The case was adfoarped till Thursday, the Court rising a¥

1 mid

to

410 p.m

THE TRENTHAM RIGHT-OR-WAY CASE. ~

woTbé hénring of the action * The Duke of Sutherlaad o Benelk
tinged! - ot

; . e 16 ¥ 2
"o s witnces calloh st Frodomson Eob s opyated
» who. gaid ‘he hid been'in (he habit of usi cad
re and fi igednfyingy during the past 34 He'lived

; At Ftrofia ‘whén e firat used the road, He Iniiwm been'
stopped or furned back, and had asked parmission
there. ~ He had met peo le.:n the m:&"’m_‘ - a pemﬁ to gor
o:gl}’:r {.S‘mn ocollier, g".?“,,‘;‘ﬁ aged 5, piid he had known the -
for over 30 years, an ve dently useil 5
k_l:jl}rt;?‘:: af:r plessure. He hgﬁm?un{lmﬁsairt ;el:);‘l):oh; y
" "Rolaod Tams, confectivner, Lic.liﬂ'eid.-stra'et, Hanls: ,sm i
baying known the road 25 years, and used it fruqu.emnl Jd ng EI:'?
years.  Oruss.exwmined : 'He 'had met M. Challinor '
?kru__q on ;33 md.u ~By.the Jupexs : Mr, never told i
WaT s prive e e By = P
", Willine Hayes, Béerhonse-keeper, Haal Tk §
ety thmﬁmaﬁ%‘iﬁ; eepe Haaley, declared that he i
: 'Hin Lonpsare.—That is for 25 yeara, -
. Witness.—No, 35 years, my Lord, -
(%igmm;mgle.mimmj;;m’ Im& & generation. s :
. Witness.—¥ou find. it §5.52 tn_ the dicti , Iy i
{Taughter) He added that he had msd the mm:ﬁm
without permission, sud had never been stopped. =~ " ¥
‘Herbert Emery, journeyman haker, Hanle{, 8sid he had known -
13 'h T,

;a\-;hs.n:li’m Pottsni people mﬂtu iul‘;y llgmiéal :
3 OWELL—LI ‘suppose the Doke allows le to go aboat
the Trentham estste = good deal ¥—As far up?hi;s ;mgdo is con=.
camed,! ne I have locked mpon this particulsr road as a matter of

. Replying to the Jupce, witness said he hxd gone with parties '
along the road, and had never been atopped uatil last An i
o Similar evidence was given by Andrew Trow, potier's placer,
Thomas Berry, labourer, Joseph Tinsley, collier, snd Willism
:m’u;mam&“' :i}ﬂ tI"i shu?%u, whoide;;oseé z’:&mr they had
trequently use T or perivds varying from 30 to 40 years,
and bad never been turned back. '

- The Rev. Wm. Lanadell, of Wolstanton, said ke had known the
road since 1886, and bad often used it in the summer time.
- Parties from his charch had used the rosd on the way from Trent.
ham Btation {0 the monument, entering at the Hem Heath end
and returning the same way. He had never asked permission to
use the road, xnd nobody had ever interfered with witness or the
partiex he had accompaned,

Albert H, Byles, ineer, Burslem, deposed {hat he had known
the road 30 years, and had never been stopped or interfered with
in the slightest when using it natil Iast August,

This concluded the case for the defence.

Mr. VAcHELL, in addressing the jury on Miss Benztl's bebalf,

his task had been d b ke und d that the
jury had had the advantage of seeing this particalar road. Thsy
would doubtless have noticed that there was a physical road com-
mencing at the north end ronning past the New Psrk House, an.l
jolning the main rosd sgain at the Yockerton end. He wag
they hsd not to humt for it, or get anybody to poink it out, :uér:
submirted thst the real guestion was—Were the public allowed

. by the persons who used the frechold of this place to F:i.:u u[::g

uninterruptediy such a continusl numbex of yeara as to

ihe concluzion that thers wnaan intention to allow the pablie
to do It as & matter of right 7 The evidence he had called showsd
-that what the witnesses had done had bsen the assertion of s pae.
fect-right and withoat baving permission. He argued that the
enjoyment which had beenexerciged for solong and s¢ continugusly

) ;:g,.to such an extent went to establish that the right of tha.

c iﬁdﬁdmw ‘hﬁ?ﬁ" ig ;a_r. PTh: é'[f‘ that the

pp e Duke's Park did oot i an
way sifect the public right. nder the clrcumstances be mn’-
dently appealed to the jury Lo say that they had no doubt thas fn
their mind there had been such an extensive user over a consider.
able period of time 32 {0 justily them in saying that thers wazag

- inteation In the freeholder to dedicate this Toad to the useof the

public.



THE COURT CASE Continued

. Mx. PowELL cited the cxse of ** Stone ». Jackson " in ' Pratt
: on Highway Law,'’ in which there was the followine fpnaaage —
H :‘W.?eta Jm edienuhahgttm?tny peru;: wen[ E the habit
i -of gol y a>ross the defendant’s garden for the pur,
of a short cot from & street to the main road, ..uf-";’i:
-defendsnt swore that they had no right lo go there, and that he
dhad edly sent persons the Court held that thers was
‘RO nce for the jury of a public footway.”” :
T LorDeatr said it was a differans case sltogether to the
_pressnt one ; thers wasnothing whatever in the passage quoted.
% added that thera waa a latar case in the Housa of
Xords, and the Junek said lie would parnse ik,
Mr: PowklLy, in hiz address on behall of the Puke of Sather-
land, commenied upon the fact that the jury had oot seen the
.Iady who had been good emough to champion the rights of the
‘democracy in this matter, Miss Benats was no doabt & very public
:apirited woman, bat he thought they wonld like to have sesn her
:and known why she of all persons waa contesting this right with
tke Duke. It was & strange thing thas this shoald have
‘appened in thesa days, becauss there wera anch bodies as District”
. “Clouncils which were f: d noder & hat t Aot of Par-
[ linmeént, and ‘one of thelr statutory daties was to
blic over publie footways and pabli
dionsy from the local raies for the purpote- He
i ] t known and to have had the opportanity of
{ :nakimg Mizs ‘Bevels how it came about thak this caaaplonship
!ymuhu--pp'ndbysgg]tilk body bab by herself, o
| HE-ToEpaErr.—I shall be obliged te
| “have nothing whatever to do with the csse.  Anyone is perfectly
i eatitled: bo. tike action if they thought thers was a- public-zight
: mhw what other people might have dooe has nothing
; fwithv thecase: - - i i ey we
i ¢, PqwaLL.eaid he 'e}ui:a agreed that-saybody might champion
, ‘hs mkn to ‘i.dloc:lw Iu,mﬁ:‘oxh.‘uiss enattt:.l did gr-
¢ «did,pot. apply, to: the District Coupell, and' he suggeated thst the
: !“gzc the:Conncil were not there championing the ﬂ‘fﬂu of the
1puklic . was because it was 80 woll known in the distriét that the

| Tights. of (he pr
| :they migl 1 :

Tpublic had not ' & right to usé‘ the rosd ' TFs m?iﬁlbu.m—-'

"ﬂ‘;“ the. person who bad the power dedicated? Ha asked the

{'ijury to. consider. the road-itself, 'and srgued thay it was not
s -

g RecaEATy way, B r, it 'was a farm Occipation road’
- dhro s I_"i;{; -the | farm gates hers and there. Ha con-
una':ﬁ that the fact of the lodge baving existed since 1858 with- .
“oat est, and the notice:bosrd having been up [or 30 years,
| ed disiinctly to one thing—vis., that it wes a_private road. '
i nestionably there had been a usex of this rosd, and so a?a,:‘t_-l
: hni grest part of the Trentham estate . The.,
had nui besa selfish, aod said ‘' Nobody-

1al1 the jury those pofats. | -

t'-nishf- such &,

i you

" torned back by Mrs. Cooper or the other tensnta I

© wad no ri

Judge..
i itsell.. You must only take thas in consideration with other .
! matters. Yom bsd better go back and consider it again. That

i t{analb; itself would not be sufficient. I have no donbt that if.
k it over you will be able to come to some conclusion ;- ik -

*+ The jury mgaln
: viththamfo!;km‘in;
bat the]:%:lblic have scquired the

II the user was sach as was known to the Duke's repressotatives,
apd if the jury camae to the conclusion thad it satisfied them that
there had been a right of way exarcised by the public for 30 ar 40
yeats without let or hindrance, it would be wufiicient for them to

Jorm the comclusion that there had been & dedication. It wassa

remarkable thing that not only the 25 i for the daf had
never besn tuimed back or interfered with, but there was no
evidence of any neighbour or person knowing the country being

stroog belief by the Duke's representatives that there was no right
of -‘way for fool passengers on the read, and when the people from
Tyentham Station began to come, not one or two at & time, but o
tens and twenties, yne would bave thought that some active sieps

would have been taken talet people know that they hadnot theright

tu use the road. It was not, however, because they had neglected to
iske Lhe best or the extreme course that they lost the power to
preveunt people going thxonzh. The jury muss take the facts into
capsideration, aod say whether they found thers was s right of way
for foot passengers throogh tlds road from one end to another,
mést ing thereby & right of way which would be acquired by dedi-
cation'ol the Ioo:sulh for thas purpose, such dedication consigting
in lom'j-continned user to the knowledge of the pemons who
were o ng the affairs of the Dake, and withoat any sttempt
being mYyde: to interfere with it or to prevent the right being

jcilable with mere isgion by

it of way.
The jury retired at a guacter-past twelve to consider their

verdict, snd retumed shortly before half-past two.o’clock.
: it t_he,_r were agreed, the F‘on_nm handed & paper to tha

Asked
Loepsair,—I cannot poesibly say that thag is suficient by

ix better to have it settled ane way or the other.

retired, and returned about five mirutes Ister
finding :~'* Tha
that it was never intended by the owner to be s public footpath,
ht by long umge."
rpsErP,—L think I had better take this fnding ; it iz
not sliogether satinfactory, but you (meaning vounsel) must make
what you can of it, To theJury : Is thak &
t4, tlemen 7. . Ly
e Foremaw. —Yes, my Lord
His Lorpsure.—It 1% no
auppose?
‘The ForEmin.—No, my Lord. (Laaghter.) ;
His Lorpsare.—You have talked it over carefully, hava yoa ?
“The FOREMAN.—Yes, we
Hig LoEDSHIE.—Very

-ﬁﬁu! the point of Isw reserved sg to whether there was &
who' could d

there wes a

If, onthe other hand, the jury thou h; that all this -
perin the people in decupstion
d, then it would be within their power to mthﬂtl_' thare

& most you can get

bave. - : o
well, then. I will take that verdiet. You '
can ggbzewsmgn. e = *

“My PowEkLL submitted that the verdick given, wholly irrespec.

i

ediests, entitled the plaintiff to judgment bl

“buk; iny throug!
%{‘huﬁt exlgt, '.Ehefgi‘:lnot wand any of the
“existed In Frazce before the Revolativn. He !
altogether the beet thing in the world to

nsi ‘men: who .
agad o

“the carts going to snd fro it might indicate to them thst it was a

- rm& and the user might gradually increase until now it
E:?Snim as & right instead of s privilege. The learned counael
majntained that he had called a strong body of evidence in
£ ) of his cade, and s remark by a Jearasd judge that
“gpe singleact of interru by the owner is of muck more weight

upfin the guestion of intention o dedicate than many acts of

** Tha evidence he had called showed many more

thin the one act of in on, and they were amply sufficiect to

their private Lhoroughfares once every year to assert
i ﬂg}ta'ngsiut the public. .
. . Hig LogpusTesaid that if counsel bad god gnrmlﬁ.g-ot that kind
dti this case it was a different thing. The evi Mrs. Coop
“-wab that she siationed a man at the gate becauss much cruwda of
% Is tried to get into her drive thet she did not think it was

+ mice for her children. b
Mr. POWEEL, continuing, said nothing could be more -nehw:ﬂg

' than that landowners should have to do tbas which ane jud
.another had said it would be a mosi unfortunate thing the

‘ever hsppen, Hethoughs ihat, however continuous or- | |

against extracting ous of it sn inference prejudicial to the

who had granted the indunigence
" His LORDHIP, in up, said be did notagree with the,
¢ visw of the law that had just been presented by counsel for ths
: erce. 'Lhe question which arose ia this caze was whether,
i there was no expresa evidencs of dedication, there might
user with the knowledge of the people who. could
with it, as would juskify the jury in Anding that
‘in fact s dedication or user by the public as
There was no sevidence of actual dedi-
Duke or his agents 1ald down a foot-
to be Iaid down along which the lic
Ieaving the toot.%\h to be eatablish Ha
r, Powell lind said upon
 or defended by the
not been called
jm question’ in years

f to.
'E&%mindmu might have been, the jury onght to be
AL

. jpeTsons

g

Council, and thak the defesdand
nless Miss Benett had gone along the road 5t i
e by she could mot have been called The jury bad not to
upon what they saw the previons day when they inspected
bat it mas their duty to carefully weigh the evidencs
with reference to the siafus ip gquo, He adyisel them not to
to decide the issue by sny one epecial fackin the case

agé

0

could not help ' |

was copcluaive of there being or noi being a right of war.

z . T
tyition which might be Infarred from
WAS -

: le of dedicati
w:mmnn. —~Do ;o:‘.mun that there has been no acquire.
ment bag it is what 1 may call an implied iul_imion as a.g-ninst

bers must be' dedieation, and it conld only be by ino- -
.certain things of which nsar

¢ lsnds in ement ? :
(Bt PowesL.—¥ost ,and it has been so laid down
‘of 4ll, you must have the freeholder—the owner of fes
-giaple, and there is never an owner of fee simpls where land in’
¢ in strict séttlement. ;
. His B :ddhalhogbt that if this settled land point
Wﬁ;tl?gtpn:iousl: argued he must hear further argument
P N e 1o e conFi ot Aol
; BDEHIF,— go to the D]
mmyonontm of the jury, but I will state my -

. -of the jury he formed the conclusion at ones, and
' mot removed it by srgument, that it amounted toa finding for the |

- yeasons whenever you like,

: what he understood thend to hean-—nos thas they bad doas agy-

thing which negatived , the presumption to be drawn, bat thst it
: was never intended by the owners of the estate to ba s pablic
* footpath—4,e., if they had Leen on™ (& spot, knowing whal mas

e

and reserve the Settled Lands Act
point, which can be either argued before me or taken to the Oours

-of A
In gving judgmant, his TLorpsurr said that n the 8ading
. Powell hed

As he un d it, the fira¥ part of the jary's answear
that they thought that the owners of
ed toallow s footpath to be created That was

pax

never inten

wonld havé done all they could to
uired the right bylong osage

o
| that to mesn that in the jury's Snniun,in which hs mast ssy

. Egt think that mere fntarra
: to prevent user from which

sogmigition of the right by long usage, He had coms (o the can. |
. ¢lusion that upon this E t

| & ot

- -on such mafters, . He wonld postpone argumezt

respeedn.}:ﬁha entirely’ con , the lomg which had
been established was sufficlent to imply what conld be mllsd &
blic dedication in law which followed from long usage. He did
on by s tenant woald be soiicien:
cation conld be inferred i, :hs

of the jury, the rght beingaxz
by n&mae,'did supply w' o
nary owner in fee have his estate subjecsiow padls
t&f“{. His Lordship addad that all he said was of =oorse,
ect to
! cn the matter
and bear it as ax he could in Londcx Ee wozld Zive
judgment for the defendant, sabjest to the goestion Sf the polnd

' dflsw, which might lead to judgment the cther way, beleg wgzed

" The hearizg of the case then oz

alzew] :
. Mr VAceepriL.—Might I sayasto the poiz: of aw 2 wileg
mdmitting all the title deeds, it is nct an sd= ied [ann =al this
pt%]p!!t! a3 sl ways been held in sirici se

is Lorpaair,—I have not {ogoile
called my stiention to & cerain perizd =
koow whether that will be sufczlezs asezzizy ¥r 2owell e

227 a3 present

right.

. Vacmuor.—Ary break, socog=Sier o ocma pziisrmiss, if
c-,ngrfof sdayortwy, iz guite snS et
"My, PoWELL obeerved that that wars —a"ier 2e7 €223 have

gome difficalty with, Heasked i =% Zozic
time allnwed for moving for & zew Al T
W 0ot nacessary where lhere waa o

wo— 2 ezlsrze the
—oox ald. it

the Sutherland esista.

t wae necessary in order 3 Zaxe

er conaideration by men who were wiser ibas b= |

jury are strongly of opinion -,

good sending you back agsin, I [




THE SALE OF THE TRENTHAM HALL ESTATE

In 1905 The Duke of Sutherland left Trentham Hall. The Hall was demolished in 1911. The first major
@.1c of 1and took place in 1914, The outbreak of the First World War halted the disposal of land and the
greater part of the estate was offered for sale at the King’s Hall, Stoke-on-Trent, in 1919. At Hem Heath
this included New Park Farm (Lot 204), the New Park Plantation (Lots 208 & 244) and Lot 245, the
cottage occupied by William Horrobin, the woodman. Sale particulars for these properties can be found on
the next 3 pages. Part of the auction map showing the area around New Park is reproduced below.

After 1919 huge changes took place in the wood and its vicinity. They included the construction of a new
colliery at Hem Heath on the opposite side of Trentham Road in the 1920s. (See hand-out on Hem Heath
Colliery.) It is sufficient here to note that the expansion of production after the nationalisation of the
mines in 1947 was accompanied by the construction of a large electricity sub station in Hem Heath Wood
which also facilitated the development of the adjacent Newstead Trading Estate. The decline of the wood
in the twentieth century has been accompanied by the demolition of the gamekeeper’s cottage and the
woodman’s cottage as well as the removal of the two bridges over the railway line which linked the east
and west sides of the New Park Estate. Nevertheless, enough remains in the twenty first century to get
some sense of the New Park Plantation during its most productive period between 1848 and 1914.

New Park, Trentham.
. LOT 204.

The well-known and highly. desirable

R_ESIDENT TIAL PROPERTY

known as

“ NEW. PARK,”
. consisting of
Large and conveniently ‘arranged three storey House, having
a direct Southerly aspect and possessing extensive. and very
‘pretty views, Pleasure Grounds, Tennis Lawn, Kitchen Garden,
Stabling, Garage, Farm Buildings, Two excellent Cottages, the
whole situated in the centre of an Area of approximately 50
Acres of well wooded and Park like Pasture,

THE HOUSE is approached by carriage drive, entrance to which is obtained from the Main
Road leading from Trentham to Longton and immediately adjacent to Trentham Railway

; Stqﬁon.
' IHE 'HOUSE—Brick-built and Tiled—contains on the Ground Floor :—

Vestibule Entrance, Corridor, opening from which are Drawing Room, 30ft. x 18ft., Dining
Room, 20ft. x 15ft., Smoke Room and Ante Room.

2 W.C’s.

Kitchen, Scullery', Larder, Dairy, Butler’s Pantry.

Servant’s ' W.C. o

On the First Floor are Four Bedrobms, one of which is 23ft. x 15ft., and another 21ft. x 15it.,
Two Dressing Rooms, Bath Room and W:C:

" On the Second Floor are Landing and Péissages connected with fivée Bedrooms, Sewing Room,
Box Room, Linen Room, Front and Back Staircases. j '

Good Cellaring.

Opening on to Court Yard are Coal House, Stick House, Knife House, Ash Pit and Stoke Hole
for heating apparatus. ' e TR : o SR LY £ s

Dairy, Bakehouse and Laundry.
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New Park, ",Tte'ntham.
3. LOT | 264-——:0#:5.?:3;!.

THE FARM BUILDINGS consist of Cow House with tying for 12, having Fodder Passage and
with Granary over, Cow House with tying for 6, with Lofting over and Hay Bay to the rear.

9-Stall Hackney Stable, Range of three Loose Boxes, 2-Bay Cart Shed, Turnip House and

Lngine House, Corn Store, Tool House, Fold Yard with Lying Sheds; enclosed manure Yard,
2 Pig Sties, 2 Poultry Houses, Garage with Lofting over.

Three-Bay Hay Barn, iron built with wood wall plates,

E.C.

acft. x 24ft.

Gas and Water are laid on to the Premises.

THE TWO COTTAGES—Brick-built and Tiled—situate immediately adjacent to the Premises
each have Porch and contain Front and Back Entrancé Lobbies, Sitting Room, Kitchen,
Pantry, Store Closet, Landing and three Bedrooms. .

Opening on to Enclosed Yards are in each case; Wash House, Coal House and E.C.

THE PASTURES are all old turfs of first class quality, well watered, and afford abundance of
excellent herbage.

Tenant :—Mr. J. C. BAILEY.

Present Apportioned Annual Rental £190 0s. Od.

Ouigoings— Land Tax £z 2s. 1d.
Notice to quit has been given, which will expire with 25th M arch, 1920.
THE TIMBER has been measured up and valued at controlled price of £105 0 0.

SCHEDULE.
Parish of Trentham. ARFA. AREA.
NO. ON PLAN. DESCRIPTION. ACRES. A. R. P.
Pt. 665 & 959 Drive .. - P g 2k - 662
6606 Pasture : .. 8.257
667 0Old Pool . .597
684 Pasture . " 4.665
685 House, Grounds, Cottages, etc. 3.431
686 Pasture % S 5.629
687 . 5% S .. .. .. b.426
058 i s s a0 . i 19.400
960 - 2.574

50.641 50 2 23

Right of Cartway is reserved to the Owner and Occupier of Premises at present in the occupation
of Mr. Wm. Horrobin, situate to the south of the New Park Plantation, from Bridge crossing
the North Staffordshire Railway therefrom across Field No. 958 on Ordnance Plan, and to
Bridge crossing canal on westerly side of same Field.

Right of Cartway from Plantation No. 664, scheduled as Lot 208, is reserved to the Owner and
Occupier thereof over Carriage Drive belonging to this Lot ; the Owner and Occupier of Lot
208 to be responsible for all damage incidental to such User.

Right of Cartway is reserved from Canal Bridge abutting on Field No. 058 and forming part of
this Lot to Plantation No. 966 on Ordnance Plan ; the Owner and Occupier thereof to have

such right of User to the same extent as heretofore, and to be responsible for all damage
incidental to such User.

Right of Cartway is reserved to the Owner and Occupier of this Lot over carriage drive situate
on westerly boundary of Lots 205, 206, 207.

27 B.—The whole of above reservations as hitherto used and enjoyed.



LOT 208.

Part of New Park Plantation

mostly matured Timber and mainly Spruce, Oak, Ash and
Underwood,

This plantatlon is bounded on its easterly side by the North Stafford Rallway, and on the three
remaining sides bv the New Park Property.

Tenani .—IN HAND.

Gross Rateable Value £2 17s. Gd

Outgoings :—Land Tax .. . - 1s. 1d.

Immediate possession can be given.

SCHEDULE,
Parish of Trentham. AREA., AREA.
NO. ON PLAN. DESCRIPTION. ACRES. A. R. P.
664 Plantation i i s i i 7.660 7 2 26

- Right of Way is reserved to the Owner and Occupier of this plantation over carriage drive leading

from New Park to the adjacent High Road, scheduled with Lots 204, 205, 206 and 207, and
at present occupied by Mr. J. C. Bailey. -

New Park, Trentham.
LOT 244.

THE REMAINING PORTION OF
Park

The New
together with

“ THE NEWSTEAD WOOD,”

Plantation

~ An extensive Area of valuable Mixed Timber, mostly matured,

mainly Spruce Oak, Ash, Larch and Underwood.

~ This Woud possesses extensive frontage to the Main Road leading from Trentham to Longton,

is immediately adjacent to the Trentham Railway Station, and is bounded on its Westerly
51de by the North Staffordshire Railway. :

Tenant :—In HaND.

Gross Rateable Value £42 ¢s. 9d.

QOutgoings ; Land Tax, Tr_entl;am 14s. 2d. - }

ss  Blurton 1s. 15s. 2d.

5
H

Immediate possession can be given.

' , - SCHEDULE.
Parish of Trentham. o JAREA. AREa,
No. oN Praw. DEescripTION. | _ AcCRES. A, R. P.
Pt. 615 Pt. New Park Wood.. : 2.915
663 Pool w 871
Pt. 688 Pt. New Park Wood... 93.592
958 ' Newstead Wood 16.022

- 112.800 112 3 24

Right of Cartway through this wood is reserved to the Owner and Occupier of Lot 245, in the
direction of bridge crossing the North Stallordshire Railway opening on to Field No.
958 Ordnance Survey and forming part of New Park.

9.



| Qo - ‘New Park, Trentham.

LOT 245.

Highly désira__b_lt_: and very -compact

SMALL HOLDING

situate in the neighbourhood of New Park. :

The premises consist of

j Dwelling _Hpuse,-véry pl‘_et'tily situatt:d and 1n an extremely

sequestérea ijosition, Out-Offices, Out_-Bi.lildings,_ and Two
Crofts of old Turf: the whole having an Area of 6 Acres.

THE HOUSE contains entrance Lobby, Sittin% Room, Kitchen, Scullery, Dairy, Pantry,
Landing, 4 Bedrooms, Coal House, Pigstye, E. C.

THE OUT-BUILDINGS—brick built and tiled except where otherwise stated—consist of
Cow House with tying for 8, having Fodder Passage and with Lofting over, Calf Kit,
Pig Box, Chaff House and Hay Bay; the latter three items timber built and tiled.

THE CROFTS OF PASTURE LAND are situate- immediately surrounding the house and
buildings. '

Good Ga.rdeﬁ. .

Water is obtained from well on the premises.

Tenant :—Mr. Wirriam ‘HORROBIN,

Present Yezrl_r‘lj'r Rent £14 (Is 0d.
Outgoings ~Tond Tax, 2s. 11d. |

Notice to quit has been given, which will copire with 25th March, 1920.

2 - SCHEDULE. '
Parish of Trentham. © © ° AREA. ARra,
No. o~ Pran, DEScRrIPTION. o ACRES. A. R. P.
< 954 Pasture.. ... e 1 8.886
955 Ditto . ... Rl -« ' 8.000
956 House, Building, ete. 0.4083

6.739
6 2 38

Right of Cartway is reserved to the Owner and Occupier of this Lot through the New Park

Plantation scheduled with Lot 244, and therefrom across New Park, Lot 204, in the

- direction of Bridge Crossing the Trent and Mersey Canal, and thereafter by occupation

Road leading dcross Field 970 on Ordnance Plan, at present in the tenancy of Mr. JosErH
MountForD, to the Barlaston Old Road. g

This as hitherto used and’ enjoyed.



