TRENTHAM 1939 - Local Controversies

STATE OF FOOTPATHS
(To the Editor of the “ Sentinel )
7 hs at Trentham a

covering many acres which the public anc
children of this district have previousl
enjoyed. g‘fpal'ently this portion is
be separated from the Park and will,
suppose, be included in the gardens. Tc
me, it looks more like a concentration
camp than anything,

The alleged enclosure of a portion
of E{E% Park was referred to b

Alderman J. A. Dale at to-day’s
meeting of the City Council, when it
was agreed that the Town Clerk
should write to the Trustees of the
Estate, pointing out that for man

years the park had been open to the

public of Stoke-on-Trent.
Alderman Dale said that irr 1919 the
Corporation decided to promong.f a Bill to
authorise them to acquire Park
for use as a public park “and othe
of recreation for the City. The

matter went on for some time until, afte
a communication from the Trustees of the
Estate, the Council dropped the matter
The purport of the communication from
the Trustees was that they had decidec
uth%{%y wished to keep control of
Park in their own hands, but

they would not in any way restrict the
grivileges the public had so long enjoyed
* they desired, in the future, to dispose
of the gark or any portion of it, they would
be glad to give the Corporation the firs
chance of acquiring it.
The other day (said Alderman Dale)
to my horror and amazement I found a
great fence of ugly barbed wire and pc

some sort of protestt He could no
imagine that the Duke of Sutherland, wha
had been out of the country for the past
month eo; i:‘w& was aware of what hac

ARP. mu}.
Manager's " letter,

My daughter, |
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announced she has to attend
school at Qakhill. to'!?hb w
half-an-hour’s travelling e

If an air-raid

City that no portion of the Park should
be lost to them.

Alderman A. C. Harvey said that four o
five years ago, when wimming poo
was opened at the of
Sutherland was present and gave the
impression that the privileges the public of

ke-on-Trent had in connection wit
%ﬁ Park would be continued. He
thought the least they could do was tc
in the matter, awai

and then deal further with
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POWER STATION
SITE

Protest From Trentham

(To the Editor of the “Sentinel")

SIR,—It is surprising to find that it
is proposed to erect the power station
within 200 vards of the railway bridge
e e iatiowlng: tho ‘

0 do so, OWing in !
(To the Editor of the | E!cStBoke gz‘s& Cyri'l w. ug{cob:xg.
XCEPT for the fact that Sifli Commission, and Mr. Kennedy, and (o,

Francis Joseph appears gorte ‘;“‘ cﬁ‘o':"n‘:w"l}:n:“&“"’ A
¢ something “0 S8y oOn 0& io%un. To place the powécro:um?::
P . = wrnnel,

Power Station

hav

particular question as to whether it
desirable W0 place such a power

hich would be within the arcs ¢ much more emg oy :
Surely, wherever station is erect
of the North Staffordshirdl [ iNin’ Motk i rdonre the sar

“0Onl Sales Committee, 30 that the

A&l would be supplicd by North

Aflordshire .

The site near the Michalln Work:
Stoke and Hanlord, ket beon

P 1o De umautiable, ae subsid

Course is within a mile

n b :
wisanves caused by the w Nowstead site, wheras

the station would be elimins ~

mwethods, Sir Francis shold
know that such a thing s not
porsible, His thanks to

2 A considerable part of &
ham Gardens bs within & mile of ¢
Newstead site, whereas only part
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