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	Site Visit on 3 August 2026
by Laura Renaudon LLM LARTPI Solicitor

	an Inspector appointed by the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

	Decision date: 29 September 2026


	Order Ref: ROW/3327834M

	

		This Order is made under section 119 of the Highways Act 1980 (‘the 1980 Act’) and section 53A(2) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (‘the 1981 Act’) and is known as the Metropolitan Borough Council of Stockport (Footpath 19 Hazel Grove and Bramhall) Public Path Diversion and Definitive Map and Statement Modification Order 2020.

	The Order is dated 6 February 2020 and proposes to divert a section of existing Footpath 19 in the parishes of Hazel Grove and Bramhall. The Order would also modify the Definitive Map and Statement (‘DMS’) to account for that change. 

	There was one objection outstanding when the Metropolitan Borough Council of Stockport (‘the Council’) submitted the Order to the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs for confirmation.

	Summary of Decision: The Order is confirmed subject to the modifications previously proposed and set out in the Formal Decision below.






Preliminary Matters

1. Usually, the Inspector proposing modifications to an Order would make the final determination of the issue; in this case, the original Inspector, Mr Mark Yates BA(Hons) MIPROW, is no longer available to the Inspectorate. I have now been appointed by the Secretary of State to make the required determination.

2. The effect of the Order, if confirmed with the modifications previously proposed, would be to divert part of Footpath 19 from its present alignment. That runs (from ‘point C’) south-westwards approximately parallel to the A555 over the top of a hill before turning sharply north-westwards (at ‘point F’) to join the field boundary path (at ‘point A’). The effect of the Order, if confirmed, would be to avoid the hill by taking the path around the bottom of the field. 

3. Mr Yates concluded that the proposed diversion was in the interests of the public and, in the light of other considerations, that it was expedient to confirm the Order. Nonetheless, proposed modifications were required to be advertised because those modifications would affect land not already affected by the Order. The proposed changes were to correct the representation of the existing path on the Order map, where it had been depicted as running closer to the A555 than it actually does.

4. In his interim decision of 9 September 2025, Mr Yates proposed to confirm the order subject to those modifications. Notice was subsequently given of those proposed modifications, as required by Schedule 6, paragraph 2(3) of the 1980 Act, and the opportunity to make representations was offered. None were received by the date specified.
5. From my observations on site, I have no reason to disagree with Mr Yates’s assessment of the relevant issues. The objector contends that the proposed diversion path is already subject to public rights, albeit it is not yet recorded on the DMS. I am not informed of any update to the position as reported by Mr Yates; namely that no application had been made to add the path to the DMS and that it was not possible for him to make any judgement about whether any public use of the proposed path had been sufficient to result in the dedication of a public right of way. I am in the same position. Matters such as safety and flooding were given detailed consideration by Mr Yates and I have no reason to disagree with his assessment. 

Conclusions 

6. For these reasons I conclude that the Order should be confirmed subject to the modifications set out in paragraph 25 of Mr Yates’ interim decision letter of 9 September 2025. 

Formal Decision

7. I confirm the Order subject to the following modifications:

Delete in the second and third lines of the first paragraph on page 1 of the Order ‘in the owner of the land crossed by the footpath described in paragraph 1 of this order’ and insert ‘the public’.

Insert the grid references provided for the appropriate points in the descriptions contained in Parts 1 and 2 of the Order Schedule.

Delete ‘200 metres’ in the second line of the description in Part 1 of the Order Schedule and insert ‘180 metres’.

Delete ‘adjacent’ in the third line of the description in Part 1 of the Order Schedule and insert ‘roughly parallel’.

Delete ‘195 metres’ in the fourth line of the description in Part 1 of the Order Schedule and insert ‘180 metres’.

Delete ‘190 metres’ in the third line of the description in Part 2 of the Order Schedule and insert ‘145 metres’.

Amend the alignment of the existing path shown on the Order Map between points F-C to correspond to that advertised by Mr Yates’ proposed modification.

Amend the extent of the proposed path shown on the Order Map towards Point C to reflect the revised alignment of the existing path.

Laura Renaudon

INSPECTOR
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