From: Duncan Campbell <
Sent: 22 December 2025 12:06

To: Sparks, Helen <helen.sparks@planninginspectorate.gov.uk>

Cc: Dominic Hazlehurst <
Subject: Letter of Support: Ref: ROW/3350303 and ROW/3350304

You don't often get email from. Learn why this is important

Dear Helen,

I am writing regarding the ongoing dispute relating to the Bridal Way / Permissive route
at Chantry Farm just outside Beaminster. | am getting in contact as | live just above

Chantry Farm at ||| ||} BJNEEE. it~ my wife and two young children.

| wanted to offer my full support for the proposed diversion of the bridleway and
footpath to the permissive path. | have been using the permissive route regularly over
the past 18 months with my young family, and it has become our preferred—and in
many cases, the only practical—way to walk between Beaminster and the surrounding
countryside.

The existing bridleway and sections of the old footpath are, extremely difficult to use.
The ground is waterlogged, uneven and slippery, with high collapsed sides that make it
narrow and unsafe. It is, in my opinion unpassable. | would not feel comfortable taking
my children or our dog along this route; the steep gully, blind corners and the point
where it emerges onto a farm track used by large machinery pose obvious risks.

In contrast, the permissive path provides a dry and much more accessible route. It
offers a gentler gradient, better footing, open visibility, and far more enjoyable
surroundings, including the woodland stream that my children love.



Since it was opened, we have found it to be consistently safe and pleasantin all
seasons. Sharing this path with horses has never caused any difficulty because of its
width and firm surface.

The diversion also avoids the need for walkers or riders to pass directly through the
Hazelhurst’s farmyard. This seems sensible to me as it reduces risk to any walkers /
horse riders from usual farming activities in the yard. Having grown up with horses, |
know that you would always try and ride horses and ponies as far from farm machinery
as possible.

From my own regular use, | believe the proposed diverted path is not only more
convenient, but also significantly improves public enjoyment, safety and accessibility.
For these reasons, | am confident that it meets the necessary tests for confirmation. |
cannot see any benefit in reopening the old bridleway in its current sunken, wet and
unsafe condition, and | would not use it in preference to the permissive route that has
already proved so effective.

Thank you for considering this representation.
Yours faithfully,

Duncan Campbell

Duncan Campbell

You’ve received this email because you are a client, supplier or potential business
partner.

We’d like to stay in touch but if you’d rather not, you can choose to opt out of any future
contact from us at any time by replying to this email entering ‘no contact’ in the subject
line.

Read our full Privacy Policy



You’ve received this email because you are a client, supplier or potential business
partner.

We’d like to stay in touch but if you’d rather not, you can choose to opt out of any future
contact from us at any time by replying to this email entering ‘no contact’ in the subject
line.

Read our full Privacy Policy

Please note that the contents of this email and any attachments are privileged and/or
confidential and intended solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient of this email and its attachments, you must take no action based
upon them, nor must you copy or show them to anyone. Please contact the sender if
you believe you have received this email in error and then delete this email from your
system.

Recipients should note that e-mail traffic on Planning Inspectorate systems is subject to
monitoring, recording and auditing to secure the effective operation of the system and
for other lawful purposes. The Planning Inspectorate has taken steps to keep this e-mail
and any attachments free from viruses. It accepts no liability for any loss or damage
caused as a result of any virus being passed on. It is the responsibility of the recipient to
perform all necessary checks.

The statements expressed in this e-mail are personal and do not necessarily reflect the
opinions or policies of the Inspectorate.

DPC:76616c646f72

i% Please consider the environment before printing this email





