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PURPOSE OF THE REPORT: 
 
To determine a public right of way from the towpath of the Glamorgan Canal 
(disused) to Webbers Pond via Gethin Farm, Abercanaid  
 
 

 

1.0 INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

 
1.1 A claim to record a Public Right of Way leading from the towpath of the 
 Glamorgan Canal (disused) to Webbers Pond via Gethin Farm, 
 Abercanaid was submitted to Merthyr Tydfil County Borough Council 
 on 26th October 1990. 
 
1.2 The Route 
 

The claimed route proceeds between Points A – B – C – D – E – F – G 
– H – I – J – K – L – M  on the plan, Troedyrhiw 112. The hatched lines 
on this plan denote legal Public Rights of Way; principally, in relation to 
this claimed route, bridleway Troedyrhiw 8 between Points I – O - P 
and footpath Troedyrhiw 9 between Points P – J – K – N.  

 
The route commences to the rear of Gethin Street, Abercanaid, on 
Public Right of Way Bridleway Troedyrhiw 197, the former towpath of 
the disused Glamorgan Canal, Point A on the plan, grid reference 
SO05890342. It proceeds along the road in a general south westerly 
direction to Point B, grid reference SO05380342 where it changes to a 
west-south-westerly direction and continues along the road to Gethin 
Farm on a gentle uphill gradient in a general west-south-westerly 
direction, to Point C, grid reference SO05790339. Here the route 
reverts to a general south-westerly direction and continues on a well-

 



defined stone and earth track, going under a structure on a disused 
railway bridge to Point D, grid reference SO05790337 and then 
continuing to Point E, grid reference SO05780335. Here the track then 
veers to a general westerly direction and goes more steeply uphill, 
entering a wooded area to the south of Gethin Tip (an old re-vegetated 
coal tip). It continues to Point F, grid reference SO05760335 where it 
reverts to a general west-south-westerly direction to Point G, grid 
reference SO05750335. Here the route changes to a general westerly 
direction and continues to a bridlegate at Point H, grid reference 
SO05710333.  Where it turns to a south-westerly direction and 
continues to a bridlegate at Point I, grid reference SO05700333.  
Immediately after crossing the bridlegate it joins Public Right of Way 
Bridleway Troedyrhiw 8 (which runs from the north-west to the south-
east).  

 
The claimed route ran directly between Points I – J but this section was 
stopped up under the provisions of the Cardiff – Glan Conwy Trunk 
Road A470(T) (Pentrebach – Cefn Coed Diversion Side Roads) Order 
1994. This Order also created Public Rights of Way, Footpath 
Troedyrhiw 9 and Bridleway Troedyrhiw 8 which included an underpass 
of the A470. Since the construction of the underpass, all claimants 
state that they no longer use that section of the claimed route which 
runs directly between Points I – J, but at Point I they follow the route of 
Public Right of Way Bridleway Troedyrhiw 8 to Point O (where they 
pass the northern terminus of Public Right of Way Footpath Troedyrhiw 
13), and then continue on the underpass of the A470(T), to Point P and 
then use Footpath Troedyrhiw 9 (a well-defined natural earth track) to 
reach Point J. Users then continue along the route of the claim to Point 
K.  

 
From Point K the claimed route continues through woodland in a 
general north-westerly direction to Point L, grid reference 
SO05600331.  It then continues on Public Right of Way Footpath 
Troedyrhiw 162 to terminate at Point M, grid reference SO05580333, 
on a path which runs alongside Webbers Pond, public right of way 
Troedyrhiw 161.   

 
Members are therefore requested to note that the sections which 
remain for determination today are those depicted by bold black lines 
between Points A – B – C – D – E – F – G – H - I (Troedyrhiw 112) and 
K – L (Troedyrhiw 119) on the plan.  
 
Members are also advised that they are required to consider whether 
the status of the routes recorded on the Definitive Map and Statement 
for Troedyrhiw 9 and  Troedyrhiw 162 need upgrading. 

 
 The legal background to this report is at Agenda Item 3. 
 
 
 



1.3 Land Ownership 
  

Welsh Water, Ryan Keltics, British Coal and Merthyr Tydfil Borough 
Council (MTCBC) were the owners of the land at the time of the claim 
in 1990. 
 
Welsh Water, the Welsh Assembly Government (WAG), Mr. McCarthy, 
Merthyr Tydfil and District Naturalists Society, Merthyr Tydfil County 
Borough Council and Walters Regeneration Ltd each now own sections 
of this route. 
 

1.4  Maps 
 

Sections of the route are marked on the 1850 Tithe Map and on the 
1875, 1919, 1957 and 1978 editions of the Ordnance Survey; it runs 
from the Glamorgan Canal through Abernant Gethin Farm (now called 
Gethin Farm) westwards to the Parish Road. The route to the east of 
the A470 is depicted on the Rhondda and Merthyr Tydfil/Merthyr Tudful 
Explorer Map 166 (2005).   

 
1.5 Aerial Photographs 
 

The route is depicted on 1967 and 2008 aerial photographs. 
 
1.6 Site Visits 
 

Officers have walked the eastern section of the route and found it as 
described above; this section is well-used and clearly defined 
throughout. 
 

1.7  Government Records 
 
 In the Cardiff Glan Conwy Trunk Road (A470) (Pentrebach Cefn Coed 
 Diversion Side Roads) Order 1994 this route is shown as a section of 
 Footpath 1/4 and Footpath 1/3. 
 

• Footpath 1/4 is depicted on site plan 1 of the said Order and is 
described in Schedule 1 of the said Order being “a refuted footpath 
from a point 168m south-west of the south west corner of Gethin 
House, in a generally westerly direction for a distance of 106m”.   
 

• The relevant section of this refuted footpath was stopped up and an 
alternative highway, footpath D, now known as Troedyrhiw 9, created 
under the Side Roads Order.  However, only that section of footpath 
1/4 that was affected by the A470 was dealt with.  All OS maps show 
the route of footpath 1/4 as continuing to the Parish Road, Public Right 
of Way Bridleway Troedyrhiw 82.   

 

• Footpath 1/3 is depicted on site plan 1 of the said Order and is 
described in Schedule 1 of the said Order being “a refuted footpath 



from one point 143m south-west of the south-west corner of Gethin 
House south-westerly for a distance of 60m”. 

 

• This refuted footpath was stopped up and an alternative highway, 
bridleway C now known as Troedyrhiw 8, created under the Side 
Roads Order.  This new alternative provides a bridleway link from the 
Parish Road, Public Right of Way bridleway Troedyrhiw 82 to the 
maintainable highway at Graig Road, also linking with the Taff Trail 
Public Right of Way Troedyrhiw 197. 

 

• Further to this a footpath link was created running to the south.  This 
footpath dealt with the stopping up of refuted footpath 1/1.  This 
footpath is described in the same order as being “a refuted footpath for 
a point 152m south-west of the south-east corner of Canal House for a 
distance of 89m in a south-westerly direction”. 

 

• The refuted footpath was stopped up and an alternative highway 
footpath A, now known as Troedyrhiw 13, created under the Side 
Roads Order.  However, only that section of footpath 1/1 that was 
affected by the A470 was dealt with.  All OS maps show the route of 
footpath 1/1 or continuing to the Taff Trail. 

 
1.8 Investigation Report 
 
 An Investigation report into this route was distributed to all interested 

parties in July 2009. 
 
 This document was a report of the investigation into the claim to date 

and sent to all known landowners and occupiers, neighbouring 
landowners and occupiers, to Ward Councillors, to anyone who is 
known to have an interest in the land and to MTCBC Internal 
Departments. 

 
1.9  Observations and Information from Applicant and Other Users 
 
 The main claimant submitted: 
 

• completed certificate WCA5 (application for a modification order) 

• completed certificate WCA7 (confirmation of service of notice on 
landowners)   

• a plan depicting the claimed route in green, and 

• 6 completed evidence forms 
 
 The main claimant claimed part of the route as a Byway Open to All 
 Traffic (BOAT) and part as a bridleway; the others claimed the route as 
 a bridleway. The person who claimed the route as a BOAT gave 
 evidence of such use, three claimants gave evidence of equestrian use 
 and all six gave evidence of use as a footpath. In 1990, claimants gave 
 evidence of having used the route for between 22 and 45 years. All 
 stated that they regard the route as public; that it is well-defined; that 



 they have always used the path regularly for leisure. Two claimants 
 recognised a gate in the farmyard; one stated that there was a gate at 
 the railway and one that there was a small bridge on the route. 
 
 Philip Watkins 
 
 Philip Watkins (main claimant) explained that he had submitted this 

claim with a number of other claims for public rights of way on behalf of 
a group of villagers. He said that because the proposed A470 had 
allowed no public access to the mountainside to the west of the village 
of Abercanaid local people had been very concerned that routes that 
they had always used would be lost to them. They had set up a 
committee in a local public house and had sought advice from the 
Ramblers Association and Groundwork Trust. Many villagers had 
attended meetings, confirmed routes which they had walked and gave 
signed witness statements. 

 
Mr. Watkins’ evidence for this route extends from the late 1950s. He 
stated that from this time to the 1990s he had regularly ridden the 
claimed route on horseback (his brother-in-law’s horse) as a means of 
accessing the Aberdare Mountain and also often walked there during 
this period. He also submitted very limited vehicular use of the route in 
the early 1960s. Since the mid 1990s he has only walked the route, 
including the underpass of the A470; Mr. Watkins has never been 
challenged while using the route and although he remembers 
obstructions being erected, they were always removed immediately. He 
stated that this route was (and is) in constant use as a means of 
access from the village to Webbers Pond and the mountainside 
beyond. 
 
Philip Watkins’ evidence covers the period between 1955 and 1990.  

 
 Anita Deen 
 
 Anita Deen stated that she has walked this route all of her life for 

pleasure, recreation and as a short cut to farms or different places on 
the Aberdare Mountain. She was taken on this route by her grandfather 
and her parents and also took her own children there. She said, “It was 
a habit of a lifetime, a love of walking, my son still does it. My other son 
from Aberdare often walks over to us”.  She described how there used 
to be access onto the Parish Road if you carried straight on instead of 
turning right to Webbers Pond (now Public Rights of Way, bridleway 
Troedyrhiw 82 and Footpath Troedyrhiw 107). Mrs Deen stated that all 
the routes were well defined, that she has used them both day and 
night and that she followed the claimed route until the A470 was built. 
The bridge that she had previously used had been demolished to 
create the A470 and she has subsequently had to use the underpass 
that was created slightly to the south of the site of the original stone 
bridge. She has always thought that everyone definitely had the right to 



use this route and nobody has ever tried to stop her or place any 
obstruction on the route.  

 
 Anita Deen’s evidence of use of this route extends from at least 1950 

and she has only stopped using it because of medical conditions. 
  
 Kenneth Deen 
 
 Kenneth Deen stated that he has used this route (as well as many 

others in the area) for both work and pleasure since the 1950s. He 
regularly rode this route on horseback and his brother-in-law, Philip 
Watkins, also rode his (Mr Deen’s) horses there. This was a route 
which he used to access the Parish Road and many tracks on 
Aberdare Mountain. Mr. Deen believes that he has a right to ride 
horses and to walk this route because he has used it since he was a 
young boy; no one has ever tried to stop him from using it although he 
has detoured, using the underpass since the A470 was built. Mr. Deen 
stated that he has only stopped using the route in recent years 
because of medical conditions.  

 
 Kenneth Deen’s evidence of use of this route extends from at least 

1950 and he has only stopped using it because of medical conditions. 
 
 Robert Holdaway 
 
 This is one of several routes which Robert Holdaway gave evidence of 

having ridden on a regular basis to access the top of Aberdare 
Mountain. Having accessed the mountain he would then use a number 
of different circular routes. He rode every morning during the 1960s. He 
stated that no one has ever tried to stop him using this route and he 
always thought he had a right to use it. He walks, but no longer rides 
on the route (using the underpass). 

 
 Robert Holdaway’s evidence covers the period between 1968 and 

1990. 
 
 Judith Watkins 
 

Judith Watkins stated that she has not used the claimed route very 
much over the last two years (prior to 2010) but when they (she 
included her husband) made the claim she used it regularly – and had 
done so for at least 20 years. For example, she took her children there 
for walks when they were young and added that her children also used 
it subsequently for walks. She has never been challenged on the route 
and has never found any obstacle which prevented her from using the 
route and thought that she had a right to use it. Since the building of 
the A470 both she and her children have used the underpass. 
 
Judith Watkins’ evidence covers the period between 1965 and 1990. 

 



 Kim Davies 
 
 Kim Davies stated that this was one of a number of routes which she 

regularly rode as a link from the Canal Bank (now a legal bridleway, the 
Taff Trail) to Aberdare Mountain where she would then use several 
circular routes. She stated that she used to ride alongside Webbers 
Pond (although not on the current path – now legal Public Right of 
Way, Footpath Troedyrhiw 161) and then onto the Parish Road (now 
Public Right of Way Bridleway Troedyrhiw 82). She was never 
challenged on the route and has seen many people using it regularly, 
for example, walking dogs, adding “these are very busy routes”. She 
now only walks the route (using the underpass of the A470). 

 
 Kim Davies’ evidence covers the period from 1980 on. 
 
 Derek Games 
 
 Derek Games gave written and oral evidence of having used this route.  

He requested the opportunity to give evidence in support of several 
claimed rights of way in the Abercanaid area and explained that he had 
not thought it appropriate to fill in a claim form originally as he was a 
Councillor and also Chairman of Planning and the Rights of Way 
Committees. Mr. Games annotated a map depicting points on the 
routes of the several footpaths he has walked.  

 
In relation to this route (and with references to other claims; Troedyrhiw 
113 and Troedyrhiw 123, to be presented to committee at a future 
meeting, he wrote, 

 
Marianne and I were married on 21st August 1954.  I have lived in 
Abercanaid for 54 years.  I can recall a house near Webbers Pond 
called Gethin Cottage, the occupant; Mr. William Lewis drove his car 
through the farm up the Incline and parked on the top.  His son William 
still lives in Abercanaid and would confirm that his father drove this car 
up the Incline.  Marianne and I with our scotch collie Rex walked up to 
Webbers Pond regularly and then across the Gethin Tip and 
overlooked the village”. 
  
He also wrote that his daughters walked this route. He continued, 

 
“There was a house adjacent to Webber’s Pond and the owner’s car 
could not go to the house so he parked it half way up overnight (now 
mid A470(T)).  He was re-housed 1978, so there is evidence for 30 
years before that . . . My family and I would walk up to the Canal Bank, 
along the bank to Gethin Street, through the farm and to Webber’s 
Pond; when my daughters were young, we often had picnics there. 
Lots of weekends especially in the summer, Marianne’s family would 
come up and we’d take them there. On the eastern side was an area 
where people would swim – they don’t do this now, it’s full of leaves 
and dirtier than years ago. This has always been a path used to access 



this recreation place for people of Abercanaid. We have also walked up 
from the bridge on the new bridleway – come down the right of way 
past Gwyn Jones and Sgt Michaels or we go down the Graig Road and 
Anthony Grove. I have walked this more recently on 2/3 occasions 
because a tree had fallen from the Right of Way into a resident’s 
garden and I walked it to check it when work was completed on it”. 
 
In relation to the several routes for which he gave evidence, Mr. 
Games stated, 

 
“I have walked all the routes above over the last 50+ years although 
not so much lately. My daughter has often walked with me since a child 
and will confirm that period . . . It has always been accepted that they 
were rights of way, people thought they were”. 

 
In relation to this route he stated that he never asked permission to use 
it and no one ever tried to stop him from using it, 

 
“The farmer never stopped us going through the farmyard - although he 
stopped us going through the fields. We always talked to the farmer 
(Stuart Jones and his wife) when going through the farmyard – they 
accepted It”. 

 
He explained that he has walked this entire route many times 
throughout his life, especially when his daughters were young; one 
daughter still goes with him today – especially in the autumn, picking 
nuts and blackberries. He stated that the track is well trodden and he 
always sees dozens of people using it, for example, going to Webbers 
Pond. He said that lots of people have always gone there, fishing or 
taking picnics.  

 
Mr. Games confirmed that since the building of the A470(T) the route 
has changed in that section. He (and he maintains, many other people) 
now use a section on Troedyrhiw 8, including the underpass, to access 
the track up to Webbers Pond. 
 
He added, 

 
“Marianne’s family (2 cars full) used to come up from Cardiff to go 
there. We have always taken the children up there and seen other 
people doing the same. I don’t go so often now that I am older … ‘It is 
vital that people carry on using these routes, it would be tragic to lose 
these very major facilities for people going into the countryside – we 
will never have them back. People have enjoyed them for so many 
years and this is something we need to continue with”. 

 
 Derek Games’ evidence covers the period from about 1960 on. 
 
 
 



1.10 Landowners and other Parties 
 
 The owners of the land were consulted at the time of the application; 

discussions relating to claimed rights of way in the area were also held 
with Walters Group in 2008.  

 
 The three Ward Councillors were consulted 18th August 1997 and an 
 investigation report was also forwarded to the three Ward Councillors 
 on the 27th July 2009.  
 
1.11 Other Relevant Information 
 

The central section of this route is depicted on a map which was drawn 
up for a draft survey of public rights of way in 1991. 

2.0 ASSESSMENT 

 
2.1 This assessment is to assist Councillors in determining the application 
 before them today; an application to modify the Definitive Map and 
 Statement by adding this claim. 
 
2.2. Status 
 

 PRoW can be claimed as a Footpath, Bridleway, Restricted Byway or 
BOAT.  

 
 Officers must investigate the claim at the highest status substantiated 

by the evidence; the investigation could conclude that the route does 
not exist. This claim has been submitted as a bridleway and a BOAT. 

  
 User and historic evidence demonstrate use of this route as both a 

bridleway and a footpath; minimal vehicular evidence exists. 
 
 The Side Road Order and the creation of Bridleway 8 allowed for 

equestrian use on both sides of the A470(T). 
 

Officers recognise that all legal routes to the north-west of Point J have 
either been created under the Side Road Order or dedicated as 
footpaths. Councillors are requested to note that the entire route, 
between Points A – M has been claimed as a bridleway and user 
evidence exists for this as a bridleway.  
 
They therefore believe that a section of Troedyrhiw 9 and the whole of 
Troedyrhiw 162 on the Definitive Map and Statement have been 
incorrectly recorded and consider the entire claimed route to be a 
bridleway. 

 



 Officers consider that sufficient evidence (including a bridlegate on the 
route) exists for the section between Points A and I to be recorded as a 
bridleway to be known as Troedyrhiw 112.  

 
Officers also consider that sufficient evidence exists for the section 
between Points K and L to be recorded as a bridleway to be known as 
Troedyrhiw 119. 

 
Officers also consider that sufficient evidence exists for the section 
between Points J – K to be recorded as a bridleway and that the whole 
of Troedyrhiw 9 should be recorded as such on the Definitive Map and 
Statement. 
 
Officers also consider that sufficient evidence exists for the section 
between Points L – M to be recorded as a bridleway and that 
Troedyrhiw 162 should be recorded as such on the Definitive Map and 
Statement. 
 

2.3 Period of Use to be Considered 
 
 In the absence of any other challenge to the rights of way in question, 

the normal period looked at for the purpose of the establishment of the 
rights of way for long user is 20 years prior to the date of the 
application itself. In this case Officers consider that it would be the 
period between 27th October 1970 and 26th October 1990; user 
evidence exists for this period.  

  
 Councillors will note that the sections of this path before them for 
 consideration today have been enjoyed by the public as of right and 
 without interruption for a full period of twenty years and the ways 
 deemed to have been dedicated as highways as there is insufficient 
 evidence that there was no intention during that period not to dedicate 
 them. 
 
 During the relevant period for consideration the routes have been 

available for public use. 
 
2.4 The Line of the Route 
 
 The sections for consideration today are clearly discernible on the 
 ground.  
 
2.5 Aerial Photographs 
 
 The route is depicted on aerial photographs taken in 1967 and 2008.  
 
2.6 Historical and Other Evidence 
 
 Sections of the claimed route have been depicted on a number of 

cartographic sources although depiction on the various maps as 



described in the body of this Report only indicates that a track / path 
existed at that particular time; it is not indicative of public rights on the 
route. It is however, evidence of the existence of the track / path and 
the way in which this claimed route links with other routes. 

 
2.7 User Evidence 
 
 Councillors are requested to take into account user evidence described 

above. 
 
 Seven people have given evidence of use of this route as a footpath for 

recreation and leisure during the relevant period. 
 
2.8 Landowners and Other Interested Parties 
 
 Councillors are requested to take into account the evidence as 

described above. 

3.0 SUMMARY 

 
3.1 Councillors will note from the Report before them that the path has 
 been enjoyed by the public as of right and without interruption for a full 
 period of twenty years and the way deemed to have been dedicated as 
 a highway. There is no evidence that there was no intention during that 
 period not to dedicate it.  
 
3.2 Officers have presented historic as well as user evidence for the 

existence of these routes as Public Rights of Way, bridleways 
Troedyrhiw 112 and Troedyrhiw 119. 

 
3.3 Officers consider that the evidence above establishes the existence of 

the rights now claimed, viz. over the relevant period and at all material 
times before it.   

 
3.4 Taking all of the above into account and in conjunction with the 

historical evidence, the interviews with claimants, it is evident that a 
right of way does exist over this route. 

 
3.5 It is concluded that on the balance of probabilities all the requirements 

of S. 31(1) and (2) Highways Act 1980 have been met for the route 
included on the application. It is considered that a presumption of 
dedication has arisen and that this presumption has not been rebutted 
by sufficient evidence of lack of intention to dedicate by the landowner 
of any part of the route. An Order to modify the Definitive Map and 
Statement could therefore be made under S 53 (3)(b) Wildlife and 
Countryside Act 1981. 

 
3.6 Officers therefore recommend that a bridleway be recorded on the 

Definitive Map and Statement as depicted by the bold black line 



between Points A – I on the Plan, Troedyrhiw 112 and as described 
above; if approved, this route will be recorded as Troedyrhiw 112. 

 
3.7 Officers also recommend that a bridleway be recorded on the Definitive 

Map and Statement as depicted by the bold black line between Points 
J – K on the Plan, Troedyrhiw 112 and as described above; if 
approved, this route will be recorded as Troedyrhiw 119. 

 
3.8 Officers also recommend that a bridleway be recorded on the Definitive 

Map and Statement as depicted by a dashed line between Points P – 
J, a bold line between J – K and a dashed line between K – N on the 
Plan, Troedyrhiw 112 and as described above; if approved, this route is 
recorded as Troedyrhiw 9. 

 
3.9 Officers also recommend that a footpath be recorded on the Definitive 

Map and Statement as depicted by the bold black line between Points 
L - M on the Plan, Troedyrhiw 112 and as described above; if 
approved, this route is recorded as Troedyrhiw 162.       

4.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATION(S) 

 
4.1 Officer time is involved in investigating the route and writing the report.  
 If Councillors determine that the Public Right of Way exists, there will 
 be a financial implication in advertising the Order and also for dealing 
 with a Public  Inquiry if an Order is made and there is an objection to it. 
 
4.2 If the Order is confirmed, there will be a financial implication in that the 
 route will need to be signed. 
 
4.3 As Councillors are aware, financial implications are not to be 
 considered by the Committee when determining this application as the 
 County Borough Council has a statutory duty to make an Order if it 
 believes that there is sufficient evidence to support it. 

5.0 EQUALITY IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

 
5.1 An Equality Impact Assessment (EqlA) has been prepared for the 
 purpose of this report and no negative effects have been identified at 
 this stage.  

6.0 RECOMMENDATION(S) that 

 
6.1 Taking into consideration all of the evidence which has been provided, 
 Councillors are asked to confirm:- 
 
 In respect of Troedyrhiw 112 
 

 a) On the balance of probabilities there is sufficient evidence 
to support that the route marked with a bold line between 



Points A – B – C – D – E – F – G – H – I on the Plan, 
Troedyrhiw 112, has been used for such period so as to 
raise presumption that it has been dedicated as a 
bridleway, and that the evidence has not been rebutted 
by other evidence. 

 
 b) on confirming (a) above to approve the making of a 

Definitive Map Modification Order to show Troedyrhiw 
112 as a bridleway. 

 
 c) to approve the confirmation of the Definitive Map 

Modification Order made as a result of (b) above provided 
no objections or representations are made within the 
prescribed period or if any objections or representations 
so made are withdrawn.  

 
d) if any objections or representations are made within the 

prescribed period and not subsequently withdrawn then to 
refer the relevant Order to the Planning Inspectorate for 
determination. 

 
 
In respect of Troedyrhiw 119 
 

 a) On the balance of probabilities there is sufficient evidence 
to support that the route marked with a bold line between 
Points K – L on the Plan, Troedyrhiw 112, has been used 
for such period so as to raise presumption that it has 
been dedicated as a bridleway, and that the evidence has 
not been rebutted by other evidence. 

 
 b) on confirming (a) above to approve the making of a 

Definitive Map Modification Order to show Troedyrhiw 
119 as a bridleway. 

 
 c) to approve the confirmation of the Definitive Map 

Modification Order made as a result of (b) above provided 
no objections or representations are made within the 
prescribed period or if any objections or representations 
so made are withdrawn.  

 
d) if any objections or representations are made within the 
 prescribed period and not subsequently withdrawn then 
 to refer the relevant Order to the Planning Inspectorate 
 for determination. 
 

In respect of Troedyrhiw 9 
 

 a) On the balance of probabilities there is sufficient evidence 
to support that the route marked with a dashed line 



between Points P – J, a bold line between points J – K 
and a dashed line between points K – N on the Plan, 
Troedyrhiw 112, has been used for such period so as to 
raise presumption that it has been dedicated as a 
bridleway, and that the evidence has not been rebutted 
by other evidence. 

 
 b) on confirming (a) above to approve the making of a 

Definitive Map Modification Order to show Troedyrhiw 9 
as a bridleway. 

 
 c) to approve the confirmation of the Definitive Map 

Modification Order made as a result of (b) above provided 
no objections or representations are made within the 
prescribed period or if any objections or representations 
so made are withdrawn.  

 
d) if any objections or representations are made within the 
 prescribed period and not subsequently withdrawn then 
 to refer the relevant Order to the Planning Inspectorate 
 for determination. 

 
In respect of Troedyrhiw 162 
 

 a) On the balance of probabilities there is sufficient evidence 
to support that the route marked with a bold line between 
Points L – M on the Plan, Troedyrhiw 112, has been used 
for such period so as to raise presumption that it has 
been dedicated as a bridleway, and that the evidence has 
not been rebutted by other evidence. 

 
 b) on confirming (a) above to approve the making of a 

Definitive Map Modification Order to show Troedyrhiw 
162 as a bridleway. 

 
 c) to approve the confirmation of the Definitive Map 

Modification Order made as a result of (b) above provided 
no objections or representations are made within the 
prescribed period or if any objections or representations 
so made are withdrawn.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



d) if any objections or representations are made within the 
 prescribed period and not subsequently withdrawn then 
 to refer the relevant Order to the Planning Inspectorate 
 for determination. 

 
Councillors are recommended to approve the making of the relevant Order as 
set out above. 
 
 
 
GARY THOMAS 
DIRECTOR OF CUSTOMER SERVICES 
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