








STOP PRESS February 2021 

More Case Law which binds the Decisions of  Pins’ Inspectors when 
deliberating on a “cross road” for a Definitive Map Modification Order.

Please add the following important Appeal Court decision to other case law at 

Para 44 (see page S10) 

Fortune -v- Wiltshire Council [2012] EWCA Civ 334 

 (Before Lady Justice Arden, Lord Justice Longmore and Lord Justice Lewison) 

“The judge moved on to consider Greenwood’s map of Wiltshire, produced in 
1829.  Greenwood was a well-known commercial map-maker who produced 

maps of many English counties.  The judge considered that this map also 

showed a thoroughfare.  The legend of the map showed that the 

colouring…meant that it was a “cross road”.  As the judge pointed out, in 1829 
the expression “cross road” did not have its modern meaning of a point at 
which two roads cross.  Rather in old maps and documents a “cross road” 
included a highway running between, and joining other, regional centres.   

Indeed that is the first meaning given to the expression in the Oxford English 

Dictionary (A road crossing another, or running across between two main 

roads;  a by-road”).  Prof Williamson agreed in cross-examination that a “cross 
road” was a reference to a road forming part of a thoroughfare.  The judge

gave a further explanation of the significance of the expression later in his 

judgment (para 733) by reference to guidance given by the Planning 

Inspectorate.”

“The judge concluded that Greenwood’s map supported “the emerging picture” 
of an established thoroughfare.   In our judgment the label “cross road” added 
further support”.

The author wishes to acknowledge the generous support of Kirklees Bridleways Group and 

The British Horse Society in the production of this updated,  on-line version of     

“What is a Cross Road?” 
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“You only get the justice you have the power to make happen” 

Matthew Bolton “How to Resist” 2017 

Our power lies in the law 

 

 

 

 

 

“Many an old waggon and cart would crack on for years but for the jogs, jounces and 
slaunces of our mismanaged cross roads, the wheelwright’s best friend” 

“Roads and their Traffic 1750-1850” 

John Copeland 
D&C, Newton Abbot, 1968, pp 62,63 
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Supplement to “What is a Cross Road?”     November 2020 

What happened to Consistency? 

1. What will it take for the Planning Inspectorate to return to their previously held 

position – that the convention of British road classification shows that a cross road, recorded 

on an old map or document should,  prima facie, be recorded as a restricted byway or byway 

open to all traffic on the definitive map? (see para 28 below) 

2. It’s been written down often.  With pictures.  And corroborated in diverse, 

authoritative and innumerable sources since the 1600’s.    

3. Since 1997 some important decisions have been made concerning cross roads by 

good Inspectors acting with integrity and rigour.  They understood the evidence and did the 

right thing when they confirmed and saved these old and precious public cart and 

carriageways as byways on the Definitive Map for all time.   

4. Some 23 years ago, the overwhelming totality of evidence in the first edition of this 

little book, explained this archaic term and demonstrated that cross road defines, prima facie, 

a public carriageway and byway for horses and wheeled vehicles.   

5. Inspector Ronald Holley wrote, in the case of highways in Suffolk, “County Maps: 
there is no dissent that cross roads were probably public roads” FPS/ V3500/7/156 12.6.1998 

Suffolk County Council: Bacton and Cotton.   That was clear and determinative.  Sadly, there has 

since been much dissent, no clarity and no consistency of good reasoning whatsoever.   And 

there should be. 
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Same facts – same decision?  Not always  

6. Lindblom LJ held:  “that the Secretary of State had erred in law in failing to take 

account  of a recent appeal decision of his own [with similar characteristics between them] 

even though he had not been asked to do so...it can only undermine public confidence in the 

operation of the development control system for there to be two decisions of the Secretary of 

State himself, issued from the same unit of his department reaching a different conclusion” 
DLA Delivery Ltd -v- Baroness Cumberledge of Newick (2018) EWCA Civ 1305. 

7. The Hon Mrs Justice Thornton QC said “The principal of consistency is not limited to 
the formal decision but extends to the reasoning underlying the decision”. oxlibguides.com 

8. The Planning Inspectorate’s Director, Highways and Transport, Brian Dodd, in his 

letter to me of 2 May 1997, said: “At the User Group Meeting on 19 March 1997, I 
undertook to draw the question of the meaning of “cross road” to Inspectors undertaking 
Rights of Way Inquiries.   I have now done so, in the following terms: 

…”there is an archaic meaning of “cross road” denoting a road running across between two 
main roads or a by-road…” and he then recited  Mr Justice Howarth’s ruling in Hollins -v- 

Oldham (pp 39) who said that a cross road “must mean a public road in respect of which no 

toll was payable”. 

9. So everyone at PINS, from the Director downwards, has known that a cross road is a 

public carriageway since May 1997.   But they still don’t act on this knowledge.  And that is 

inconsistent, potentially unlawful and a manifest injustice. 

Old Maps 

10. There is undoubtedly an “old map” virus at work diminishing their value and 

afflicting the field of public rights of way and it must be eradicated before it’s too late.  Like 

any virus it has spread and is killing our cherished byways stone dead!   

 
11. Some cross roads are not recorded at all.  Some are wrongly recorded at a lesser 

status while others are gated or fenced off.  Users are deterred and the land is subsumed into 

private property to become gardens, gentrified driveways, grazing land and even building 

plots. 

 
12. All too often the evidential value of 18th and 19th 

century maps showing roads depicted as cross roads in their 

key or legend have been given minimal weight, or none at 

all, in the balancing of evidence to confirm a Definitive Map 

Modification Order at byway status.  In every case where 

that has happened there sits an unsafe decision. 

 
13. But please, do not believe published or government 

“authorities” that tell you that the value of old maps is only 
proof of what’s on the ground but never highway status.  

That is not true. 
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14. Do not believe reports that because one judge found some old maps unhelpful, they 

are all unhelpful.  A judge may not have seen the Oxford English Dictionary definition of 

cross road or even been told that there is a cross road classification of a public carriageway 

in the key to the map in question. 

 
15. And do not believe, without proof, that a map may have just been a copy of an earlier 

map with no actual survey having ever taken place.  Authors make unedifying mistakes 

sometimes. 

 
Case law is gold dust 

 
16. In Trafford -v- St Faith’s Rural District Council Neville J held that “old county maps 
(showing the way) published, one in 1797 by the King’s geographer and the other in 1826 by 
Andrew Bryant (a well known country surveyor), and produced from the British Museum by 

the proper official” were admissible as some evidence of reputation. 

 

17.  In Attorney General (at rel. of Hastie) -v- Woolwich MBC Shearman J. said “a 
number of maps were put in, including county maps dating from about 1775, the earliest 

brought from the British Museum and the earliest ordnance map…which are publications of 
different origin, the evidence to my mind is overwhelming that this was a very ancient 

highway.” 

 

18. And in Commission for New Towns and another -v- J J Gallagher Ltd the judge, 

referring to the disclaimer on Bartholomew’s map that “the representation of a road or 
footpath is not evidence of the existence of a right of way” held that “the disclaimer 
underlines the fact that one cannot place much weight on Bartholomew’s Maps, or indeed on 
any map which does not have the positive function of identifying public carriageways”.   
 
19. The ‘Gallagher’ decision is a big boost for our case for cross roads because our 

argument is totally based on the fact that the “positive function of identifying public 
carriageways” is embedded in the depiction of cross roads recorded in the keys or legends of 

many of the old maps that we find and present with our evidence. 

 
20. It follows that it is also right to argue that, since cross roads being public will have 

been repairable by forced statute labour right up to1835, and following that by the Surveyor 

of Highways spending public funds, the public have an inalienable right to use them.   

 
21. On this question of publicly funded maintenance in Attorney General -v- Antrobus  

Farewell J conceded “I venture to think that this expenditure of public money is the important 
consideration and that in such a case the land-owner, who has permitted the expenditure, 

cannot be heard to say that a roadway on which he has allowed public money to be spent is 

his private road.”  
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Repeal the “Cut-off” 

 
22. Now the 2026 “cut-off” date looms large.  Countryside 

and Rights of Way Act 2000 s.53-56. 

 

23. Our rights to travel on ancient byways with horses and 

horse drawn vehicles and bicycles will be extinguished forever 

if they are not claimed by a DMMO or exempted.  If they are 

lost it would be a mass scrappage of our heritage – a 

desecration far worse than throwing the Crown Jewels into the 

River Thames!  

 
24. It would also exacerbate the appalling effects of an earlier injustice – the mass under 

recording of higher rights of way on the first Definitive Maps in the 1950’s and 60’s. 

 
25. I haven’t been monitoring PI decisions for that last 15 years. I took my eye off the 

ball.  But now I’m out of retirement because of the 2026 “cut-off” threat.   The injustices we  

can prove regarding Inspectors non-compliance with PINS guidance on cross roads are  

grounds for repealing the “cut-off” part of the CROW Act.   The government is not keeping  
its half of the bargain…to correctly record restricted byways by weighing all the evidence. 

And I am writing this because, if I didn’t try to put a stop to this inconsistent practice at 

PINS, I would absolutely regret it. 

 
26. So I am submitting claims again – but that’s not enough.  In fact it’s akin to fiddling 

while Rome burns.  It’s just a charade unless The Planning Inspectorate and highway 

authorities wake up to the simple cross road truth.  Cross roads are prima facie public roads, 

like it or not!  It’s a fact.  And we must keep asserting it.  And loudly!   It’s up to me.  It’s up 
to you. 

 

27. As I write this in the closing weeks of  2020 we have only a limited time left to get the 

research done and written up, the forms filled in and the DMMO applications submitted to 

the local highway authority. 

 

28. So, for consistency’s sake, and for the survival of our threatened byways, we must all 

strongly and firmly argue and assert the proper legal position on cross roads which is:- 

 
 i that Brian Dodd, Director, Highways and Transport issued guidance to  

  inspectors on 7 May 1997 to apply the Hollins -v Oldham judgment to  

  evidence in every cross road case (see pp 39-42) 

 
 ii  that PINS’ Advice Note No 4 (1999) and Consistency Guidelines (2016)  

  reiterated Brian Dodd’s 1997 guidance 

 
 iii that in Trafford -v- St Faith’s RDC 1910 a second decision, in a court of  

  record, it was held that cross roads shown on Bryant’s 1826 Map of Norfolk 

  were public roads 
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iv that, in addition to the Suffolk case quoted above (para, 5) Inspectors’ 
 decisions have recorded the following favourable and consistent cross 

 road findings:- 

 

 “Cross roads were a clearly defined subordinate class of public road”, 

 (Myers’ Map of Halifax) David Woodrow, 7th August 2000, Jay Nest, Halifax  

 (FPS/A4710/7/50), Calderdale MBC.  

 

 “I incline to the BDS (British Driving Society) view.  It is a matter of fact 

 that the majority of cross roads depicted on 19th Century (ie post OS 

 involvement) commercial maps were public carriageways…always 
 depending on the provenance test it would seem not unfair to weigh the 

 term lightly on the vehicular side of  the balance of probability unless 

 convincing rebuttal evidence dictates otherwise.” Inspector Bryant:  

 FPS/Z1700/8/45M 2000 .  Candovers, Hampshire  

  

 “The Secretary of State considers the Greenwood’s Map of 1818  provides 

 proof that the appeal route had public vehicular status at that time”.  Page 9 

 of the Secretary of State’s decision under the Wildlife & Countryside Act 1981 (Schedule 14) 

 Appeal, 4 March 1999, Well Head Road, Winewall, Lancs).   But the Inspector 

 conducting the Inquiry, typically, did not decide for byway  but merely 

 bridleway status so public rights for carriage drivers on Well Head Road 

 remain unrecorded and at risk of extinguishment on 1st January 2026. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



S7 

 

And since its discovery we can now add the strongest and most compelling 

evidence possible that Pins rejected as being irrelevant in 1999:- 

 

29.  Crosse High-ways –An Act for enlargeing Comon   

  High-ways 1696-7 House of Lords Record Office and www.british-history.ac.uk 

 

 

  Just 21 years after John Ogilby published his road itinerary Britannia (pp 11, 

  20-33) in 1675 in which he introduced cross roads to travellers, and the  

  country generally, Parliament introduced: An Act for enlargeing Comon  

  High-ways which has two important paragraphs to support our argument:- 

  “and in such places as they shall think necessary to direct their Precept to the 
  Surveyors of the High-Ways in any Parish or Place where Two or more  

  Crosse High-ways meet requiring them forthwith to cause to be erected and 

  in the most convenient Place where such Ways joyn a stone or Post with an 

  Inscription thereon in large letters containing the Name of the next Market 

  Towne…” 

  “…and in case any part of the said sum shall remaine after such Stone or Post 

  erected then to imploy such remaining Sum in repairing the same crosse  

  High-Ways and not otherwise.” 

30. It’s hardly a leap at all to conclude, in the 17th century, that crosse High-Ways were 

the same as cross roads since cross roads are clearly highways and  High-Ways are clearly 

roads.   

31. And if crosse high-ways/cross roads were being signposted to market towns and 

repaired with funds from the highway surveyors’ precept in 1696-7, as is clear in this public 

Act, then they were, always have been and still are, prima facie public carriageways. 

http://www.british-history.ac.uk/
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32. Crucially this Act provides us with a ‘legal definition’ - defined by Act of Parliament 

- for the term cross road, the lack of which the Planning Inspectorate has been using for 23 

years to bolster its denial of the veracity of this term and, thereby, water down its acceptance 

of it and weakening its bite. But no longer.  We must collectively hold their feet to the fire 

with this statute which has the highest provenance. 

33. After the “cut-off” date it will not be possible to “go round again” and re-claim 

byways to correct their historical status.   It will be game over. 

A bad decision – a byway lost! 

34. Despite Pins’ clear directions on Hollins -v- 

Oldham, and their full knowledge of the 1696 Act and 

the Trafford -v- St Faith’s 1910 ruling, I have just read 

one of the worst examples of a PI decision that I have 

ever seen.  And I’m horrified.  The Greenwoods’ map of 
the county was submitted to the inspector depicting the 

entire claimed route as a cross road.   

 
35. But the experienced Inspector managed to write the decision letter without ever 

mentioning the key to the map, this term of highway status or making any effort to measure 

the map against the “provenance test” enacted in the Highways Act 1980 s.32 by weighing 

any of these facts on the balance of probability:-   

 
i) The map’s age:1828 – which puts it right in context of its time in history;  and purpose of 

the map: to show public roads and other landscape features to travellers, the Post Office, the 

military, judiciary, highway surveyors, manufacturers, merchants, shipping and the general 

public etc. 

 
ii) The significance of the routes depicted:  cross roads - which were in 1828 and, therefore 

remain, public carriageways or by-roads open to horse riders and horse drawn carriages 

and coaches  [‘Oxford English Dictionary’ and 16 other dictionaries pp 9-10]. 

 
iii) The status of the Greenwood Brothers:  prolific and respected cartographers 

producing important, valued and rare maps which were bought, or consulted by, libraries 

and people who travelled, and all people who wanted and needed to understand and 

communicate with the world around them.  The Greenwoods’ maps were amongst those 

judged ‘outstanding for accuracy, content and reliability’ [quoted  from “Maps and Plans for 
the local historian and collector” pp 80: David Smith, Batsford, London].  

 
iv) The custody from which it has been kept and from which it was produced:  County 

Library, County Archives, National Archives, British Library, Royal Geographical Society 

Map Library – amongst the highest ranked custodians in the country.  

 
36. All of this kind of detail should be presented by applicants to be weighed according to 

law.  But even if it isn’t it is an inspector’s job to be familiar with the meaning of cross roads, 

enquire as to provenance and act on PINS Guidelines especially Section 2, page 4.   It’s all in 
there under the heading “Identification of Fact”. 
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Plans, Histories and other relevant documents 

37. The “provenance test” of the Highways Act 1980 s.32, doesn’t only apply to maps. 
The legislation is clear -  it also applies to plans, histories  and other relevant documents 
which means that all the facts from dictionaries, other cartographers, the Post Office, Acts of 
Parliament and literature contained in the main body of the first edition of this book, and this 
supplement, fall into that category because it’s a history of road nomenclature – and all these 
facts must be weighed on the balance of probability and not ignored as they repeatedly have 
been.  In law, context is everything.

38. Now that we have the marvellous invention of the PDF file it is a simple matter to 
download all of this valuable evidence, now free of copyright, and attach it to a Definitive 
Map Modification Order application to help secure ‘restricted byway’ status for an 
unrecorded cross road.  see the BHS 2026 toolkit

More on Case Law – The Doctrine of Precedent

39. Being a common-law-country the importance of previous court

judgments cannot be overstated as the doctrine of precedent applies to

highway authorities and public inquiries as well as courts. The

judgment of each case can be binding on all subsequent cases with the

same or very similar circumstances.

40. So case law is a strong ally in proving legal points which

support evidence:  don’t underestimate it in public rights of way work.  It’s up to you.  Find
it. Understand it. Own it! Include it in your DMMO applications. Highway Authorities and PI

inspectors should be aware of relevant case law and, if parties do not introduce it in evidence,

then inspectors should.  Pins Consistency Guidelines 2016, point 3.10.

41. But do not leave it to them because they repeatedly fall down on this where cross

roads are concerned.  If they didn’t there would be no need for me to be writing this twenty

three years after Brian Dodd’s promise.

42. Not only that, they don’t always deal with case law in their decision letters at all.

This omission is inexcusable because it is their job.   But omitting appropriate case law leaves

Inspectors free to ignore sound legal points which carry weight and enables inconsistency to

flourish at the expense of our freedom to travel and enjoy our amazing and irreplaceable

network of public rights of way.

43. If a legal precedent put forward is not applicable to a question on the table then the

inspector should listen, understand, question and then explain the differences that render it

inappropriate in the decision letter.   Judges do this and for good reason – professionalism,

clarity, truth - and the avoidance of doubt.

https://www.bhs.org.uk/our-work/access/campaigns/2026/2026-toolkit


S10 

 

44.1 If you have a route or way shown as a cross road on a map or document then 

please copy the following case law – or this entire publication - into your DMMO 

application to support it:- 

44.2 Homer -v- Cadman: (1886) 50 JP 455 

“The appellant had come with a band to the bull ring in Sedgley, a cross-road.  A crowd 

formed for about an hour to listen to him.  The magistrate found there was an obstruction of 

the highway.  The appellant contended that there was still space outside the crowd and 

between it and the footpaths for vehicles and passengers to pass. Held: There was evidence 

on which the magistrate could convict the appellant of obstructing the highway under 

Highway Act 1835 s.72. 

44.3 Trafford -v- St Faith’s Rural 
District Council : (1910) JP 297  

Speaking of Andrew Bryant’s Map of 
Norfolk Neville J said “In the next 
map of 1826, Bryant’s Map, I think we 

have some indication of reputation, 

inasmuch as it is indicated on that map 

by the sign which we are told is meant 

to indicate a good cross or driving 

road.“ 

“That the map is some evidence of 
reputation is, I think, obvious, because, 

although the person who was 

responsible for the drawing of the map 

may not have been an inhabitant of the 

immediate locality, no doubt he must 

have had such information as he possessed with regard to the character of the roads from 

persons in the vicinity, and therefore I think that is a little bit of evidence to indicate that as 

early as 1826 this road was considered to be a public road….”  

44.4 Hollins -v- Oldham (1995) High Court of Justice Chancery. His Honour Judge 

Howarth sitting as a Judge of the High Court found that a portion of the way in dispute 

described on Burdett’s Map of Cheshire of 1777 as a cross road, was a public vehicular 
highway.  

“This latter category, [cross road] it seems to me, must mean a public road in respect of 

which no toll was payable… there is no point in showing a road to such a purchaser 

[wealthy] that he did not have the right to use”.  This case was unreported but took place in 

Manchester Crown Court:  Case S/5453.C94/0206 27 October 1995. (see pp 39 “What is a Cross 
Road?” and Parts 2 and 3 of PINS Consistency Guidelines 2016 although this latter 

Extract from Bryant’s Map of Norfolk 1826 
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guidance is, I believe, deliberately strained and obtuse and strong representations are now 

being made to strengthen and clarify it). 

44.5 Commission for New Towns and another -v- J. J. Gallagher Ltd [2002] EWHC 

2668 (Ch)  

Referring to the disclaimer on Bartholomew’s map that “the representation of a road or 

footpath is not evidence of the existence of a right of way” the judge held that “the disclaimer 
underlines the fact that one cannot place much weight on Bartholomew’s Maps, or indeed on 
any map which does not have the positive function of identifying public carriageways.” 

44.6 Luckily for us our argument begins with the “positive function of identifying public 
carriageways” ie the depiction of cross roads in the keys or legends of the old maps that we 

find and present in our claims.  So we can rightly and soundly argue that this case binds 

highway authorities and inspectors in their decisions relative to this term. 

44.7 DLA Delivery Ltd -v- Baroness Cumberledge of Newick [2018] EWCA Civ 1305 

This case addressed the question of inconsistency between two similar decisions by the 

Department of Environment, the very problem that we have.  At (34) the judge held “the 
Secretary of State and his inspectors can normally rely on…participants to draw attention to 
any relevant decisions [but] that does not mean that they are never required to make 

enquiries about any matter, including about other decisions, that may be significant…” 

44.8 Dunlop -v- Secretary of State for the 

Environment and Cambridgeshire County 

Council (1995)  

Two points are surprisingly helpful to us in 

this (unpopular) decision by His Hon Mr 

Justice Sedley;-  

i) Dictionary Definition: Searching for the 

proper meaning of the word “private” to assist 

his deliberations on the question of a private 

carriage road, Sedley J consulted the ‘Oxford 
English Dictionary’ just as I did when seeking a definition for cross road (pp 9-10).  His Hon 

accepted the definition given ‘In general, the opposite of the word public’.  So OED 

definitions carry some weight which must be added to the column of evidence for confirming 

a byway order. 

ii) Road Names:  The DoE’s own barrister pleaded “The fact that the routes had names 
indicates that the use was public” and the judge responded “While the fact that the two ways 
had names and between them ran between a village and a mill is certainly of relevance it 

cannot be decisive”.   So road names also carry some weight, at least, and many cross roads 

are named.   So add this to your column of evidence since every little helps.  
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45. The whole point of naming a road is to identify it for those who live or work on it, 

want and need to use it, refer to it or repair it.  It is such a vital tool that society can’t be 
imagined without road names.  

46. Pins advise that “s.69 of the 1773 Highway Act enacted that all “common highways” 
had to be named before indictment for obstruction or disrepair could take place.  This 

requirement continued in the Highway Act 1835.   As private roads were not liable in this 

way they did not need to be named.”   It follows, therefore, that “it is reasonably alleged” that 
a named way is probably a public carriageway.   PINS Consistency Guidelines 2016 (S.2 pp8).  

Cross Roads crop up everywhere 

47. The Literature of Political Economy by J R McCulloch. Roads, Canals, Railways 

&c. 1848 (British Library) 

“down to the latter part of the seventeenth century, highways of all kinds were constructed 
and kept in repair by annual assessments of six days’ compulsory labour of the 
inhabitants…the contributions of compulsory labour being thenceforth appropriated to the 

cross or country roads;  and it is a curious fact that these contributions continued to be 

rendered in England down to 1835, when they were commuted for an equivalent county 

rate….” 

48. This paper was written only 13 years after the end of statutory forced labour on road 

repairs, within easy memory of it when surveyors’ records would have still existed.  It 
admirably passes the “provenance test” required by s.32 of the Highway Act 1980.  And if 

the public were physically repairing the cross roads for six days every year, they could most 

certainly use them with horses and vehicles at will.  
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49. Daniel Defoe ‘An Essay on Projects’ 1692-93 Of the Highways…  ”the Parish of 

Islington…There lies through this large parish the greatest road in England, and the most 
frequented, especially by cattle for Smithfield Market… the parish is not able to keep it in 
repair;  by which means several ‘cross-roads’ in the parish [which fed it]  lie wholly 

unpassable…and carts and horses (and men too) have been almost buried in holes and 
sloughs…‘Cross Roads’ to be twenty feet broad….there are cross-roads,  bye-roads and 

lanes which must also be looked after: …others may be shut up or made drift-ways, bridle-

ways or foot-ways…For the 140 miles of cross-road a like cause-way to be made…This is 
what I propose to do to them [by Act of Parliament] and what, if once performed…all people 
would own to be an undertaking both useful and honourable.” 

50. A New and Accurate Description of all the Direct and the Principal Cross Roads in 

Great Britain by Daniel Paterson, London 1778.    “The Utility of an Accurate Description 

of the Roads, so obvious to every Person who travels, as not to require any laboured 

Proof…contains all the new roads down to the present time.   

51. According to the preface page this work was entered, on the authority of Act of 

Parliament, in the Register Book of the Stationers Company so it must have passed a rigorous 

test of qualification for such a formal and prestigious listing.   The Stationers’ Company is a 

City of London Livery Company for the Communications and Content industries which 

received its Royal Charter in the 16th century. This is top drawer provenance. 

52.  Rudiments of the Art of Constructing and Repairing Common  Roads by 

Henry Law, Civil Engineer (Kingsmead Reprints, Bath) Essay on road-Making pp 

155 . “A width of forty or even sixty feet may be given near cities, where the 

greater part of the transportation is effected by land.  For cross roads, and 

others of minor importance, the width may be reduced according to the nature 

of the case.”   

Susan Taylor           November 2020 
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Provenance for ‘What is a Cross Road?’ and the author  

What is a Cross Road?” by Susan Taylor, published by the South Pennine Packhorse 
Trails Trust, qualifies under the Highways Act 1980 s.32 as a ‘history’ of the term ‘cross 
road’ and, in 1997, was accepted for permanent deposit by the following libraries which keep 

it in their protective custody under the reference numbers quoted below: 

British Library, St Pancras, London   [0-9530573-0-5]  

Bodleian Library, Oxford University   M98.E13766 (Books 752193961 

       Aleph System No: 012701048 

Cambridge University Library   1999.8.2454 

National Library of Scotland    Maps Reading Room Map   

       Ref Misc.2.T.MMSID    

       9928138903804341 

Trinity College Library Dublin   PL-282-276=09530 57305 

Post Office Archives and Records Centre 

Freeling House London 

 

The author has researched many DMMO’s and represented horse riders and carriage drivers 
at numerous public inquiries into Definitive Map Modification Orders in Yorkshire and 

Lancashire.   She is a member of the British Horse Society and Moorlands Riding Group, a 

former Bridleways Officer of Calderdale Saddle Club, formerly a researcher for the South 

Pennine Packhorse Trails Trust and associate member of the Institute of Public Rights of 

Way Officers. 

She has also served on the Access Committee of the British Driving Society representing 

carriage drivers on the Rights of Way Review Committee at Westminster. 

 
Sue Hogg, Editor of “What is a Cross Road?” was the Founder and Research Project 
Coordinator of the South Pennine Packhorse Trails Trust and has been responsible for 

researching and presenting countless definitive map modification orders at public inquiries 

securing bridleway or byway status to wrongly recorded minor highways on the Definitive 

Map throughout the South Pennine region. 
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They hang the man and flog the woman 

That steals the goose from off the common 

But let the greater villain loose 

That steals the common from off the goose 

 

The law demands that we atone 

When we take things we do not own 

But leaves the lords and ladies fine 

Who take things that are yours and mine 

Old English nursery rhyme 

 

 

 

 

 


































































































