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Personnel and Administrative Sub-Committee 

Meeting at 18:45 on Monday 3 August 2026 held 

in the Skoulding Suite at March Town Hall. 
 
Present: A Woollard  Chairperson 

  N Spencer 

  J French  

T Taylor  (Coopted only to deal with Grandford)  
 

S Lemmon  Town Clerk 

 

Apologies were received from Cllr K French. 

 

THIS ITEM IS STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL 

 

Grandford Allotment; 
 

At a meeting held on 25 March 2026, members resolved that it was essential to enforce 

the Costs Orders against Martin and Michael Turtle to at least try to recover from the 

Defendants some of the monies owed to us, wholly incurred by their vexatious, 

misguided and ill-advised pursuit of challenging service of our Notice to Quit and our 

application to HMLR for upgrading our title to Grandford allotments to Title Absolute. 

 

The costs involved in enforcement of the Costs Order were considered small in 

comparison with the necessity to bring/defend possession proceedings in the civil court. 

 

Fraser Dawbarns (hereinafter “Frasers”) had advised the various options and potential 

costs of possession proceedings, but it was agreed that we would await the outcome of 

the hearing on 13 April 2026 to determine next steps. 

 

Whilst incredibly mindful of costs implications and the public purse, it was not 

acceptable to be held to ransom by the former tenant and not to be able to utilise/re-

purpose our own land as we see fit. 

 

It had become necessary to convene an emergency meeting this evening to discuss 

ongoing legal developments and provide instructions to Frasers in connection with the 

enforcement of the Costs Award against Martin Turtle and the Charging Order 

application against Michael Turtle. Both of which are facing minor issues which Frasers 

are now addressing. 

 

Charging Order application against Michael Turtle; 

The Interim Charging Order needs to be noted against the title of Michael Turtle’s 

property. The Court has asked Frasers to provide proof that Michael Turtle is the same 

person as Michael John Turtle which is the name on the Land Registry title documents. 
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An amended application was duly served so that a restriction will be noted against the 

title to the Ellingham Avenue address which will mean that if Michael Turtle tries to sell 

the property we will need to be informed of the intended sale. 

 

It is possible for Michael Turtle to make representation to the Court as to whether the 

Interim Charging Order be made final. These representations, if made, can be dealt with 

on paper or by transferring to the County Court for a hearing. 

 

Frasers have advised that there are relatively few circumstances in which it is deemed to 

be justified in not confirming a Charging Order as final. 

 

In relation to the High Court Enforcement Officers’ attempts to enforce the debt against 

Martin Turtle, the Court has not yet granted a Writ of Control as the Judgement date had 

been recorded incorrectly on the filing system by Peterborough County Court.  

 

The discrepancy is between the date of the original Award by the First-Tier Tribunal and 

the date that the Peterborough County Court gave permission to enforce the Award. 

Frasers are pressing Peterborough County Court to rectify this mistake as soon as 

possible (although disappointingly little progress has been made since mid-June). 

 

As such, we mist wait until this happens before the Writ of Control against Martin Turtle 

can be issued and for the High Court bailiffs to enforce the Costs Order against him. 

(Martin Turtle is not a home-owner so it is not possible to apply for a Charging Order in 

his case). 

 

Michael Turtle has received the Charging Order now and he has communicated to Frasers 

that he will be requesting that the Court reconsiders its decision and apply conditions to 

the Charging Order, so it looks likely that the matter could be referred to the County 

Court for a hearing. 

(it is almost certain that the Land Registry will still approve our application to note the 

Interim Order against the title). 

 

Michael has also offered to pay the sum of £5,120.00 which is 50% of the balance he 

owes the council (£10,235.24) and this offer has to be considered by this Committee in 

order to accept or reject it. 

 

Frasers have written to Michael to advise that they have not yet been formally instructed 

in relation to accepting his offer and have reminded Michael Turtle that the costs are 

payable jointly and severally, and the Council reserves its right to enforce payment of the 

entire sum from either or both party. 
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The Committee carefully considered Michael Turtle’s offer to settle half of the sum due, 

remaining cautious and mindful of incurring further legal costs of its own to enforce the 

respective Costs Orders/defend a challenge to the Interim Charging Order. 

 

However, given the fact that there was a Charging Order, albeit Interim at this stage (and 

the limited circumstances in which as Order could be successfully challenged) the 

Council had some future protection over the monies it is owed by Michael Turtle. 

 

The Clerk explained that the financial cost to the Council in this matter has been 

significant (over £30,000) but the Costs Awards (at least on paper) mean that the bulk of 

the monies expended on professional fees can be recovered. 

 

However, it was re-acknowledged that there was always the risk that the monies would 

not be recovered in full given the financial status of the Defendants and this possibility 

had been advised and accepted form the outset. 

 

The Clerk explained that the Council would still need to be prepared to incur further legal 

fees and advised that it would be inappropriate to abort proceedings at this stage in a bid 

to avoid any further legal fees when we have come so far. 

 

We have a duty to the taxpayer to continue to recover as much of our money as possible. 

By setting a dangerous precedent or choosing to discontinue enforcement would 

realistically create further problems down the line with Martin Turtle, who would without 

doubt interpret that as a weakness, a win for him and encourage his erroneous belief that 

he was still in legal possession of Grandford allotment. 

 

The Committee agreed that on balance it would not accept Michael Turtle’s offer to pay 

£5,120 for the time being and the Clerk would instruct Frasers accordingly. 

 

It would be necessary to wait until the Writ of Control was issued against Martin Turtle 

and await his response to that and then further review our position at that stage.  

(Martin Turtle’s original offer to pay a paltry £5/m had been rejected many months ago, 

of course). 

 

It was further agreed that Cllr Taylor would enter the land with a flail mower and spray 

the ragwort at the earliest possible opportunity. 

 

It was agreed that Councillor Woollard, should report to the Main March 

Town Council Meeting of 7 September 2026 in order to note the above 

recommendations and all findings of this Sub-Committee. 

 
 

There being no further business, the meeting closed at 19:10   
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Councillor A Woollard………………………………………   7 September 2026 

Mayor of March 

 


