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Personnel and Administrative Sub-Committee 

Meeting at 19:00 on Tuesday 22 July 2025 held 

online via video link. 
 
Present: A Woollard  Chairman 

  K French 

  J French          

  

  T Taylor   (non-member)   
 

S Lemmon  Town Clerk 

 

No apologies were received. 

 

Following the outcome of the HMLR tribunal in relation to the Grandford allotment, the 

Committee convened to discuss enforcement of the Costs Orders awarded against the 

respondents, Messrs Martin and Michael Turtle, and to discuss the Town Council’s 

options in relation to taking possession of the allotment. 

 

It was considered essential that this meeting be a confidential item to avoid the 

respondent’s becoming aware of the council’s decisions.  

 

Cllr Taylor was invited to the meeting given his long-standing involvement with the 

issues. 

 

Enforcement of Costs Orders 

 

Full consideration had been given to the advice given by David Moulton at Fraser 

Dawbarns.  

 

Councillors were over-whelming mindful of incurring further costs, but it was a 

necessary evil to incur further expense in order to enforce the Costs Orders in its favour, 

neither of which had been discharged by Michael or Martin Turtle.  

 

It was vital that the Council takes appropriate steps to try and recover at least some of the 

monies owed, since the cost of the hearing had been borne by the public purse. 

 

Additionally, failure to enforce the Orders would also likely be interpreted by Martin as 

weakness. 

 

In relation to Michael Turtle, as a home owner, it was possible to apply for a Charging 

Order on his property, although, being jointly-owned, any such order would only apply to 

his beneficial interest.  

There is no certainty what, if any, equity there is in the property. 
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As per David’s advice, a Charging Order places a restriction on the property and is not a 

guarantee of payment on a future sale of the property. 

 

IT WAS RESOLVED THAT; 

 

The Clerk would instruct David to obtain a Charging Order over 44 Ellingham Avenue. 

David can look into tying in an application for enforcement at the same time he makes 

the application for a Charging Order. 

 

A subsequent order for the property to be sold after the grant of a Charging Order can be 

made at a later date. 

 

In relation to Michael Turtle (who pursued the tribunal, self-represented), a Land 

Registry search suggests his address is privately rented. He is not the registered 

proprietor. 

 

As such, there is no possibility of obtaining a Charging Order. 

 

He had indicated in court that he was in receipt of benefits. He is not believed to work 

which precludes an Attachment of Earnings Order * 

 

Accordingly, IT WAS RESOLVED THAT the Clerk would instruct David to instruct 

High Court bailiffs or High Court Enforcement Officers to enforce Michael’s debt. 

 

David’s letter comprehensively sets out our financial exposure and likely costs in relation 

to each course of action. 

 

He will, of course, when it comes to seeking permission of the court to enforce the Costs 

Orders, request that they are dealt with in writing. My concern is that Michael, as he did 

at the tribunal, will muddy the waters with irrelevant arguments and this could result in a 

hearing. This would naturally increase our costs. 

 

*Cllr J French has had many communications from the Turtle family about unpaid 

benefits. Concerned about fraud, she will raise an investigation with ARP. 

 

Possession of Grandford Allotment 

 

Michael Turtle’s letter to our legal advisor states that the Notice to Quit served on him in 

2023 was invalid, and he indicates that if we refuse his request to remove the fencing 

which prevents his access to the allotment he will apply to the County Court for an 

injunction. 

 

David believes that the fact the notice was addressed to him at Ellingham Avenue is of no 

consequence (he was using this address, afterall and was therefore a proper address for 

service). 
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Whilst the tribunal did not specifically deal with possession, the judgement and the 

outcome are highly favourable to the council.  

 

Furthermore, Martin has not paid rent on the allotment and he lives outside of March. He 

is not a tenant!! 

 

Cllr Taylor visited the allotment last week and the grass/weeds are over 5 feet high.  

It is evident that no activity has taken place there for some time. 

 

David remains concerned that proceedings for possession are still required.  

 

The merits of issuing proceedings (which would incur extensive legal costs) was 

discussed versus waiting to see whether Martin Turtle carries out his threat to apply for 

an injunction.  

If that happened, we would issue a counter application for a Possession Order. 

 

On the basis that some months have passed since the Costs Orders were made and 

Martin’s letter to Frasers of 4 June and seemingly in that time no application for an 

injunction has been made by Martin, IT WAS RESOLVED THAT the Council will take 

possession of its allotment and Cllr Taylor will clear the site with the flail mower at the 

earliest opportunity. 

 

Unfortunately, the window for treating the ragwort had been missed once again.  

Cllr J French reminded members that animals are kept in adjacent fields and we have a 

responsibility to ensure that the ragwort was kept under control.  

Martin Turtle has prevented this from happening the past 2 years. 

 

If Martin does issue an injunction in response to our clearing the land, the Clerk will 

instruct Frasers to act accordingly. It is hoped that Martin has eventually grasped the 

legal concept of possession and has lost the will to fight a pointless battle after his defeat 

at the tribunal and when it becomes clear we are seeking to enforce the Costs Order made 

against him. 

 

 

There being no further business, the meeting closed at 20:10.     

 

 

 

 

Councillor AWoollard………………………………………   22 July 2025 

Mayor of March 

 

 


