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COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 _ Reference No, 25/U/109

In the Matter of The Stone Pits, Leziate,
West Norfolk District, lorfolk

DECI3ION

This reference relates to the czuestion of the ownership of land 'mown as
The Stone Pits, Leziate, ‘est Horfolk District being the land comprised in
the Land Section of Register Tnit No. CL.34 in the Rggister of Ccmon Land
maintained by the Norfolk County Council of which no person is registered
under section 4 of the Commons Registration Act 1965 as the owner.

Tellowing upon the public neotice of this reference no person clained to be
the freehold owner of the land in question and no person claimed to have
information as to its ownership,

I held a hearing for the purpose of inouiring into the sjuesiion
- s

of the land at Hinzg's Lynn on 25 dovember 1975, Lt the e ng Zecziate
Parish Council were renresented by !r I Telford their cleriy; 1 L I Trand tleir

vicechairnan was wresent.

T.e land ("the Unit Land!) comori:
strips each about I00 wards Ion
now used a5 a putlic Jootnatl.

road (C.35) which runs sout: from
fing's Lynn to Iaston
Unit Land (includinz the

from

|..J

Iir Telford who has lived in th i ng heen clerin
1 sroduced: (1; 2 oo

aminta Liths

P~

oL 1 - a 1
27 the Parish Council sin

certified %y the Tounty

apnertiontent nizde in g2 LorTnT
S2300 (1729 rewrint): 1050, :
dated 2 Tavember 1033 from nzm (the 4

nm £ 8T T -
chairman of the Farish -

Tiree days after the hearing, I wallied along the said trocii.

Tie 1740 nzn sheus the Unit Land as nlot 55, and 2 small wiece f 'tlhe Uast Tlotd
2t its east end (heing C.i. T0.1175 contining 2,327 neres) as 1t N6, Ur Toam
2 iz 1235 letter szys e Loz insnected the tithe terrier and Tha Zravel it
wiace i described ~si-
W55 (Juners) Common Right Cuners.{Cceuniers) Tase 2a,0. 30
56 (') Zarish Officers. oo » Turton A
T™e 'inute ook (in effeci) shows:- {(nazte 57: nmeeting 12 TJeceuter 1933} Tione
it Cottage was sold Dy sublic zucticn on 15 MNovember 1733 7 11 Tmeong
maze 75 meetin 14 April 1933) a complaint that ihe purcliser was "encroxching
on Parish land adisining''; (pzze 76: meeting 30 Juls 1233) asvaod that...
Solicitor...ce instructed to wurite to Bacon (as Oanr) and wciion reruired )
take action for encreacihment on Parish nroperty''; (page O3: meeting 15 Cetoder 1030,
- - . "I T A NN T & TP SR TN - .. L S P s 14 A e Dy



Mr H L Bradfer-Lawrence stating his willingness to a551gn his rlghts whatever
they may be to Leziate Parish Council, The Clerk was requested to write to
Mr B-Lawrence thanking him and asking him what payments are liable on this land.'

Mr Bradfer-Lawrence in his letter of November 1935 said:- "Re Leziate Gravel Pit.
The site of this old gravel pit has always been conveyed in the title deeds from
1310 onwards of the Leziate estate, When I sold Chilver House Farm in that
parish to the Duke of Rutland, the site of this old gravel pit was not included:
in the conveyance and therefore from the title point of view it still rests in
my Astate. It is, as you will see, another of the awkward conundrums affecting
the Parish of Leziate as to which parish no formal Award seems to be in
existence,..In any case I am just as anxious as the Parish Council are to have
removed the terrible collection of old motor cars, debris, and other rubbish...'".

¥r Boam in his November 1935 letter, after setting out the terrier as above
quoted savs: "It therefore seems that the Parish Council are the owners now,
but I do not see that the land is much use to them as all the gravel has been
worked out and I tiirk that if you claim this land and are willing to get 3acon
to vacate it, they would be mlzd to he snared the expense of a law case, but
this is only my opinion and it 1as not come before the Parish Council which
meets December 10thY,

The iinute Zook shows:- {na~e 75: meeting 12 December 1938) i letter from

dir Bradfer-Lawrencs was before the minutes stating that no tithe was charged on
tihe 1and offered o the Council, and the Cleri: was reauested to urite to

Yr Bradfae-lawrence that the Tarish Council accepts the land offzrszd and that
Fro, Tonteft soliciitor will aect fox the Touneil.

ir Telferd said {in &7%:0%): The "Mit Land within his cun memory and the memory
of the living rzzilents with wion Te nnd dizcussed the uquuer, naf aluz;s Teen
mown as “the Farish Jitg’.  Tione Jit Jottage was on the last Jlot, where there

iz now 2 busnulew owied by I Jansan. o converance Juchk a3 aprears to have been
carzenriated at ‘He Decerer 1777 meeting of the Tarish Council, has been found
and the lifinute Teocll containms no record of any such converance ever havilg been
nade; the tlen ?:r::h Cleri: died *“out 1039 and afier tis leath: some of the
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Pari°h Zouncil hooks were Burnt;.ihe cogt cccount book of this zeriod is not
Hle,  le nnd 131od u“e solicitors now carrs-iny on business in succession
= I'r . Zantoft, that shew could not find any relevant documents
Ur Drand who far:eﬁ e s zides af the Tnit Land and also on the
»oad 2ad %0ld him that the Unit Lard was not in his fitle
a4 o5 et in the title deeds of lir ilangan who now owned tie

R S

other sicde of the CZ
dee@; and the Unit Land

iir BSrzond confirmed whai » Telferi had szid about his title deeds adding that
sarm (called Cast Tarm, .ishwicien) entands to about 400 acres.

In favour of the init Land teirng now and having for a long time veen or rewuted
to be parish nroperty, I have iie Inllowiny indications: Tt hzs for some time
heen imown 25 the Parish Fits. tuch of whnt the Parish f cq1cil did in 1935-73
was on this basis. The apnearauce of the Tnit TLard ig ceonsistent with it being
such; it is easil; accesszible at 211 noints fronm the track vhich crosses it
there are Ltue disused nits, much 3Verg”3”n on each 3ide of the irackj; it looks
lilie public land.



448

Contra indications are the Tithe Award which suggests ownership of ""common rights
owners', and the 1935 letter of Mr Bradfer-Lawrence which suggests ownership of
him ort his successors in title. :

As to the Tithe Award, the Valuer was not concerned.with the ownership of the
Unit Land as it was not tithable. The map shows that at that time the road
running to the south from Pott Row turned right at what is now the east end of
the Unit Land, went on across the Unit Land then turned left, and joined the
Lynn-Gayton road some distance west of the present junction (now the road gzoes
straight on from Pott Row). So at that time, the Unit Land may have been
roadside waste, easily confused with any other common land there night be in the
Parish,

Mp 3radfer-Lawrence's letter shows that he was not concerned as against the
Parish Council to claim ownership. It is nossible he made 2 coanveyance to the
Zarish Council whick has been lost. Iowever this may be, I should not I think
reject the present claim of the Parish Jouncil merely because he or ais
successors may have some sort of documentary title,

Tpon the above considerations I concluce that I ought to treat the indications

in ‘avour of the ovnership of the Parish Council as decisive, notwithstanding
that they are only slight; I am therefors satisfied tha the Farish Council are
the owrers of the land, and I shnll accordingl; direct the Merfolis County Council,
as registrotion authority, to register Leziate Parish Sgureil as the oumers of
the land under section 3(2) of the ict of 1957,
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o evplain that a nerson aggrieved by this decision as zeing erroueous in —ol
of law may, within 5 weelts from the date on which notice ~7 %Lhe fecizicn Is sent
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