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CO::0KS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference 1o 236/i/52
In the Hatter of lond part of Croadmead

to the south of and near 2roadmead Bridge, .
Send, Guildford Borough, Surrey

DECISION

This reference relates to the question of the ownersiip of land part of

Wr0udm04d to the south of and near Broadmcad sridge, Send, Guildford Borou;:
belng the land comprised in the Land Section of Regiuter Unlt Ho ClL. %68 in

in the Register of Common Land maintained by the Surrey County Council of which

ne nerson is registered under section &4 of the Commons Registration Act 1965

&s the owner,

Following upon thepublic notice of this reference Miss M I Bayliss sugzested
that lir Guy Reed might be the owner, and Mr G Reed on being approacned

"™ claimed ownership, No other person claimed to be the frechold owner
of the land or to have information as to its ownership.

I held a hearing for the purpose of inquiring into the ﬁuestion of the ownership
of the land at Guildford on 13 January 1977. The hearing was attended. by
*icfayliss and Mr Reed in person. '

The land (''the Unit Land") comprised in this Register Unit is bounded on the
north by the River Wey and according to the Register comprises 0.656 hectares
(1.621 acres). On the Register map (6" = 1 mile) it is so small that it is
difficult .to locate it more precisely than as being at the northwest corner of
droadmead near to (but not adjoining) the road which runs from Qld Woking across

. Broadmcad Bridge (Miss Bayliss wrote that years ago it was known as Harts Bridie)

to Cartbridge and Send. However I have been supplied by the registratiion autnority
with a map (1/2500) which shows the Unit Land as comprising all 0S 681 centaining
1.711 acres except a small strip (containing I suppose 0.09 acres) which adjoins
tne River and the Road. The registration was made in consequence of a registration
made in the Rights Section on the application of lir J Qliver to register a right
attached to Send Hill Farm and Cricket Hill Farm to graze 1 horse, 2 beasts and -

> sheep per acre from 15 August to 1 January following over the Unit Land and

also (as appears from the copy of his application sent to me by the registration
authority) other land on the east now comprised in Register Unit MNes CL. 54 and

CL. 369. .

Before the hearing, Mr Reed wrote to the Clerk of the Commons Commissioners saying
(among other things): "It seems strange that in England one can for no apparent
reason, suddenly be summoned to appear somewhere about the ownership of a property
one has owned and operated for twenty-five years". I understood at the hearing
that his contentions were first that I should not consider ownership at all (the
whole proceedings being misconceived and unnecessary) and secondly that I should
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{only if I was obliged to consider owncrsiip) conclnde from the title deeds
produced that he is now and nuns vocn for the last 25 years the owner,

A5 to Hr Reed s first contention:-

I have a letter dated 23 December 1976 from Barlows, Solicitors of Guildford

to the Clerk of the Commons Commissioners: they write on benalf of ir J Oliver
saying (in effect) that the Unit Land was included in a map attached to their.
client's application for registration in error, it having been fully develoned
for many years and being completely occupied by 6 permanent dwellings and other
buildings with commercial use and also by a mushroom farm, and that in these
circumstances they were instructed to withdraw the Unit Land from their client's

application for registration.

2y section 8 of the 1965 Act, a Commons Commissioner is reguired on a reference
made to him by a Registration Authority to inouire into the ownershin of any

refistered as owner. These present procecdings are under such a reference.

Tue nit Land was apparently regularly registered under the Act, and such registrutios
being undisputed became final on 1 August 1972, I, as a Comuons Commissioner,
have no jurisdiction under the Act either on this or on any other-reference to

avoid any registration which has become final., So if Mr Oliver's registration

was mistaken or if Mr Reed has suffered as a result of it (he told me that & .
would~be purchaser from him had withdrawn from a transaction owing to the uncertaintioc
of the situation)any questions there may be between them must be resolved in

other proceedings. ; )

For the above reasons I consider that I am obliged on this reference & these
nroceedings to consider the ownership of the Unit Land. -

As to Iir Reed's second contention:-

ile produced to me (1) a conveyance dated 9 June 1951 by which Miss H E Lambhson
conveyed to him (Mr Reed) land at Send comprising 0S o 681 containing 1.711
acres as coloured on the plan; (2) an agreement dated 11 April 1951 nursuant o
which such conveyance was made; (3) an examined abstract dated 1951 of the title
of the personal representatives of C ! B H Lambson beginning with a will dated
12 October 1895; and (4) a duplicate deed of grant dated 31 July 1959 by himsel
(Mr Reed) to Woking & District Vater Company of an easecment to lay a main acros
0S No 681 .- . - (a part outside the Unit Land) and (5) various other documents
relating to his property which had been kept with the documents of title. '

¢
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The land coloured pink on the 1951 conveyance comprises tHe Unit Land and te said siris
which forms part of 0S 681 and is between the Unit Land and the road. .r Reed

said that he used this land as a mushroom farm; that it is covered with buildings
which have been there a great many years including 2 dwelling houses which are
somewhere near the middle of the Unit Land; the people who live in the dwelling

houses are people who operate on the farm. : /
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Mr Bayliss produced 2 indentures dated 26 December 1901 and 29 Farch 1907 ard:
an assent dated 1l August 1962. Thac

se reiated Lo G5 o 050 whick s south of !
the Unit Land. '

1

In my opinion the deeds produced by Mics Zayliss do not relate to the iUnit Land.
It may be that Migs Uaylls: by reason of her ownership of 0S 650 may te toncerned
in some other proceedlngs under the 1965 Act, possibly those relating to Register
tnit No CL. 54%; in my opinion she rightly concluaed at the hearing oefore me that
she was in no way concerned with Register Unit Ko CL. 368. Upon the documents
produced by Hr Reed and on the information given by him to me, I am satisfied
that he is the owner of the Unit Land, and I shall accordingly direct the Surrey
County Council as registration auuhorlty to register Mr Guy Reed of the Old

Cottage, Woking Village, Surrey as the owner of the land under section 8(2) of
the Act of 1965.

I am required by regulation30(l) of the Counono Commisszioners Regulations 1971
to explain .that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroncous in point
of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent
to him, require me to state a case for the decision of the High Court.

o - . ‘ .
Dated this 2¢ % —  day of -/cow“"“_], — 11977
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Commons Commissioner



