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TiTIONS RUGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference ¥os 235/3/9-13.
236/0/15-17

In the Matter of (1) rondside waste adjocining or

near Zeare Green ané (2) Clarik's Green and roadside

vaste near, adjoining or south of it and “ennett's

Green, Capel, ilole V: ley District, Surrey -

e d L

D'C‘."" TSTOM
e e e

These disnutes relate to the reo-suraulon at Intry Ho.
¢f lterisier Unit Wo. VG, 26 in the Register of Town or
maintained by the Surrey County Council, to the regisiration
in the Land Section of Register Unit “o. L2L in the Hegister ar
maintained oy the said Counc1l, and to the registrationtat Intry To. 1 in
and Section and at Entry bes. 1 and 2 in the Rights Section ol zegister

Unit Mo. CL. 425 in the said Register of Common Land, and are occasioned by

the conflicting registrations and Objections specified in the Firsi Scnedule
hercto. ‘

Vol ”.

I held a hearing for the purpose of ingquiring into the disnutes at CGuildferd

on 25 Fedbruary 1976. At the nearing (1) Capel Farish Council (%% ne common 1land
rer;strat;ono were made on their apollcaglon) were revresented by ir R J Ide
thei 1n1rman and “'rs J $ Eve one of their mcmbers; (2) ¥rs P G I in3Tord (she
uﬂtb Yir T ¥ G Hansford made Objection No, 483) attended in person on their
beralf; (3) irs S Salvesen (she made ObJectﬂon No. 485) attenced in person
assisted by her husband Mr R N Salvesen; (4) London Brick Compiny Limited
(they made Obgectlon No. 232) were represented by Mr T A Sarden solicitor of
Sharran {r ewy Solicitors of Bedford; (5) Surrey County Council {they made

Ovjection Hcs 319 and 727) were represented by iir R C Mavarro articled clerx

to their Chief Zxecutive; (6) Mrs J S Eve also attended as applicant for the

recisiration of a rignt (Entry No. 2 in the CL. 425 Rignhts DeCu-Oﬂ) atiacned

to land northeast of Clark's Green and west and south of Nightless Copse and

Stroud Copse to graze the CL. 425 land. Additionally, Southfields Proverty

Company Limited, who were not under regulation 19 of the Comnons Commissioners

Regulations 1971 entitled to be heard, were represenuea oy Mr H J George soiiciior

of Hart Scales & Hodges, Solicitors of Dorxlng. Mr R J Zde said trhat in tnese

proceedings he did not represent his father, Mr & ! J Ede who was one of the
applicants (the other being lr P J Ede) for the revlstratlon of a rigat (EZatry

¥o. 1 in the CL, 425 Rights Section) attached to Nightless Copse and Stroua
Copse to graze part (Clark's Green) of the CL. 425 land.

45 to the VG, 26 land:-

I have a couy of CR Form 8 (application for registration of a village
dated 30 April 1963 and signed by Fiss K P Geary, a copy letter cated
1571 from Jenry Butcher and Co auctioneers of London, apparently writtc
her beualf two letters dated 29 Movember 1974 and 26 February 1975 wri
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the County-Ccuncil for
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oY nerr anda oo

J
ication of inc regiziraticn (omitting
. :

i :
footuny and a stri ¢ tc the rear ithereof). Mr Zde S{li(‘._)
chlled on liiss Gea 5 at sasiside) and fold neor thal

Council had included 6 land (it is a =
their common land registration as it was .an intes
tne area, but did not claim ownership; and that !
that she was not pursuing her claims. . N

bsence of any evidence as to the YG. 20 lan
5 Act of a town or village groen,

kenly made. Accerdingly Objection Mol D
e therefore no need to consider the eg
asons {(no one present at the hearing
refuse to confirm the registiration

As to the CL. %24 and CL. 425 Lands:-

The cvidence was mainly directed to four pieces of land: (1) the roadside
hl

waste {""the Crackerbarrel Farm Tieces'") being the paris of the CL. 424 land
netweeon Crackerbarrel Farm {formerly Svrots Farm) and the edge of the meialied
surface of the Horsham Road (A24) and including also (possibly of no practical
importance by reason of the action taken as below menticned on Objection :io. 7285
the roadside waste between the Farm and the edges of the Yckley Road (A29) and

of Wigmore Lane; (2) the roadside waste (''the Capel Lodge Tiece") being anothe
part of the CL. 424 land between Capel Lodge (including the bungalow adjoining
i the south) and the edge of the metalled surface of the liorsham Reoad {A20);
(3) the roadside waste ("the Clock House Farm Pieces") part of the CL. h23
land between the farm lands by the Clock House and by the Brickworks and thc ed
ihe metalied surface of the Rusper Road, being the part of such road between
ixcholme (formerly Taylor's Cottage) and Taylors Gate (by the entrance ol Tayliors
Tarm), including a small triangular piece at the northeast corzer of sueh Linds
opaosite the open land by the entrance of Pleystowe farm; and (4) the roadsi
waste ("ine Red Arrow Cafe Piece") being another part of the CL. &2k land, a
triansular piece which is now part of the car and lorry ypark i o} e
and which is bounded on the west by a north-south lirne being tre site (now
indistirguishable from the rest of the car and lorry park) of th T
formerly was a prolongation (towards a point on the old :orsham Zoac
wWnite Hart) of the now existing fenced in footpath starting at the ca
Yoodside Road. Such evidence was given orally by (1) Hrs Hansford (s
nusband under title no. SY 127585 own Crackerbarrel Farm), (2) by Mr

-

fParish Council under title no. SY 76777 own nearly all the CL. 42% Lan

the CL. 425 Land , but such title no does not include any.of the four ticces
anove mentioned); (3) by Mr Salvesen (he and iirs Salvesen under title no. 5Y 162808
own the Capel Lodge and the adjoining bungalow), (4) oy dr N V¥ Viliinson (ne is
a director of Southfields Properiy Company Limited and they under title ro.
SY 207016 own Red Arrow Cafe), (5) by Mr J F Uright (assisctant estates manager
: e Drick

of the London Brick Company Limitocd; they as successors of Clock Hous
Company Limited own the land now or formerly known as Clock liouse “arm), an
(6) by »r A S Ree (farmer, tenant since 1953 of the part of the Clock House
Farm land not used for brick-making). These witnesses in the course of their
eviderce produced the documents specified in the Seccné Scnedule hereto,

-2 -



paper

13

¥

On 1 April 1976, I inspected the Capel Lodge Piece accompanied by iov
tiie Crackerbarrel farm Pleces adjoining the ilorsham Hoad aceam»anind
ﬁrs ﬁapsford, the Red Arrow Cafe 'icce accompanied dy »r Geordé, Lo
i'ouse Farm Pieces accompanied by vir C L Jurton, assistant land nen
“r Wright) of the London Brick Company Limited and iir & O Hege n .
present throughout all these inspcctions, and later acceommwanzed me on an
inspection of the open land by the entrance to rleystowe farm., after the avove
inspections, I viewed (unaccompanied) all the CL. L2k Land and CL. &25 Land
from my motor car. -

"

As repards the Clock House farm Pieces, the documents produced by iir l.right
show:- By the 1902 conveyance, the Duke of lorfolk conveyed to the tiisses
Bullpitt his estate and interest in the pieces of land being waste.of the

Manor of Dorking of which Manor he was seized in fee simple, such pleces being
the Clock House Farm Pieces and a little more roadside waste to the south.
The 1905 agrecement recited that the liisses Bullpitt owned the Clock House -arm
Pieces, that they had partially enclosed the Pieces with banks and quickset
rnedges, which the Dorking Rural District Uouncil alleged would interfere with
the rights of the inhabitants of the District, that the Misses Bullpitt contended
that-they were justified in enclosing but to avoid litigation had azgreed to
enter into the arrangement thereinafter appearing; it was then mutually agreed
that the partial enclosures made by the Misses Bullpitt should be deemed to e
with the express consent of the Council to the intent that the lisses Bullpitt
and any perscn claiming under them should not acquire any express rights in
consequence thereof, that no further enclosure should be made without the
consent of the Council and access thereto for persons on foot should be
preserved, and thatif inthe opinion of the Council the enclosures should becomie
prejudicial to the interests of the District, the lisses Bullpitt would ''throw
open the same without prejudice to (their) rights at law or in equity". 3y the
1926, 1927 and 1935 conveyances there was conveyed by the Hisses Bullpitt

zd their successors in title through Mrs Widdicombe and !ir Dunn, to the Clock
Youse Brick Company Limited first the land containing 142,775 acres (Clock iouse
and the farm lands held therewith) and secondly the Clock House Farm Pieces
subject to the 1905 agreement. By the 1944 conveyance the liquidators ol the
Company conveyed the same premigses to London Brick Company Limited. &r Hoe

who has lived at DPleystowe Farm (the house is on tne other side of the road
from the most northern of the Clock House rarm Pieces) for the last 31 years
(he is now 55 years of age) said in effect:- In 1955 when he firsi becanme
tenant of part of the Clock House Farm, the thorn fence between the Clock ilouse
Pieces on the roadside was much overgrown, in places as high as 20 feet. About
10 yecars ago or more he laid this fence and had ever since kept L about & fcet
high (as it now is). He agreed with Mr Ede that prior to nislaying of Cefence,
there were gaps in it. Now there are no gaps (or no obvious gaps) except the
wide gap at the entrance to the lands let to ¥r Rowe (also the entrance to a
public bridleway to the west). ' '

r Ede said (in effect):~ He had lived all his life down this road anc had

known the Clock House Pieces for 13 years before Mr Roe became tenant. A5

he first knew it there were gaps in the fence and he and others often used 12
walk from the road the whole length of these Pieces and back again onto tre roads

.
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I have to determine whether the Clock House Farm Pieces are witnin the
definition in section 22 of the 1965 Act of "common land”, wnich {so far as now

4 aa

releovant) is "means...waste land of a manor'. In support of these Pleces belns
withir the definition ¥Mr Ede contended (in effect):- (a) The Pieces arc S0
described in the 1902 conveyance, (o) The 1905 agreement shows trat they wors
(and therefore still are) public land; (c¢) The closing of tihe gars by tre
laying the hedge should be disregarded because contrary to the 1505 agreemen
and (d) There is no relevant difference between these Pieces and the varts ci
the CL. 424 and the CL, 425 Lands which are owned by the Parish Council under

the 1952 conveyance, and which novedy has suggested are not within the definition,

+ .
LER]
=

=

The words above quoted from the 1965 Act are of doubtful meaning, and it is I
think unfortunate that there is no authoritative interpretation. If (as is
possible) they mean that to be within the above quoted part of the definition,
tne land must be owned by a person who also owns the lordship of a manor, clearly
the Clock ilouse Farm Pieces are outside. In my view the word ‘'common'' in this
context means "free to be used by everyone, public”, so that land which can be

so described is within the definition if itis now such because historically it was
manorial waste. But in my opirion land is not within the definition mercly
because it was at some time waste land of a manor; land may 1 think cease to be
waste land of a manor. ' |

Mr Zde said that he had scen among the documents of the Mole Valley District
Council an opinion of counsel obtained before the 1905 agreement vas made
advising the Dorking Council that they had a clear case. In my view as against

- the successors in title of the Misses Bullpitt, I cannot go beyond the agreement

itself. The agreement alleges ''rights of the inhabitants of the District';
before section 193 of the Law of Property Act 1925, the public had no rights
over land merely because it was manorial waste, although the inhabitants of a
district could have rights under a local custom. It was not suggested that the
Dorking Council or any of their successors ever gave any notice under the 1905
agreement or ever -sought to enforce it. Apart from the 1905 agreement on the
evidence summarised above and the appearance of the Pieces, I conclude that they

have .long ago ceased in any now relevant sense to be free to be used by everyone
or public as a result of the enclosures originally made by the Hisses Bullpitt
and continued by Mr Ree In my opinion there is nothing in the 1905 agrcement

which compells me to qualify this conclusion in any way. T‘here is I think an
essential difference between these Pleces and the parts of the CL. 424 and the
CL. 425 Lands now owned by the Parish Councilj the Parish Council have (as
appears from the Land Certificate) made a declaration under section 193 of the
Law of Property Act 1925, and thereby fixed the status of these parts as being
nmanorial waste' within the meaning of these words as used in the section;
further these parts are (or nearly all of thenm are) free to be used by everyone
and public, and are I suppose because they are owned by the Parish Council,
likely to remain such for some time.

Tor the abvove rea56n53 1 conclude that the Clock House Farm Pieces should not
have been registered.

As rerards the Red Arrow Cafe Piece, the documents produced by Hr Hilkinson‘show:—
By the 1905 conveyance, about 90 acres of land together with such righ?g and
jnterests (if any) as the Vendor could grant over the strips of land adjoining

tue same and fronting on the Horsham to Dorking Road were conveyed to Hr A ﬁnsell.
Tne 1975 deed recites the title of the Duke of Norfolk to the Manor of Dorking,

silote. 'y reasons for this view are set out in my decision dated 26 larch ;9?5
in e Vatoley, reference 214/D/9-13, at pages 27 et seq.
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stiote. MNrs Hansford said her difficulty was that nobody could tell her wha!

a deed dated 1 Hovember 1867 under which a predecessor in title of Mir Ansell
had acquired from a predecessor in title of the Duke {(nmong other land) thn
90 acrcs, and ¢Ist disputes Yhad arisen as to the strins mentioned in th

5
: Lo 1025
conveyance, one of these strips (as appears from the plan of the 1935 dee
being the Red Arrow Cafe Piece; it was taen witnessed that the Suke and ot
conveyed. the strips to the Executors of Mr A Ansell "free from all manorial
inecidenta". The Land Certificate title no. S5Y 207016 shows the Southfiold’
Property Company Limited as proprietors (registered 18 December 1972) of tne
land on which the Red Arrow Cafe now stands and much of the land in front of I:

including all the Red Arrow Cafe Piece.

As regards the Crackerbarrel Farm Piece and the Capel Lodge Piece, both

tirs iiansford and Hr Salvesen said (in effect) that the Pleces were compriscd
in the title registered at the Land Registry to Crackerbarrel Farm and Capel
Lodge without any difference, but neither produced their land certificates or:
any documents (such as were produced by Mr VWright and Mr Wilkinson) from which
the history of these Pieces could be deduced.

‘r Ede in the course of 'his evidence said (in effect):- The previous owner of
the Yigmore Estate purchased odd strips of manorial waste from the Horiolk
Estate; but for these purchases all the CL. 424 Land would have been included
in the 1952 conveyance by the Duke of Norfolk to the Parish Council. The
mansion house of the Wigmore family {formerly the Mortimer family) is west of
the Lands; the Estate has been broken up and Capel Lodge and Crackerbvarrel Farn
(formerly Sprots Farm) were part of it. The Parish Council (although not
conceding that these Pieces were not properly registered as common land) do

not object to freehold ownership as claimed by MNr & Hrs Hansford and Mir & lirs
Salvesen.

From the general statements made by Ir Ede,and notwithstanding th paucity of
documents produced by lirs Hansford and Mr Salvesen, I conclude that the manorial
history of the Crackerbarrel Farm Picces and the Capel Lodge Piece is (apart
from the 1905 arrecment) essentially the same as that of the Clock llouse Farm
Picces and the Red Arrow Plece, that is that at some time LO or more years ago,
these Picces were conveyed to the then owners of Crackerbarrel Farm (then Sprots
Farm) and of Capel Lodge and ever since passed with them, '

vps Hansford said (in effect):- She could not understand why the Parish Council
wished to register the Crackerbarrel Farm Pieces. All the land was in private
ounecrship and she could see no reason why it should not stay so% ir Salvesen
said (in effect):~ The County Council purchased (for widening the A2k road) a
strin of the Capel Lodge Piece and agreed to fence the strip if the road was
widened (it has not ‘yet been); this agreement was inconsistent with the”strip
being manorial waste which cannot be fenced in. As to the rest of tne t'iece,
it is a useful copse which he and I'rs Salvesen had always looked after and kept
tidy; 1t is a screen from the traffic, and there 1s an increasing volume of
summer coastal traffic with the consequent nuisance of picnickers with
attendant fire risks.

“hile I agree with Mr Ede that land recistrable under tre 1965 Act may be in
private ownership and that accordingly the private ownership of vr & iTrs cansford

+ was the
effect of registering land under the 1965 Act as common land. As o tiis she is
not alone, sce the observations of Lord Denning ¥.R. in liew ¥indsor v llellor
1 Ch 380 at page 392. :
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ered, I am nevertheless of the opinion that once it i3
ded that land is privately owned, ilze burden is on those
1 is properly resisirable to establish 1t. v !
contentions (anar om those relatins to the 1905 agreement) were the same as
he made about “he Clock House Farm Pleces., In my opinion there are as regards
the Crackerbarrel Farm Pieces and the Canel Lodge Piece essential diflerences .
between them and the rest of the CL, 425 and the CL. 426 lands. Although i
motorists using the a2k road may have parked on these Picces (to go to the Hot:wl
onopositcéacrirsome other reason) I an not persuaded that any such use can promarly

be recarded as having been as of rignt. In my opinion these Pieces have not Thaen. -

froe to be used by everyone or public and arc therefore different from the rest
of the CL. 425 and CL. 426 land to which a section 193 declaration is applicable,

Tor thesd reasons 1 conclude that the Crackerbarrel Farm Pieces and the Capel
Lodre Tiece are not within the above-quoted definition of common land and shouvld
not have been registered.

Soutnficlds Property Company Limited have as regards the xed Arrow Cafe Piece
made no Objection under the 1965 Act, and are now out of time Tor oing so.
However I have under regulation 23(3) of the 1971 Regulati -he eridence

o) !
of ¥r “ilkinson about their case. Although it is likely that i85 restiation
was intended to allow in the public interest evidence to de given in su
a recistration which might otherwise be lost, there is I tninls no reason why
regulation should not be applied for the purpodse of defeating in the private
a registration which should not have heen made. Althousn the Objections wade by
r and Sra “ansford and Nrs Salvesen were supported by them solely with a view 1o
benefiting their own property, in law their Objections in my opinion nui in issuc
the registration of all the land comprised in this Register Unit. Accordingly I
have I think jurisdiction if in all the circumstances I consider it just to
consider the validity of the registration of the Red irrow Cafe Piece, cee

regulation 26.

‘As to whether it is just to do this:= Guestions raised by the Objectic: ) By

Mr & Mrs ilansford and brs Salvesen are in substance (although not in form, it

the Parish Council should not have registered land which was privately owned but

should have been content to register land which theythemselves owned .and as to
e
("

which they had made a declaration under section 193 of the Law of Property

1925.

-
o

4
aC

As to these grounds I am satisfied that there is no significant difference detween
the Red Arrow Cafe Piece and the Crackerbarrel Fara and Cavel Lodge Piece2s. it
éannot I think be in the public interest that land which is (as I think it is)
not within the 1965 Act definition,shoudd remin on the Register.

Tor the ahove reasons 1 consider that I can and ought to direct that the ied “rrow
Cafe Piece be removed from the Register.

T understand that if all four of the Pileces above-mentioned are removed Irof the
Register Units CL. 424 and CL. 425, the remainder will (apart from some snall
differences of little importance) be the same as the land which the Parish Council
is in their Land Certificate shown to be the Owner and about which they have mna

a ceclaration under section 163. On the evidence summarised above, I conclude
that this land was properly registered under the 1965 Act, subject to the maTiors
whica I will now deal with, about which I nad little or no evidence becagse thoy
were agrecd at or. before the hearing. . p

-6 -
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The CL, %24 land as orisinally resistered was dimiched by the removal of the

'%and shown on the plan annexed to Colecition ifo. 7206 made uj the Loa:ty Council.

he ind 5o shown comnrised the larnd rec-m*‘nq Jor road wideninm. I am )
concerncd with this Objection, bocause {beinz asreed) it haz never neen raferri’
to a Conuons Commissioner. - I mention 1t in inic Jecision, becauce LU may be

that mart of the Crackerbarrel Farm Piece: (warticularly that alons the Cekiey
Road and “igmore Lane and the site of ihe bus sizelter by ihe A2:4/.2" road .
junction may no longer be registered.

As regards GCbiection lo. 727 made by the County Council relating to the Cll 7

b
Landé, iMr llavarro and ir Ede said that the County Council and the Farish Council
were arreed that of the iand shown on the plan annexed to such Oodecbloﬂ G Teet

from the edspe of the metalled surface of the adjoining highway saculd he ramoved
from the Register, iobody present at the hearing contending othervise, and ‘
anrecement 30 made annearing to .me reasonable and proper, 1 said af the heari
that I would as regards this Objection decide accordingly. Irn the result

area of the Clock House Farm Piece.in dispute under Obaectxon Ho, 232 was
diminished by this strip 9 feet wide. '

As to Zntry Mo, 2 in the CL, 425 Rights Section: As it now stands this =ntry is

of a prazing right over the whole of the land comprised in this Register init,

¥rs Lve said she was only concerned to graze over Clark's Green, being tha lwe

pieces shown as such on the Register map, and was agrceadle to my modilyinz tne
Entry accordingly. There is I think no reason why I should not do this.

in the rcﬁ”lt " I confirm the registration at Register Unit No. 42k with the
modification that there be removed from the Register first all the land which is
westof tellorsham Road (A24) south of the Ockley Road (429) and east of “iguere Lune;
and secondly the triangular piece of land which is the most northerly {or one of
the two most nortnerly) of the pieces together making up the land comprised in

this Registier linit, which is now used as part of the car and lorry park 17 frong of
or near the Red Arrow Cafe and which is on the southwest side of the old :inrsghan
Road; I confirm the registration at Fntry No, 1 in the band Section of Heginusr’
Unit No. €L. 425 with the modification that there be removed from tne Register
first the land which is on the west side of the road from Capel to Rusper, which

is south of the neortheast corner of 0S vlot no, 831 (adjoiqinb the saild rozd on

the OS5 marxed as containing 14.521 acres and which is north of the southeast
corner of the 0S5 no. 852 (also adjoining the said road and on the 05 maried as
contalnlno £.%98 acres), and Lucondly such other parts of the land coloured pink
on the plan attached to Objection Fo. 727 and made by Surrey County Coun01l as

are within 9 feet of the edge of the now metalled surface of the adjoinin

nighway; and I confirm Entry Fos 1 and 2 in the Rights Section of ?eglstcr Unit
io. CL. 425,in the case of Entry No., 1 without any modification and in the case
of Entry fo. 2 with the modification that for the words ir column 2 "over tne
whole of the land comprised in this Register Unit" there be substituted &=
words the meaning and effect of which will be that the registerea rigat will be
over the two pieces of land which are east of the A24 road, and which on the
Register map have printed across some part of the letters '"CLARK'™S GREEN" and
wh_ch are west of ‘a north-south straight line which would on such map il

drawn thereon pass:through the "u'' of the letters "Mill ilouse''.
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the Rusper Road and for. a sqort distance alon
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L. Ve YG, 25 Land

1 niece on the ecast side of 3eare Green)

Con lict with
Tarian Council

Snicction Mo. 319 made by Surrey County Council and noted in the

“mteor on ©@ October 1970,
ctration was not Yillage Green'

n. he OL. B2k Land

(Rondside waste adjoining and near Beare Green and extending
for about a mile south
iewdigate Hoad

ey

250 years southeast of Eolmwood Railway Station
along tne iorsham Road (A.24), for about a mile

4

20ad (4.29) ané JWigmore lane)

along
and for a short distance along the Missbrooks Green noad, the Ceitl

Conflict with registration at VG. 2% made on the app

Miss K I Geary.

Chjection Mo, 40) made by Mr E F G and Mrs P G : HansTord and noted in the
Grounds:~ '"Objectors are ownlers of
“recenold of the land which has been ref~su9“ed as Cormon Land and a copy

Register on 26 anuary 1971.

Grounds:= '"the land at the dabe of

=
ciie

rguired by regnlation 30{1) of the Commons Commissioners Hegulations
2in that a eruon anprieved by this decision as being errone

SR h;thin 6 weeks from the date on which notice of i

rcguire me to state a case For the decislon of the :

h resistration made at CL, 42% on application of Capel

o~

lication of

of the filed Land Registry Plan Mo, SY 12?985 is attached to this
Cbjection...'. The plan shows Cracxerbarrel Farm (formerly Sprots Farm) .

the

Ovjection No. 485 made by Mrs S Salvesen and noted in the ?c=.abc. on

27 February 1971. Grounds:- "Objector is the cwner of tne
Plan abttached lNo. 5Y -

which has been registered as Common Land.
to this Objection', The plan shows Capel Locge

C. {ae CL, 425 Land

(Clark's Green and roadside waste extending Iror
souta of Capel Church for about 2 miles on the
-
o

Objection Mo, 232 made by London Brick Comrany
Register on 15 September 1970, Grounds:- '"Tho.
the date of registration”
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(1)
(2)

(1)

(2)
(3)

(W)

(5)

19

‘ection lig . 727 nmnde by ULLaCJ County Council and noted in the
lezister on 2 Aggust 1572, Crounds:~ Whe iand shown coloured pink an
tiie attached plan was not commorn land al the dale of reisiration,  ne
ria: shows narrow strins next to ihe made up part g

ding over ail (or nearly all) the resistered land, 5Co1ourern
ncar the junction of Coles Lane wiili the A2L road, near rleystowe
and elsewhere. -

IE00NL BCMELULD
{Gocurentation)
. Troduced by Mrs “ansford

Zony plan attached to Land Certificate Title No. SY 127685

Te  Troduced by dr Zde

il certificate Title No.o SY 76777

Copy Idter dated 23 Tebruary 1976 from Downs to Sharman % Trethewy

C. Froduced by rir Salvesen

Statement of his evidence

e Mo. SY 162000 by which

Copy agreement dated 1666 which recited Titl
ncil a strip oetween Cavel
)

he and krs Salvesen sold to the County Cou
Lodre and the edge of the lorsham Road (A24

D, Produced by “r ¥ ¥ ¥ilkinsen

Land certificate Title MHo. 3Y 207016 (showing Soutnf{ields Property Company
Limited as the proprietor of the Red Arrow Cafe including the Red .irrow
Cafe Piece)

iy
g

I’

Conveyance dated 26 September 1925 by ¥Fr C A ¥ Pgriins

ct

o .r & Ansell

. deed of confirmation dated 31 December 1935 by the Duke of lorfolk and
hls trustees and mortgagees in favour of Hessrz J UV Ansell ard % iunt
(executors of Mr A Ansell)

A determination dated 3 January 1964 of the };nlstr; of leusing and lLocal
Government as .to an appeal about enforcement notl?eu and refusal of town
planning perm1u51on
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The inspector's report dated 1 November 1963 veing the subject of the saiqa
determination . . :
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e Troduced by Vi lright

() i conveyance dated © Septemter 1902 by
viszes B4 oand B C oand - 4 Huilpitt

(23 agreement dated ¥ dugust 1905 between
Tural District Council

(3 Conveyance dated 29 September 1326 by
and another to vrz T L Widdicombe

Y ~ “ - . ‘e

(&) Conveyance dated 27 August 1927 by iirs
e A Punn . ’

(%) Conveyance dated 3 February 1930 by iir
Comnany Limited

{63 Conveyance dated 2L April 1944 by Cloc

20

- hy - N 3 T R -
the Fisses & C and o A Bullpils
T L iddicomve and her mortgajgee

A Dunn o Clock House I2rick

2 Youse Brick Company Limited and

their liguidators to London Brick Company Limited

7. Produced by Mr 4 § Hoe

Plan of Clock House estate as 1t recen

re)

. Produced by Hir Ede (at tne insnect

tly appearcd
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Conveyance dated 12 June 1952 by the Duke of Norfolk to Capel Varish Counc

Dated this 'LQ[E day of /-?/m\ s
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1976

Felle

" Commons Commissioner



