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This dispute relates to the registration at Zntry Lo 1 in the Zand
Register Tnit o CL. 192 in the Register of Common Land maintained
Surrey County Council and is occasioned by Cbjection "o 4&4 made by i
Jailways Bcard ond noted in the 2 -sarcn 1970,
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ioned dispute ("the Railways
"The larnd shown oy red verg
tional land of the railweys, was
of regigtration"; th= zaid plan saows a narrow strip about U qra long
arallel j-o and on the southeast zide of the rallday extending froz
on ..z tnvest to tue road wiich nearby oy a briuje crosses tne railwary
In a lstter received on 14 Zentember lﬂ?7, Zritishk DRail Troreri:
{Soutkern Region) 32y in effect fnot the proverty %o whicih Jbiection lo L
relates was sold fto LymbrookiFroperties in 1871 who subsequently so0ld Lo

v %olirz Trantum in 1972. At the hearing iirs Toler handed ue a stztement
signed on behzlf of "Jeybridze Fesi ssociation and signed by (r Tranciz
'i11iam Trantum and [rs Hargaret Joyce Trantum by which tihey recuested the
commons Coumissioner to refuse to confirm the registration of common land of
sart of the CL. 192 Register init which was referred to in Cbjeciion 1o 24
and to give his decizicn in accordance witnz such a request without zaring.
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Regulation 31 of tue Commons Comuissioners Zegulations 1S71 psrovides that the
comuons Commiscioner may if agreed terms have veen signed oy or on beh;;f af
persons entitlec to te heard at the hearing ,#0 zive a decidon in sccordance wit
such terms without a hearing. The statement handed in by irs Toler was not in
accorcance with this regulation, vecause it is not signed on benalf of 3ritisk
iailways DBoaré or on behalf of Surrey County Council or on behalf of Tlubrid
Sistrict Council. Iowever as I have held a hearing, there is no need to rely
on the Regulation, <he said letter from Zritish Railways 3oard and the said
statement landed in by iirs Toler, in the avsence of evidence to the contrary
a sufficient basis on which I can properly decide that the
registration was not properly made at least as regards land ("the Cbjectioxn Lo
Land") mentioned D tue said Objection.
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As to the dispute ("the Council Dispute") occasioned by Objection io 398:-
I nave a letter dated 12 October 1977 from Elmbridge 3orough Council requesting
an adjournment and a letter dated 14 October 1977 from Surrey County Council

saying that they have no objection to tihis. Ilirs Toler said that she was agreeable

to an adjournment, there beéing discussions between her Association and the
Council which might result in an agreement and make a hearing unnecessary. I
decidied that I would accordingly adjourn tleproceedings relating to the Council
Distute to a date and place to be fixed by a Commons Commissioner. This

ad journment does not preclude me from giving a decision on the Railways 2ispute,
although it will preclude me from confirming the registration sc far as it
relates to land other than the Objection MNo 44 land.

In order to relieve the persons concerned with the Railways Dispuie of the’
burden of having te give such dispute any Ifurther consideration, I consider T
should now give a decision.

Yy decision on the Railways Dispute is that the Objection lio 44 land at least
should not have been included in this registration and the Jbjection succeeds.
Accordingly whatever may be the result of the Council Disnute, the lbujection
sio 4B land at least will be removed from the Register.

I am recuired by regulation 30(1l) cf- the Commons Commissioners Regulations 1971
to sxrlain that a serson aggrieved oy this decision as being erroneous in pnoint

of law may, within 9 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision s sent

to nim, recuire me to state a case for the decision of the iHigh Court.

bated tiis LE/0  day of Gelibe — 1977

Conrons Jommissioner



