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_ _ Reference No. 236/U/87
COMHMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 : ' 576

In the Matter of land west of Five Acre Wood,
Oxted, Tandridge District, Surrey

DECISION~

This reference relates to the question of the owﬁership of land which is‘west
of Five Acre HWood, Oxted, Tandridge District, which is the land comprised in
the Land Section of Register.Uhit No. CL530 in the Régister of Common Land

maintained ﬁy the Surrey County Council and of which no person is registered

under section 4 of the Commons Registration Act 1965 as the owner.

Foll:wing upon the public notice of this reference no person claimed to be
the freeholder of the land in question and no person claimed %o have information

as to its ownership.

I keld a2 hearinr for the purpose of inquiring inte the question of the owmer-
ship of the land at Guildford on 6 November 1978. At the hearinz Limpsfield
Parish Council were represented by Mrs K Percy one of their members, and

Oxted Parish Council were represented by Mr A T Sutton their clerk.

This registration was made in consequence of an application by Hiss E P Quigly
for the registration of two rights of commons (see Rights Section Entry
Nos. 1 and 2). As a result of giving effect to Objections, the area of the

régistered land is now smaller than it originally was.

Mrs Percy said the land is not in Limpsfield. It _seems to me that the
description of it in the Register and in this decision migﬁt perhaps mislead;
the registration includes land south—east of and adjoining Caterfield lLane

as far south as the Public House, and it may be that it includespart of what
is known as Five Acre Wood. Mr Sutton said that ‘the Council had no kmowledge
of the ownership. ' -

In the ébsence of any eﬁidencé I am.not satisfied that any person is the owner
of the land and it will therefore remain subject to protection under section 9
'of the Act 1985. ' '




e ——r T W

o, 277

I am required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissionérs Reguiations
1971 to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous

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.

Dated this S L9 qay of NV everdor 1978.

Commons Commissioner



