





                                                           HERTFORDSHIRE: CASE ASSESMENT SHEET

	Parish/District
	CL No
	CL Unit Name
	Eligibility

Code
	Eligible
Area (ha)
	Applicant
	Objector
	Commons

Commissioner
	

	ALDBURY
	86
	ALDBURY OPEN FIELDS AND LAMMAS LAND. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	153.00
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	ALDBURY
	73
	ALDBURY COMMON. The registration was modified so as to exclude part of the land without referral to a commissioner. (NB Part of CL 73 was also deregistered under the 1989 Rectification of Registers Act)
	(1)
	60.15
	BCA
	
	—
	

	ASTON & 
DATCHWORTH
	272
	RAFFIN GREEN. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.38
	CRA
	
	—
	

	ASTON
	271
	ELM GREEN. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.21
	CRA
	
	—
	

	BARLEY
	316
	OLD CHALK PIT. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.14
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	BARLEY
	317
	CHALK PIT N OF BOGMOOR RD & W OF PINNERS CROSS. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	NO INF
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	BAYFORD
	273
	STRIP OF LAND TO THE EAST OF ASHENDENE ROAD. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.68
	CRA
	
	—
	

	BOVINGDON
	79
	BOVINGDON GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	4.10
	BCA
	
	—
	

	BOVINGDON
	205
	MANORIAL WASTE BY NEWHOUSE FARM. According to the register entry this unit is undisputed/fina/ - but CL unit is hatched in register map (with no indication that this relates e.g. to 1989 Act)
	(6)
	0.29
	Hemel Hempstead RDC
	John Hadland Ltd
	Squibb
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	180
	VERGES ON WHITE STUBBS LANE INCL COLDHALL GREEN AND EMMANUEL POLLARDS. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	13.12
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	174
	PART OF BROXBOURNE COMMON. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	5.83
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	176
	LAND KNOWN AS RED HILLS AND ELBOW LANE. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	5.55
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	181
	BACK LANE AND FANSHAWS LANE. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	2.67
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	175
	PT OF THE LANE BETWEEN MARTINS GREEN AND RED HILLS. Registration cancelled with agreement of applicant
	(1)
	0.11
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	87
	BROXBOURNE COMMON AND MARTINS GREEN. No-one entitled to be heard attended the Hearing. The registration was rejected because of this. It was in conflict with VGs 43, 54 & 112. However, the VG registrations also failed; so the CL 87 land may be eligible now for re-registration
	(3)
	4.36
	HTOSRG
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	BRICKENDON LIBERTY
	179
	ROADSIDE VERGES EITHER SIDE OF PEMBRIDGE LANE. There was a conflict with VG 47, but the VG registration failed and the land was registered as common except for the areas that had been ‘severed’ from the manor by their sale to the County Council. This land was not subject to rights and was no longer ‘of a manor’
	(4)
	1.00
	Parish Council
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	


	BUNTINGFORD
	184
	POORS LAND, WESTMILL. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.71
	A.G. Dixon
	
	—
	

	BUNTINGFORD
	221
	MARKET HILL. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.18
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	BUNTINGFORD
	222
	PART OF THE CAUSEWAY – BUNTINGFORD. There were no rights registered. From the evidence presented, the commissioner concluded that, though it was of manorial origin, the land was not waste but had been part of the manorial demesne
	(7)
	[0.16]
	Parish Council
	County & Diocese
	Squibb
	

	CHESHUNT
	32
	THE HUNDRED ACRES, GOFFS OAK. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	40.50
	Messrs Crawder and Latta
	
	—
	

	CODICOTE
	26
	THREE HILLS. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	4.87
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	CODICOTE
	27
	CODICOTE HEATH. The commissioner accepted that the land was waste, but determined that it had ceased to be connected with the manor and therefore rejected the registration
	(4)
	16.91
	Parish Council
	Oxfrd Univ Chest

ARC
	Squibb
	

	COTTERED
	103
	BROOK END, FARM GREEN, FLANDERS GREEN AND SCALGRAVE GRAZE. Decision by Consent (Reg 31), with exclusion of the ‘Manor Waste’ which comprised the pieces of land ‘in or near the middle of the village’
	(2)
	1.05
	G.A.J. Hagger
	A.H. Hawker
	Baden Fuller
	

	CROXLEY
	36
	COMMON MOOR. Land adjoining the Grand Union Canal (but NOT the towpath) was excluded by agreement. The commissioner confirmed the agreement
	(6)
	NO INF
	Commoners of Croxley Green
	UDC & British Waterways
	Squibb
	

	GREAT AMWELL
	304
	HERTFORD HEATH. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	5.00
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	GREAT GADDESDEN
	201
	WATER END MOOR. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.76
	Hemel Hempstead RDC
	
	—
	

	GREAT GADDESDEN
	251
	WATER END MOOR. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.49
	Hemel Hempstead RDC
	
	—
	

	GREAT GADDESDEN
	202
	MANORIAL WASTE AT WATER END. The registration was rejected because no-one attended the Hearing and, as a result, there was no evidence to support it. There was a conflict with VG 42, but the VG registration was rejected on the same grounds
	(3)
	0.50
	Hemel Hempstead RDC
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	HATFIELD
	270
	FOUR PIECES OF LAND NEAR WOODSIDE PLACE. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	2.26
	CRA
	
	—
	

	HATFIELD
	269
	ROE GREEN. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.77
	CRA
	
	—
	

	HEMEL HEMPSTEAD
	78
	SHEETHANGER COMMON. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	8.38
	BCA
	
	—
	

	HEMEL HEMPSTEAD
	255
	BOXMOOR COMMON. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	5.17
	CRA
	
	—
	

	HEMEL HEMPSTEAD
	24
	BOXMOOR AND DEW GREEN COMMONS. Exclusion of land including towing path of Grand Union Canal agreed without referral. (Decision Letter is ownership reference)
	(1)
	0.70
	Boxmoor Trustees
	
	—
	


	HERTFORD BORO
	171
	KINGS MEADS (PART). Registration part-cancelled excluding two parcels of land with the agreement of the applicant (Decision Letter relates to ownership reference)
	(1)
	6.30
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	HERTFORD BORO
	313
	PT OF KINGS MEAD ADJACENT TO RIVER LEE. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.45
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	HERTFORD BORO
	4
	KINGS MEAD. The towing path of the River Lee Navigation was excluded from the registration by agreement of the parties. The agreement was confirmed by the commissioner
	(7)
	[0.20]
	Hertford BC
	British Waterways
	Baden Fuller
	

	HEXTON
	318
	OLD CHALK PITS TO S.E. OF FANNY’S SPINNEY. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	1.90
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	HEXTON
	319
	ROADSIDE WASTE E. OF THE ROAD TO S. OF GRAVEL HILL. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.20
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	HIGH WYCH
	84
	ALLENS GREEN, HIGH WYCH, SAWBRIDGEWORTH. Registration part-cancelled with agreement of applicant
	(1)
	0.63
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	HITCHIN UD
	257
	LAND BORDERING OLD HALE WAY. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	2.75
	CRA
	
	—
	

	HITCHIN UD
	258
	LAND TO THE WEST OF CADWELL LANE. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	1.45
	CRA
	
	—
	

	HODDESDON UD
	88
	BROXBOURNE RECREATION GROUND. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	4.13
	HTOSRG
	
	—
	

	ICKLEFORD
	70
	ICKLEFORD COMMON AND OTHER NEARBY LANDS. The excluded land was registered as part of VG 13
	(7)
	[2.00]
	Churchill, Clapham & Co Ltd
	Conflicting Registration
	Baden Fuller
	

	ICKLEFORD
	140
	THE NORTH-WEST PORTION OF UPPER GREEN. The CL 140 registration was in conflict with that for VG 13
	(7)
	[0.08]
	Mr & Mrs Cooper
	Conflicting Registration
	Baden Fuller
	

	KELSHALL
	183
	FEARS GREEN. The registration was rejected because no-one attended the Hearing and, as a result, there was no evidence to support it. There was a conflict with VG 78, but the VG registration was rejected on the same grounds (VG registration relates to only a part of the land)
	(3)
	0.76
	W.T.C. Roden
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	KINGS LANGLEY
	213
	THE GREEN, RUCKLERS LANE. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.32
	Hemel Hempstead RDC
	
	—
	

	LANGLEY
	315
	ROUGH PASTURE TO EAST OF HITCH WOOD. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.76
	HMTNC
	
	—
	

	LANGLEY
	277
	SHILLEY GREEN. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.25
	CRA
	
	—
	

	LANGLEY
	276
	RUSH GREEN. The registration was part-cancelled without referral by the CRA
	(1)
	0.15
	CRA
	
	—
	

	LITTLE GADDESDEN
	81
	HUDNALL COMMON. Exclusion of Hudnall Common Plantation agreed without referral
	(1)
	4.16
	BCA
	
	—
	


	LITTLE MUNDEN
	162
	LAND WITHIN THE FORK OF THE ROADS NORTH OF LITTLE MUNDEN. According to the register entry this unit is undisputed/final.
	(6)
	0.55
	NO INF
	
	
	

	LITTLE MUNDEN
	227
	THE TIMBER YARD, DANE END. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.016
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	LITTLE MUNDEN
	163
	THE VILLAGE POND, HAULTWICK. Doubtful. The commissioner rejected the registration. Although it had once been waste of the manor, the pond had been filled in and occupied as a garden since 1958. The land could only be considered for re-registration, then, if it had since reverted to waste
	(6)
	0.00
	Parish Council
	J Hill
	Squibb
	

	MEESDEN
	82
	MEASDEN GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	3.62
	Parish Meeting
	
	—
	

	NETTLEDEN WITH 
POTTEN END
	74
	BERKHAMSTED COMMON (PART). Decision by Consent (Reg 31). The commissioner confirmed the agreement to exclude part of the land from the registration. Part of this land was finally-registered as VG 11
	(1)
	40.00
	BCA
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	NORTHCHURCH
	77
	SANDPIT GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	7.00
	BCA
	
	—
	

	NORTHCHURCH
	76
	LONG GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	1.01
	BCA
	
	—
	

	NORTHCHURCH
	47
	LAND AT NORTHCHURCH AND BERKHAMSTEAD COMMON. No-one entitled to be heard attended the Hearing, where the commissioner confirmed a prior agreement to exclude part of the land
	(2)
	22.60
	Parish Council
	National Trust
	Squibb
	

	POTTERS BAR UD
	243
	ENTRANCE TO DYRHAM PARK, TROTTERS BOTTOM, HARTSMERE. The sole objection was withdrawn shortly before the Hearing. However, in the absence of any evidence to the contrary, the commissioner assumed that the land formed part of a highway and therefore refused to confirm the registration. He did not consider whether the land was waste
	(5)
	0.39
	Potters Bar UDC
	Marquis of Salisbury
	Squibb
	

	RICKMANSWORTH
	308
	BATCHWORTH HEATH (PART). The land was registered as the result of a rights application made by William Old Ltd. The applicant did not attend the Hearing but had written shortly before to request a cancellation. The registration was rejected on this basis. The commissioner did not consider whether the land was waste
	(2)
	0.60
	Rights
	Rickmansworth UDC
	Squibb
	

	RUSHDEN
	37
	SHAW GREEN, RUSHDEN. From the register entry, this unit may have been modified without referral.
	(6)
	2.03
	NO INF
	
	
	

	ST STEPHENS
	267
	SERGEHILL. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.57
	CRA
	
	—
	

	SHENLEY
	293
	MANORIAL WASTE BY SHENLEYBURY HOUSE. According to the register entry this unit is undisputed/final.
	(6)
	0.10
	NO INF
	
	
	

	STEVENAGE UD
	229
	CUCKOO WOOD COMMON. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.60
	Stevenage UDC
	
	—
	

	STEVENAGE UD
	263
	PIN GREEN COMMON. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.30
	CRA
	
	—
	

	TEWIN
	253
	LAND NORTH OF B 1000 ROAD. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	20.87
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	TEWIN
	254
	WESTLEY WOOD & ADJ TRIANGLE OF LAND. Registration cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	2.00
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	TEWIN
	252
	LAND WEST OF ROAD FROM TEWIN TO HERTFORD NORTH OF FLEXLEYS WOOD. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.55
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	TEWIN
	146
	‘THE TRIANGLE’ AT JUNCTION OF QUEEN HOO LANE AND ROAD TO BRAMFIELD. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.20
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	TEWIN
	149
	LAND KNOWN AS VERGES OF QUEEN HOO LANE AND TEWIN HILL. A small area of land was excluded as not subject to common rights. The commissioner did not consider whether the land was waste
	(5)
	0.025
	Dr R.M. Puddifoot
	T.A. Smith
	Squibb
	

	TEWIN
	188
	TEWIN UPPER GREEN. The CL 188 land was finally-registered as VG 56
	(7)
	[3.80]
	Rights
	Conflicting Registration
	  Baden Fuller
	

	TEWIN
	148
	BULLS GREEN. Part of the land was finally-registered as VG 70. The other part excluded was a small area in the parish of Datchworth that had apparently been registered by mistake (it was covered by houses)
	(7)
	[1.82]
	Dr R.M. Puddifoot
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	THERFIELD & ROYSTON
	5
	LAND SOUTH OF THERFIELD HEATH. The registration appears to have been withdrawn without referral, though there is no land section for a CL 5 in the register
	(6)
	157.30
	NO INF
	
	—
	

	THERFIELD
	111
	THE RECREATION GROUND. Decision by Consent (Reg 31). The commissioner rejected the registration. The land was registered as VG 69
	(7)
	[1.90]
	Parish Council
	Conflicting Registration
	Squibb
	

	WALKERN
	67
	WALMANS GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.70
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	WALKERN
	275
	CLAY END COMMON. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.50
	CRA
	
	—
	

	WATFORD
	—
	CASSIOBRIDGE COMMON. The land was exempted from registration under s11 of the 1965 Act
	Schedule 2(2)
	0.75
	—
	—
	—
	

	WESTON
	219
	SIMONS GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.71
	Parish Council
	
	—
	

	WESTON
	322
	LAND KNOWN AS THE VILLAGE GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.18
	Rights
	
	—
	

	WESTON
	323
	LAND KNOWN AS RED LION GREEN. The registration was cancelled with the agreement of the applicant
	(1)
	0.025
	Rights
	
	—
	

	WESTON
	220
	LANNOCK HILL CHALK PIT. Registration rejected. Although it had been allotted as a public stone pit under an inclosure award (Act: 1797; Award: 1801), the land had by 1944 been filled and covered with topsoil and was now let by the RDC to tenants. The commissioner did not consider whether the land was waste
	(6)
	NO INF
	Parish Council
	Trustees of the Weston Settlement
	Squibb
	

	WHEATHAMPSTED
	268
	CUTTS GREEN. The registration was withdrawn by the CRA
	(1)
	0.74
	CRA
	
	—
	


KEY

BC = Borough Council

BCA = Berkhamstead Citizens’ Association

CRA = Commons Registration Authority

HMTNC = Hertfordshire and Middlesex Trust for Nature Conservation
HTOSRG = Hoddesdon Trustees of Open Spaces and Recreation Grounds

RDC = Rural District Council

UDC = Urban District Council
ELIGIBILITY CODES AND ELIGIBLE AREA

The initial assessment of eligibility in column 4 is based on an examination of the register entries and (where relevant) the Decision Letters:

(1)
The provisional registration was cancelled or part-cancelled without referral to a commissioner at the request/with the agreement of the applicant [Schedule 2(4)(5)]

(2)
The provisional registration was cancelled or part-cancelled after referral at the request/with the agreement of the applicant [Schedule 2(4)(5)]

(3)
The registration was rejected by the commissioner because the applicant(s) failed to appear at the Hearing and no evidence had been presented to support it [Schedule 2(4)(5)]

(4)
Though it was waste, the commissioner refused to confirm the registration because the land was no longer connected with a manor [Schedule 2(4)(3)]

(5)
In rejecting the registration of the land, the commissioner did not consider whether it was ‘waste of a manor’ [Schedule 2(4)(4)]

(6)
Status doubtful or uncertain (the land may or may not be eligible for re-registration)

(7)
The land does not come within the criteria defined by Schedule 2(4)(3)–(5) and is therefore not eligible for re-registration

For an application under Schedule 2(4) to succeed, it would need to be shown that the land still qualified as ‘waste land of a manor’ – i.e. that it is, or was at some time in the past, ‘of a 

manor’; and that it is still open, uncultivated and unoccupied. The ‘eligible area’ shown in column 5 is the land area (in hectares) that may be eligible for re-registration. See Search Sheet
for details of the CL unit area (which may or may not be the same). 
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