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Application Decision 
Inquiry opened on 20 May 2014 

by Barney Grimshaw  BA DPA MRTPI(Rtd) 

 appointed by the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs 

Decision date: 14 July 2014 

 

Application Ref: COM 491 
Walton Heath Common, Surrey 

Register Unit: CL 355 

Registration Authority: Surrey County Council 

 The application, dated 9 July 2013, is made under Section 16 of the Commons Act 2006 

(“the 2006 Act”) to deregister and exchange common land. 

 The application is made by Walton Heath Golf Club. 

 The release land comprises 80,000m2 of land which forms part of an area of mainly 

open grassland known as Beecham's Field and lies to the south-east of the B2032 

Dorking Road, Walton-on-the-Hill, Surrey and to the north-east of the M25 road. It is 

part of Walton Heath Common. 

 The replacement land comprises 97,900m2 of land to the south-west of the M25 road 

and includes wooded areas known as Watson’s Wood and Round Wood and an area of 

open grassland. 

 

 

Decision 

1. The application is granted in accordance with the terms of the application [Ref: 
COM 491] dated 9 July 2013, and the plans submitted therewith, subject to the 

substitution of the plan, Figure No. Q10, dated 22/05/14 for Drawing No. 
WGHC.LS.05 provided as Attachment 5 to the application. 

Preliminary Matters 

2. Section 16(1) of the 2006 Act provides, among other things, that the owner of 
any land registered as common land may apply for the land (“the release 

land”) to cease to be so registered.  If the area of the release land is greater 
than 200m² a proposal must be made to replace it with other land to be 

registered as common land (“the replacement land”). 

3. I held a public inquiry on 20-23 May 2014 at Dorking Halls, Dorking, Surrey. I 
made an unaccompanied site inspection on 19 May 2014 when I was able to 

view both the release land and the replacement land. I made a further visit on 
23 May when I was accompanied by parties who appeared at the inquiry and 

then visited the release land, the replacement land and various other points as 
requested by the parties. 
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The Application 

4. The application is made by Walton Heath Golf Club (WHGC) which wishes to 
deregister the release land so that it can be developed as a practice facility for 

golfers. 

The Release Land 

5. The release land comprises 80,000m2 of land which forms part of an area to 

the south-east of the B2032 Dorking Road which is known as Beecham’s Field. 
The majority of the area is flat amenity grassland. The remainder comprises 

mainly woodland and an access track. 

6. WHGC received planning permission in April 2012 for the change of use of the 
release land from non agricultural land to a golf practice facility together with 

associated works including the erection of a secure storage hut, provision of all 
weather turf and the erection of ball stray netting. 

The Replacement Land 

7. The replacement land is an area of 97,900m2 of land which runs along the edge 
of the Surrey Hills escarpment, roughly 1.3km to the south of the release land 

on the opposite side of the M25 road. Just over half the land is occupied by 
woodland, mainly contained in two woods known as Round Wood and Watson’s 

Wood. The remainder of the land is improved grassland. Much of the land 
slopes quite steeply towards the south. The replacement land is not currently 
accessible to the public 

Representations 

8. More than 160 representations opposing the application and more than 60 

supporting it were received. 

The Statutory Requirements 

9. I am required by Section 16(6) of the 2006 Act to have regard to the following 

in determining this application: 

(a) the interests of persons having rights in relation to, or occupying, the 

release land; 

(b) the interests of the neighbourhood; 

(c) the public interest;1 

(d) any other matter considered to be relevant. 

10. I will also have regard to published guidance in relation to the determination of 

applications under Section 162. 

                                       
1 Section 16(8) of the 2006 Act provides that the public interest includes the public interest in: nature 
conservation; the conservation of the landscape; the protection of public rights of access to any area of land; and 
the protection of archaeological remains and features of historic interest. 
2 Common Land Consents Policy Guidance, July 2009, Defra. 
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Assessment 

The interests of persons occupying or having rights in relation to the 
release land 

11. The release land is owned and occupied by WHGC, the applicant for the 
deregistration and exchange. 

12. The only existing right of common over the release land is held by Reigate and 

Banstead Borough Council (the council) which has the right to graze 60 cattle 
over the whole area of Walton Heath Common. In May 1993 an agreement was 

entered into by the council and WHGC whereby the council agreed to suspend 
the exercise of its right for a period of 80 years  and WHGC agreed that it 
would not apply for the deregistration of any part of the common. However, 

under a Deed of Variation entered into in April 2013, the council agreed that, 
should the present application be allowed, the club would be released from its 

covenant not to apply for any part of the common to be deregistered in so far 
as it applied to the release land. 

13. The council has adopted a neutral stance in relation to the current application 

and has made it clear that, if it is approved, the implications with regard to the 
council’s right of common are accepted. 

14. In the light of these circumstances, it is my view that the proposed de-
registration and exchange will have no adverse effect on the interests of 
persons occupying or having rights in relation to the release land. 

15. In addition, under section 193 of the Law of Property Act 1925 the public has a 
right of access to the common for air and exercise, which includes the right to 

ride horses there, subject to certain limitations. I deal with the implications of 
the proposed exchange on this right as part of my consideration of the effects 
on the interests of the neighbourhood and the public. 

The interests of the neighbourhood 

16. The 2006 Act does not define the term ‘neighbourhood’. However, published 

guidance3 makes it clear that the term should be taken to refer to the local 
inhabitants. I further take the term to refer to the local inhabitants to the 
common as a whole although clearly the impact of the proposed exchange is 

likely to be greatest on those living closest to the release and/or replacement 
land. 

17. There are a number of settlements that could be said to form part of the 
neighbourhood of Walton Heath Common including Walton–on-the-Hill and 
Tadworth to the west and north, Lower Kingswood and Mogador to the east 

and some to the south such as Buckland. It could also be argued that 
inhabitants of larger settlements slightly further afield such as Reigate might 

regard themselves as local to the common. Nevertheless, it seems likely that 
the majority of local residents that will feel the greatest impact of the proposed 

exchange are those living closest to the release and replacement land such as 
the residents of Walton-on-the-Hill and Tadworth. Accordingly, whilst I have 
taken account of the interests of all local inhabitants, I have given most weight 

to the interests of people living in these areas. 

                                       
3 The Explanatory Memorandum to the Deregistration and Exchange of Common Land and Greens 

(Procedure)(England) Regulations 2007, SI2007 No.2589. 
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18. It is accepted that the release land is currently used by local inhabitants for 

golf practice, dog walking and informal recreation. In a survey carried out for 
WHGC between 28 August 2013 and 28 February the number of users was 

recorded at 3 times (9:00am, 12:00pm and 3:00pm) on each day. In total 723 
people were recorded practicing golf, 89 walking dogs and none engaged in 
other activities. Objectors pointed out that many people walked dogs or 

indulged in other recreational activities earlier or later than the times surveyed 
to fit in with working hours and that the survey did not cover spring and 

summer months when usage of the area was likely to be at its highest. It is not 
known what proportion of people using the release land are local inhabitants 
but it seems reasonable to assume that most using it on an informal basis, 

such as dog walkers, are likely to be local. 

19. As far as use for golf practice is concerned, there was some disagreement  

amongst parties as to the proportion of those using the release land for this 
purpose that are members of WHGC. On balance, it would appear from the 
limited evidence available that a significant proportion of such users are not 

WHGC members. In view of its nature and location, the replacement land is not 
suitable for golf practice and therefore the proposed exchange would have a 

significant adverse effect on the interests of such people, many of whom may 
well be local inhabitants. On the other hand, members of WHGC would benefit 
from the proposed exchange as a result of the improved practice facilities that 

would be available to them. It was stated at the inquiry that 366 club members 
reside within 5 miles of the club of whom 144 live in Walton-on-the-Hill or 

Tadworth. In addition 94 members of the associated artisan club live within 3 
miles. 

20. The fact that the release land is used for golf practice inevitably limits other 

use of the area. Nevertheless, local people submitted a significant amount of 
evidence that it is used by them. It is a large, open, flat grassed area suitable 

for various forms of informal recreation which is easily accessible from nearby 
houses in Walton-on-the-Hill and a car parking area a short distance to the 
north. Although it occupies only a small proportion of Walton Heath Common, it 

is different in character to other parts which are largely occupied by heathland, 
two golf courses and woodland.  

21. Beecham’s Field as a whole occupies 11.2ha. of which approximately 9.6ha. is 
flat mown grassland and the remainder is occupied by trees and a track. The 
application proposes the deregistration of around 6.4ha. of the grassland and 

most of the other land which would leave over 3ha. of the grassland as 
common. This area is also crossed by a public footpath. It was argued that this 

area which is not part of the application for deregistration is adequate to 
accommodate most of the informal recreation activities currently enjoyed by 

local inhabitants on Beecham’s Field and in any event is the area currently 
most used as it is not affected by golf practice. Objectors did not accept this 
and pointed out that the area that would remain as common land is furthest 

away from the car parking area. 

22. Supporters of the application also pointed out that other areas of open space 

suitable for informal recreation area available in the vicinity and that the area 
is generally well provided with publicly accessible open space of various sorts. 

23. The release land also includes part of a track, formerly known as the gallop 

which provides easy access from the car park area off Dorking Road to the 
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release land and to other parts of the common. There is an alternative path 

along the edge of the golf course which is not part of the release land but 
objectors commented that this is grassed and uneven and would be difficult to 

use for the less able or people with push chairs, etc. It is also closer to parts of 
the golf course including a tee, a green and a fairway and some people 
perceived that there might be a risk of being struck by golf balls. This risk was 

discounted by WHGC representatives as being slight as a result of the distance 
between golfers and users of the path and good visibility available. It was also 

stated that part of this path would be moved further away from golfers if the 
application is approved. 

24. The replacement land is very different in character from the release land as it 

comprises rough sloping grassland and areas of ancient woodland. It is also 
1.3km from the release land and correspondingly further away from houses in 

Walton-on-the-Hill and Tadworth and the car parking area off Dorking Road. It 
is accessible from various directions by way of public footpaths and bridleways, 
some of which include steep slopes and/or are potentially muddy in wet 

weather. Others pass through woodland or run close to the M25 and are 
subject to traffic noise. There is no vehicular access or car park close to the 

replacement land. However, I note that the only public car parking area close 
to the release land is that provided on an informal basis by WHGC for the 
convenience of local people. 

25. Although not as easily accessible as the release land, the replacement land has 
other qualities that may be attractive to local inhabitants. Extensive views to 

the south are available from the grassland area and the ancient woodland 
areas offer an element of variety and interest different in nature to most of the 
rest of the common. 

26. Concern was expressed on behalf of the British Horse Society (BHS) that the 
replacement land might not be accessible to horse riders as a result of fencing 

and other barriers. At the inquiry WHGC submitted a further plan (Figure No. 
Q10, dated 22/05/14) to clarify the situation regarding fencing and access 
provision and it was requested that this should be regarded as part of the 

application. This plan differs from one attached to the application (Drawing No. 
WGHC.LS.05, Attachment 5) in that it indicates that existing fencing is to be 

removed alongside Bridleway 477 to the south of the replacement land and 
that a specific access point to the land is to be accessible to horse riders. No 
party at the inquiry objected to the submission of the later plan and, having 

considered the matter, it is my view that no party’s interests will be prejudiced 
by my acceptance of this plan being treated as part of the application.  

27. It was pointed out on behalf of the BHS that, if there is any space between the 
proposed common land and Bridleway 477, an adjoining landowner could erect 

a new fence that might restrict access to the common from the bridleway. It is 
difficult to see why a landowner might wish to do this but, in any event, the 
revised proposals of WHGC would seem to ensure that horse riders will still be 

able to gain access to the common. 

Conclusions regarding the interests of the neighbourhood 

28. The proposed exchange seems likely to affect the interests of the 
neighbourhood in a number of ways. People who currently use the release land 
to practice golf who are not members of WHGC will no longer be able to do so 

whereas those who are members will benefit from an improved facility. Others 
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who use the release land for various forms of informal recreation will also lose 

out. However, it would seem that such activity is already limited to some 
extent as a result of golf practice and a reasonable area of Beecham’s Field will 

continue to be available for such use as well as other areas of open space in 
the area. 

29. On the other hand, the replacement land offers the opportunity of a different 

sort of experience for local inhabitants and one which is not available in other 
parts of Walton Heath Common. Also, although the replacement land is 

considerably less accessible to residents of Walton-on-the-Hill and Tadworth it 
is more accessible to residents to the south of the M25. 

30. Overall therefore it would appear that the proposed exchange would result in 

some adverse effects for some local inhabitants but these would be limited to 
some extent and at least partially offset by benefits to others. 

The public interest 

Nature Conservation 

31. The release land currently has no statutory designation but adjoins the western 

boundary of the Banstead and Walton Heath Site of Nature Conservation 
Importance (SNCI, a non-statutory designation). It is also within 1 kilometre of 

another potential SNCI, Walton Park Wood. The grassland area is currently 
mown to facilitate golf practice and will continue to be if the application is 
approved and the golf club is able to develop improved practice facilities. The 

area has moderate ecological value at present with some potential for this to 
be enhanced by an appropriate management programme. 

32. The replacement land is within the Surrey Hills Area of Outstanding Natural 
Beauty (AONB) and the woodland part of it is included in the Inventory of 
Ancient Woodland for Surrey. To the south, separated from the replacement 

land by Bridleway 477 is the Mole Gap to Reigate Escarpment Site of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Special Area of Conservation (SAC). The land has 

considerable potential ecological value which is currently limited as a result of 
the neglected condition of the woodland and past management of the 
grassland. 

33. It is considered possible that bats, dormice and other protected species might 
be present on the replacement land and it will be important that future 

management is carried out without disturbance to these. Also, it is accepted 
that Watson’s Wood is a relatively fragile habitat which could be damaged by 
public access if not managed sensitively. 

34. WHGC has commissioned ecological appraisals of both the release land and the 
replacement land which were prepared in July and November 2012 by Dr Anne-

Maria Brennan. These also contain preliminary proposals for the future 
management of the areas. 

35. WHGC made a Unilateral Undertaking under section 106 of the Town and 
Country Planning Act 1990 in May 2014 in which it has agreed to submit 
Ecological Management Plans for both the whole of Beecham’s Field and the 

replacement land to Reigate and Banstead Borough Council and not to 
implement the planning consent for the change of use to a golf practice facility 

on Beecham’s Field prior to the submission of the plans. It has further agreed 
to pay the reasonable costs of the council in approving and monitoring the 
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implementation of the plans, not to occupy or permit the occupation of 

Beecham’s Field before the approval of the management plans and, following 
approval, to implement and thereafter comply with the plans. Details of the 

matters that are to be included in the plans are also set out in the undertaking. 

36. Objectors referred to the past record of WHGC in managing common land in its 
ownership which does not form part of the golf courses and in particular an 

area of land to the south of the M25 registered to replace an area of common 
which was developed for a water storage reservoir. It was suggested that the 

club had failed to manage this land in the manner agreed and that this raised 
doubt as to whether the current replacement land would be effectively 
managed. However, the club claimed that it had in fact complied with most of 

the management requirements for this land and was actively pursuing the 
fulfilment of the remainder. In any event, the fact that the current replacement 

land is to be subject to management in accordance with an approved plan 
should ensure its proper care. 

37. Overall, it is my view that the proposed exchange would have a positive effect 

on nature conservation if Beecham’s Field, including the release land and the 
replacement land is managed sensitively in the future. The undertaking made 

by WHGC would appear to ensure that this will be the case as the proposed 
management plans are to be based on appropriately qualified advice and it is 
likely that Reigate and Banstead Borough Council will also obtain appropriate 

advice before approving the plans. 

Landscape 

38. The release land is included in an area of great landscape value identified in the 
local plan for the area. However, it is flat and mainly open and likely to remain 
so if the application is approved. The proposed storage hut, fencing and 

artificial turf will only occupy a relatively small area and their impact on the 
landscape is likely to be limited. 

39. The replacement land is much more varied and occupies an elevated position 
on the escarpment of the Surrey Hills. This means that views from the land to 
the south are very extensive and considered to be attractive by most people. It 

was pointed out by objectors to the application that similar views are available 
from other publicly accessible sites and from public rights of way in the area. I 

accept that this is the case but, from my visits I noted that such views are not 
in fact available from rights of way in the immediate vicinity as these tend to 
run at a lower level and outward views are limited by woodland. 

40. The replacement land also includes areas of ancient woodland and the 
opportunity for the public to gain access to these will also add to the variety of 

experience available on the common. 

41. It is my view on balance that the proposed exchange would have little direct 

effect on the landscape of the area but that opening the replacement land to 
public access would provide enhanced opportunities for the public to enjoy the 
existing landscape features. 

Public Access 

42. The exchange would mean that the release land including an existing track 

would no longer be available as a means of access to the rest of the common. 
However, there are alternative ways in which all parts can easily be reached. 
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Footpath 96 provides easy access from Walton-on-the-Hill across Beecham’s 

Field which would be unaffected and an existing path alongside the golf course 
provides an alternative link from the car parking area off Dorking Road without 

using the track through the release land. Overall, it is my view that the 
proposed exchange will have no significant adverse effect on public rights of 
access other than to the release land itself. 

Archaeological remains and features of historic interest 

43. I have no evidence to suggest that the proposed release and exchange will lead 

to any detrimental effect on any archaeological remains or features of historic 
interest. 

Conclusions on the public interest 

44. On balance, it is my view that the overall effect of the proposed exchange on 
the public interest would be positive. In particular, the management plans for 

Beecham’s Field and the replacement land to which WHGC has committed 
should ensure that more of the nature conservation potential of both sites is 
realised and the public will also benefit from being able to gain access to an 

interesting and attractive area which offers a different experience from other 
parts of the common. 

Other Matters 

45. Walton Heath Golf Club is well known and highly regarded amongst golfers. 
The old course is ranked within the top 100 courses in the world and both the 

old and new courses are listed in the top 100 courses in the UK. The club acts 
as host to a number of important tournaments and attracts around 8,000 

visitors per year. The club believes that it is an asset for the village of Walton-
on–the-Heath bringing it recognition and direct and indirect employment and 
economic benefits. The club itself employs 42 staff. 

46. Unusually for such a club it provides very limited practice facilities for golfers. 
Such facilities that are available involve balls being hit across parts of the 

course, are not large enough to permit full shots to be made with all clubs and 
can only be used under supervision of professional staff. Alternatively, golfers 
can practice on Beecham’s Field but this potentially conflicts with members of 

the public using the same area for air and exercise as is their right. 

47. WHGC already has permission to close Beecham’s Field to the public for one 

week every year which allows it to be used for golf practice or car parking 
during major tournaments but does not address the need for improved practice 
facilities for club members and visitors. 

48. It is argued by the club that the provision of improved practice facilities is 
imperative if it is to retain its status. The requirements for a satisfactory 

practice area are a large area of flat land close to the clubhouse, professional’s 
shop and first tees. The only area that meets these requirements is the release 

land. 

49. An alternative location for a practice area was suggested by Professor 
Swanson. This lies further to the south between the M25 and a service track 

and is regarded as unacceptable by the golf club as it is too far from the 
clubhouse and first tees. Its development would also require considerable 

ground levelling and the removal of trees which are protected by Tree 
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Preservation Orders and its proximity to the motorway and service track would 

necessitate the erection of very high netting to reduce risk if its use were 
allowed at all. 

50. Some objectors expressed mistrust of the ultimate aims of WHGC in applying 
for the exchange. Apparently the club has in the past considered the possibility 
of replacing the existing clubhouse on the north-west side of Dorking Road with 

a new one on the south-east side and the objectors feared that such a 
development might be proposed on the release land. On behalf of WHGC it was 

denied that any such plan currently exists. This is not a matter to which I can 
attach any weight as I must determine the application on the basis of the 
evidence that is before me which is that the club has permission to develop the 

release land as a golf practice area if its deregistration is approved. 

Conclusion  

51. This is an unusual case in that the proposed replacement land is so far 
removed and so different in character from the release land. In consequence, 
the proposed exchange is likely to affect different groups of people, both some 

local inhabitants and some members of the wider public, in different ways. This 
makes it more difficult to determine where the balance of advantage or 

disadvantage lies. 

52. However, taking all factors into account it is my view that the disadvantages of 
the deregistration of the release land which will be felt by some local 

inhabitants are outweighed by the advantages to others and the general public 
of both the deregistration of the release land and the registration of the 

replacement land. I therefore conclude that the application should be granted 
subject to the substitution of the revised fencing plan referred to earlier. 
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Order 

 
On behalf of the Secretary of State for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs and 

pursuant to section 17(1) and (2) of the Commons Act 2006, I HEREBY ORDER 
Surrey County Council, as commons registration authority for the area in 
which the release land and the replacement land are situated: 

 
(a) to remove the release land from its register of common land, by amending 

register unit CL 355 to exclude the release land;  
 
(b) to register the replacement land as common land, by amending register unit 

CL 355 to include the replacement land; and  
 

(c) to register as exercisable over the replacement land (in addition to 
remaining exercisable over the remainder of the land comprised in register 
unit CL 355) any rights of common which, immediately before the date on 

which the release land is removed from the register, are registered as 
exercisable over the release land and the remainder of the land comprised in 

register unit CL 355. 
 

First Schedule – the release land 

 

Colour on plan Description  Extent 

Edged red Land which forms part of an area to 
the south-east of the B2032 Dorking 

Road which is known as Beecham’s 
Field. 

80,000m2 

 
 

Second Schedule – the replacement land 
 

Colour on plan Description  Extent 

Edged light green Land which runs along the edge of the 

Surrey Hills escarpment, roughly 
1.3km to the south of the release land 
on the opposite side of the M25 road. 

97,900m2 

 

Barney Grimshaw 

INSPECTOR
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APPEARANCES 
  

For the Applicant  

  

Neil King QC, representing WHGC 

  

Who called:  

  

   David Newlands Chairman WHGC 

  

   David Probyn Senior Tour Director, European Tour 

  

   Jonathan Allbutt Technical Director Britrisk Safety Ltd. 

  

   Dr Anne-Maria Brennan Consultant Ecologist 

  

   Andrew King Director, Quod Planning Consultancy 

  

Supporters  

  

Michael Giles Local resident 

  

T Corrigan Local resident 

  

David Pollock Local resident 

  

Alison Taylor Local resident 

  

Keith Cotton Local resident 

  

Thomas Weston Local resident 

  

Ian Cruickshank Local resident 

  

Gerard Kelly Local resident 

     

John Bishop Local resident 

     

Clive Osgood Local resident and former Course Manager 

WHGC 

  

Objectors  

  

Dr Ashley Bowes Counsel, representing Tadworth and Walton 

Residents Association (TWRA)) 

  

Who called:  

  

   Ken Chivers Local resident and horse rider 

  

   Andrew Swift Local resident 

  

   Mrs Gillian Hein Local resident 

  

   Robin Parr-Davies Local resident 

  

   Mrs Ann Sankey Botanist 
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John Chiles Local resident, former councillor and mayor 

  

Timothy Murphy Campaign to Protect Rural England (CPRE) 

  

Hugh Craddock British Horse Society (BHS) 

  

J Allinson Local resident 

  

Peter Gaghan Local resident 

  

Mrs D Walkling Local resident 

  

Professor J Swanson Local resident 

  

Peter Dodd Local resident 

  

Peter Acton Local resident 

  

Martin Saul Local resident 

  

 

DOCUMENTS 

1. Statement of Case and supporting documents of WHGC including Proofs of Evidence of 

Jonathan Allbutt (Britrisk), Dr Anne-Maria Brennan, Andrew King (Quod), David 

Newlands and David Probyn (The Applicant’s Bundle). 

2. Statements of support of John Bishop, TS Corrigan, David Pollock, Alison Taylor and 

Thomas Weston. 

3. Statement of Case and supporting documents of TAWRA. 

4. Statement of case and supporting documents of John Chiles. 

5. Statement of Case of Professor JG Swanson. 

6. Statement of Case of Timothy Murphy (CPRE). 

7. Statements of Mrs MCD Walkling, Dr FJ Pocock and Mr P Dodd. 

8. 60 representation of support and 161 representations of objection received before the 

commencement of the inquiry. 

9. Statement and Supplementary Statement of the BHS. 

10. Copy of plan (Figure No.Q10) showing revised fencing proposals for replacement land. 

11. Statement of Peter Gaghan. 

12. Statement of Martin Saul. 

13. Copy of Unilateral Undertaking of WHGC dated 6 may 2014. 

14. Copy of latter dated 27 January 2009 from WHGC to Reigate and Banstead Borough 

Council. 

15. Copy of letter dated 11 July 2013 from WHGC to Georgina Terry (Natural England). 

16. Copies of Tree Preservation Orders 507 and 507A relating to trees on WHGC land. 
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17. Copies of Land Registry documents with details of restrictive covenants affecting 

replacement land. 

18. Copy letters from Reigate and Banstead BC dated 1 & 9 May 2014. 

19. Various photographs.  

20. Copy of Application Decision (COM 299) dated 21 August 2012. 

21. Copy of plan (Figure No. Q09) showing pedestrian routes from WHGC clubhouse to 

proposed practice facility. 

22. Copy of Email from Adrian Dadswell to WHGC dated 18 May 2014. 

23. Copy of Email from Tracey March dated 21 May 2014. 

24. Letter from Alan Cull dated 14 may 2014. 

25. Letter from R Armstrong not dated. 

26. Opening Statement on behalf of WHGC. 

27. Outline Closing Submission on behalf of TAWRA. 

28. Closing Submissions on behalf of WHGC. 
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