
CASE ASSESSMENT SHEETS: SUMMARY TABLE
	Registration Authority
	Initial Assessment Coding: Land Eligible for Re-Registration in the Pilot Areas
(sq kms)
	No Inf

(CL units)
	

	
	(1)
	(2)
	(3)
	(4)
	(5)
	(6)
	(7)
	
	

	Cornwall
	47.12
	31.52
	2.34
	5.68
	5.03
	5.33
	0.59
	—
	

	Devon
	18.68
	3.01
	0.03
	31.24
	4.21
	3.77
	0.55
	—
	

	Herefordshire
	0.42
	0.09
	—
	0.005
	0.077
	0.49
	0.21
	[11]
	

	Hertfordshire
	4.19
	0.24
	0.06
	0.18
	0.004
	1.60
	0.01
	[3]
	

	Kent
	4.58
	0.19
	—
	0.03
	0.0002
	0.25
	1.07
	[5]
	

	Lancashire
	17.96
	52.52
	0.001
	0.14
	21.56
	0.001
	0.11
	—
	

	Blackburn with Darwen
	5.05
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	—
	

	All Pilot Areas
	98.00
	87.57
	2.43
	37.28
	30.88
	11.44
	2.54
	[19]
	

	
	256.16
	11.44
	2.54
	
	


[All of the land shown in the Pilot Area Search Sheets as provisionally but not finally registered was assigned an eligibility code. The ‘No Information’ column indicates the number of CL units for which an estimate of the area of this land was not available].
KEY TO ELIGIBILITY CODES

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

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

(3)
The commissioner rejected the registration because the applicant failed to appear at the Hearing and there was no evidence to support it [Sch 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 [Sch 2(4)(3)]

(5)
In rejecting the registration of the land, the commissioner did not consider whether it was ‘waste of a manor’ [Sch 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) and is therefore not eligible for re-registration

Where an area of land qualifies under Schedule 2(4)(3)–(5), an application for re-registration would need to show that it was ‘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.
LAND REGISTERED ‘WITHOUT APPLICATION’ BY THE REGISTRATION AUTHORITIES
The figures in the above Table include land that was registered by the CRAs ‘without application’. A period of six months (Jan–June 1970) was allowed for this power to be exercised after the registers had been closed to applications. Its use, however, was not restricted to this period. In some cases, the CRA adopted an active role and may well have pre-empted applications that would have otherwise been made by parish councils, voluntary sector organisations or members of the public. In Devon, for example, 53% of ALL land registrations were made by the CRA; all but a few of these were made during the first registration period (i.e. before July 1968); and nearly a half were made in the six months immediately following the opening of the registers (Jan–Jun 1967). 
It was not unusual for registrations of this kind to be subsequently withdrawn/modified without referral to a commissioner, or under a ‘Decision by Consent’. There should be no room for doubt that these cases come within the criteria defined by Schedule 2(4). It should, i.e., be accepted that, for the purposes of Schedule 2(4)(5): (i) registrations made by a Commons Registration Authority constitute ‘an application’; and that, (ii) where the registration was withdrawn or modified by the CRA, it is to be assumed that this was as the result of an objection, even where no formal objection is recorded in the register. 
There are obvious parallels between the power of the CRA under the 1965 Act to register land ‘without application’ and the power to make proposals under the current Pt 1 provisions (cf Guidance to commons registration authorities, 7.18.1: ‘A proposal is in essence an application by the registration authority to itself’). 
