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Notice of Meeting  
 

Cabinet Member for Highways, 
Transport and Flooding Recovery  

 

Date & time Place Contact Chief Executive  
Thursday, 17 July 
2014 at 9.30 am 

Room 109, County 
Hall, Kingston-upon-
Thames, KT1 2DN 
 

Anne Gowing 
Room 122, County Hall 
Tel 020 8541 9122 
anne.gowing@surreycc.gov.uk 
 
 

David McNulty 
 

 

If you would like a copy of this agenda or the attached papers in 
another format, eg large print or braille, or another language please 
either call 020 8541 9122, write to Democratic Services, Room 122, 
County Hall, Penrhyn Road, Kingston upon Thames, Surrey KT1 
2DN, Minicom 020 8541 8914, fax 020 8541 9009, or email 
anne.gowing@surreycc.gov.uk. 
 

This meeting will be held in public.  If you would like to attend and you 
have any special requirements, please contact Anne Gowing on 020 
8541 9122. 

 

 
Elected Members 
Mr John Furey  
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AGENDA 
 

1  DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 
To receive any declarations of disclosable pecuniary interests from 
Members in respect of any item to be considered at the meeting. 
 

 

2  PROCEDURAL ITEMS 
 

 

2a  Member's Questions 
 
The deadline for Member’s questions is 12pm four working days before 
the meeting (11 July 2014). 
 

 

2b  Public Questions 
 
The deadline for public questions is seven days before the meeting (10 
July 2014). 
 

 

2c  Petitions 
 
The deadline for petitions was 14 days before the meeting, and no 
petitions have been received. 
 

 

3  REQUEST TO ADOPT A NEW ROAD AT PURBECK CLOSE, 
MERSTHAM 
 
Transport Development Planning wishes to enter into a Section 38 
Agreement with Raven Housing Trust to provide new highway as 
replacement for the stopping up of the existing highway at Purbeck Close 
in order to enable development of 40 mixed tenure residential dwellings.  
 
In line with Surrey County Council’s current policy on adoption, the 
Cabinet Member, under the Scheme of Delegation, is asked to give 
authority to adopt a new road between Purbeck Close and Fieldoaks Way 
with a pedestrian / cycle link to Portland Drive as set out in Annex 1. 
 

(Pages 1 
- 18) 

4  POUND FARM, OLD LANE, MARTYRS GREEN 
 

The owner of Pound Farm, Old Lane, Martyrs Green has requested the 
County Council apply to the Magistrates Court for an order to be made 
removing (stopping up) the highway rights over a piece of land adjacent to 
their property. Their reason for wishing this to be done is to take 
responsibility for the land in question. 

The Cabinet Member is asked to decide whether an application for a 
stopping up order should be made. 
 

(Pages 
19 - 24) 

5  MINNICKFOLD COTTAGE, ANSTIE LANE, COLDHARBOUR 
 

The owner of Minnickfold Cottage, Anstie Lane, Coldharbour has 
requested the County Council apply to the Magistrates Court for an order 
to be made removing (stopping up) the highway rights over a piece of land 
adjacent to their property. Their reason for wishing this to be done is to 
take responsibility for the land in question. 

The Cabinet Member is asked to decide whether an application for a 
stopping up order should be made. 

(Pages 
25 - 30) 
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David McNulty 
Chief Executive 

Published: Tuesday 8 July 2014 
 
 

MOBILE TECHNOLOGY AND FILMING – ACCEPTABLE USE 
 

Those attending for the purpose of reporting on the meeting may use social media or mobile 
devices in silent mode to send electronic messages about the progress of the public parts of 
the meeting.  To support this, County Hall has wifi available for visitors – please ask at 
reception for details. 
 
Anyone is permitted to film, record or take photographs at council meetings with the 
Chairman’s consent.  Please liaise with the council officer listed in the agenda prior to the start 
of the meeting so that the Chairman can grant permission and those attending the meeting can 
be made aware of any filming taking place.   
 
Use of mobile devices, including for the purpose of recording or filming a meeting, is subject to 
no interruptions, distractions or interference being caused to the PA or Induction Loop systems, 
or any general disturbance to proceedings. The Chairman may ask for mobile devices to be 
switched off in these circumstances. 
 
It is requested that if you are not using your mobile device for any of the activities outlined 
above, it be switched off or placed in silent mode during the meeting to prevent interruptions 
and interference with PA and Induction Loop systems. 
 

Thank you for your co-operation 
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SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

CABINET MEMBER FOR HIGHWAYS, TRANSPORT AND 
FLOODING RECOVERY 

DATE:  17 JULY 2014 

LEAD 
OFFICER: 

TREVOR PUGH – STRATEGIC DIRECTOR, ENVIRONMENT 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO ADOPT A NEW ROAD AT PURBECK CLOSE, 
MERSTHAM 

 

SUMMARY OF ISSUE: 

 

Transport Development Planning wishes to enter into a Section 38 Agreement with 
Raven Housing Trust to provide new highway as replacement for the stopping up of 
the existing highway at Purbeck Close in order to enable development of 40 mixed 
tenure residential dwellings.  
 
In line with Surrey County Council’s current policy on adoption, the Cabinet Member, 
under the Scheme of Delegation, is asked to give authority to adopt a new road 
between Purbeck Close and Fieldoaks Way with a pedestrian / cycle link to Portland 
Drive as set out in Annex 1. 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
It is recommended that the Cabinet Member, under the Scheme of Delegation and in 
line with Surrey County Council’s current policy, authorise the adoption of new 
highway between Fieldoaks Way and Purbeck Close as replacement for the stopping 
up of the existing highway at Purbeck Close in order to enable development of 40 
mixed tenure residential dwellings as set out in Annex 1 of the submitted. 
 

REASON FOR RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

The request set out in Annex 1 meets Surrey County Council’s current policy on 

road adoption. 

 

DETAILS: 

1. The highway authority has considerable discretion in exercising its powers to 
adopt through a section 38 Agreement under the Highways Act 1980, but there 
are other mechanisms contained in the Act which help to define the legal tests 
for adoption. 

 
What is adoptable? 
 
2. The key adoption tests for roads and streets are that they: 
 

• must be of sufficient public utility;  
• be constructed (made-up) satisfactorily;  
• be kept in repair for a period of 12 months;  
• be used as a highway during that period. 

Item 3
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Current Road Adoption Policy 
 
3. On the 21 December 2010 a new policy was adopted for all of those 

development sites whereby the planning application has been registered 
following this date. Surrey County Council’s natural presumption is to not adopt 
roads, streets, footpaths and cycleways unless they are constructed to a 
satisfactory standard, connect to an existing public maintainable highway, pay 
commuted sums to provide for ongoing maintenance and provided they meet 
the tests set out below. This will include roads that: 

 
- have a wider use than simply providing access to residential or commercial 

properties 
- provide through route(s) (not cul-de-sacs) and that exceed 50 residential 

units (or mixed use equivalent in traffic generation terms) 
- are cul-de-sacs (no through roads) that lead to a county school 
- are bus routes 
- otherwise have a wider public utility 

 
4. A road with public utility is defined as a road that demonstrates a wider benefit 

to the general public and/or access to public services. 
 
5. The County Council will not adopt roads, streets, footpaths and cycleways that 

have no wider highway benefit and that: 
 

- are cul-de-sacs (no-through roads) serving only private dwellings, 
commercial or industrial premises 

- are entrances and drives to flats or apartments, garages or parking courts 
- otherwise have no public utility 

 
6. Attached as Annex 1 is a request for road adoption between Fieldoaks Way, 

Purbeck Close and Portland Drive, Merstham. This relates to an existing 
planning permission, pertaining to a planning application registered after 21 
December 2010 and meets the current tests of the Council’s policy on road 
adoptions, in that it has a wider use than simply providing access to residential 
or commercial properties, as it provides a through route for pedestrians and 
cyclists between two current adopted highways, and in total will service over 50 
dwellings.  

 
7. It should also be noted that part of the adoption is effectively ‘replacement’ 

highway as a result of a stopping up order to enable the associated 
development referred to above. 

 

CONSULTATION: 

8. Full consultation has taken place as part of the planning process carried out by 
Reigate & Banstead Borough Council. Local residents were notified in writing of 
the planning application, details of which were available to view on-line and at 
the Borough Office.  

9.  The stopping up order and proposed new highway has also been subject to 
consultation as part of the National Transport Casework Team, Department for 
Transport process. Copies of the draft order and relevant plan were made 
available for viewing at South Merstham Post Office for 28 days from 01 May 
2014.   Page 2
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RISK MANAGEMENT AND IMPLICATIONS: 

10. There are no risks attached as a result of the proposal within this report.  

FINANCIAL AND VALUE FOR MONEY IMPLICATIONS:  

11. The costs associated with the proposed adoption and future maintenance will 
be fully met by the developer involved.  This includes all construction costs, 
commuted sums (which provide for future maintenance costs over a 30 year 
period) where necessary and all Surrey County Council fees. 

SECTION 151 OFFICER COMMENTARY:  

12. The Section 151 Officer confirms that all material financial and business issues 
and risks have been considered in this report. The financial implications are 
explained in paragraph 11.  

LEGAL IMPLICATIONS – MONITORING OFFICER: 

13. A refusal to adopt could be challenged and would have to be defended at a 
Magistrates’ Court hearing.  

EQUALITIES AND DIVERSITY 

14. There are no equalities implications associated with this adoption. 

CLIMATE CHANGE/CARBON EMISSIONS IMPLICATIONS 

15. The County Council attaches great importance to being environmentally aware 
and wishes to show leadership in cutting carbon emissions and tackling climate 
change. The proposal within this report will have no impact on carbon 
emissions.  

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT: 

16. Legal Services will be instructed to enter into a Section 38 Agreement with 
 Raven Housing Trust. It is anticipated the road will be completed by August 
 2015 and become adopted highway in August 2016. 
 

Contact Officer: 
Kerry James, Principal Transport Development Planning Officer - 020 8541 9816 
 
Consulted: 
Wide consultation as part of the planning process and stopping up process.  
 
Annexes: 
Annex 1 – Location Plan, Agreement Plan, Stopping Up Plan.  

 
Sources/background papers: 
Highways Act 1980 – Section 38. 
Town and Country Planning Act 1990 
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Annex 1 

 
REQUEST TO ADOPT A NEW ROAD 
 
PROPOSED SECTION 38 AGREEMENT (HIGHWAYS ACT 1980) 
 
PURBECK CLOSE MERSTHAM 
 
Planning Application 
Reference: 
 

 
13/01500/F 

Developer 
 

RAVEN HOUSING TRUST 

Site Address:  
 
LAND PARCEL 1 PURBECK CLOSE MERSTHAM SURREY 
 
 

Brief Description of Works 
(including the number of 
units which are to be 
served): 

 
ERECTION OF 40 MIXED TENURE RESIDENTIAL DWELLINGS 
WITH ASSOCIATED PARKING, WITH STOPPING UP ORDER 
AND PROPOSED REPLACEMENT HIGHWAY 
 
 
 
 
 

Total Length of Road to be 
adopted: 
 

APPROX 300M 

List of Attached 
Documents: 
 

- Decision Notice 
- Section 38 Layout 
- Site Location Plan 
- Stopping up plan 

 

Other Comments:   
 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 
 
 
Based on the information provided, as Cabinet Member, I give consent/ I do not give consent for the 
highway layout to be adopted in line with Surrey County Council’s current Road Adoption Policy. 
Transportation Development Planning may/ may not instruct Legal Services to prepare a Section 38 
Agreement on behalf of Surrey County Council and the Developer.  

 
Signed : 
 
 
 
Date: Page 5
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SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

CABINET MEMBER FOR HIGHWAYS, TRANSPORT AND 
FLOODING RECOVERY 

DATE: 17 JULY 2014 

LEAD 
OFFICER: 

TREVOR PUGH, STRATEGIC DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED POUND FARM, OLD LANE, MARTYRS GREEN 

 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUE: 

 

The owner of Pound Farm, Old Lane, Martyrs Green has requested the County 
Council apply to the Magistrates Court for an order to be made removing (stopping 
up) the highway rights over a piece of land adjacent to their property. Their reason for 
wishing this to be done is to take responsibility for the land in question. 

The Cabinet Member is asked to decide whether an application for a stopping up 
order should be made. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
It is recommended that an application be made to the Magistrates’ Court for an order 
stopping up the land identified on the plan at Annex 1 as highway, in accordance with 
the provisions of Section 116 and 117 of the Highways Act 1980 and subject to the 
conditions of the County Council’s approved policy on stopping up applications. 
 
REASON FOR RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

The land in question is deemed surplus to highway requirements and on completion 
of a successful application the County Council would be relinquished from any future 
maintenance liability. 

 

DETAILS: 

1. When a request is received for the highway rights over highway land to be 
removed and the Cabinet Member for Highways, Transport and Flooding 
Recovery considers that it is no longer necessary for the land to be part of the 
highway, the County Council will, subject to the conditions contained in the 
policy approved by the Cabinet on 21 December 2010, apply to the 
Magistrate’s Court for an order stopping up the land as a highway. 

2. The land subject of the proposed application is a grass verge and parking 
area associated with the adjoining property. It was once the route of Old Lane 
which was realigned some time in the 1950s. Although it continues to be part 
of the publicly maintainable highway it has not been required for highway 
purposes since that time. 

3. The land is currently unregistered and the owners of Pound Farm will seek to 
register a title to the land on the completion of a successful stopping up 
application. 

Item 4
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CONSULTATION: 

4. Before making an application to the Magistrate’s Court for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to do so on the 
district/borough council and the parish council if there is one. If either council 
objects to the making of the application within two months of the date of 
service of the notice it may not be made. 

5. At least 28 days before the making of an application for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to apply for the order 
on: 

• the owners and occupiers of all lands adjoining the highway;  

• any utility company having apparatus under, in, upon, over, along or 
across the highway; 

• if the highway is a classified road, the Minister for Transport, 
district/borough council and parish council if there is one. 
 

Notices must also be displayed on site and published in the London Gazette 
and at least one local paper 28 days prior to the making of the application. 

RISK MANAGEMENT AND IMPLICATIONS: 

6. The County Council’s policy regarding applying for stopping up orders on 
behalf of a third party has been drafted to ensure that the Council is 
indemnified against all risks associated with the making of an application for a 
stopping up order. Providing the policies are adhered to and correct 
procedures are followed any risks will lie with those requesting the stopping 
up. 

Financial and Value for Money Implications  

7. The applicant is to pay all costs associated with the application for a stopping 
up order. There is no financial cost to the County Council. 

Section 151 Officer Commentary  

8. The S151 Officer confirms that all material financial and business issues and 
risks have been considered in this report. 

Legal Implications – Monitoring Officer 

9. The County Council’s policy on applying for stopping up orders was drafted to 
meet the requirements of the Highways Act 1980 (“the Act”). Section 116 of 
the Act provides the power for a highway authority to apply to the Magistrates’ 
Court for an order stopping up a highway, or part of a highway. Section 117 
enables a highway authority to apply for a stopping up order on behalf of a 
third party. Schedule 12 of the Act determines the form of notices that must 
be given in connection with an application for a stopping up order. 
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Equalities and Diversity 

10. The equalities impact assessment that was carried out when the County 
Council’s policy on stopping up was approved by the Cabinet in December 
2010 identified potential positive and negative impacts on the age, disability, 
gender and belief/faith strands, as well as potential social exclusion issues. 
As the process for applying for a stopping up order includes opportunities for 
anyone who feels they may be disadvantaged to object and, if they wish, be 
heard in court, the assessment did not identify any actions necessary to 
address the potential negative impacts. 

11. It is not anticipated that the stopping up of the land in question will 
disadvantage any group with protected characteristics. 

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT: 

12. When the applicant has deposited sufficient monies with the County Council 
to cover the cost of making an application for a stopping up order, the process 
of making the application will commence. 

13. Before making an application to the Magistrates’ Court for a stopping up order 
to be made the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to do so 
on the district/borough council and the parish council if there is one. If either 
council objects to the making of the application within two months of the date 
of service of the notice it may not be made. 

14. At least 28 days before the making of an application for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to apply for the order 
on: 

• the owners and occupiers of all lands adjoining the highway;  

• any utility company having apparatus under, in, upon, over, along or across 
the highway; 

• the Minister for Transport, district/borough council and parish council if there 
is one, if the highway is a classified road. 

15. Notices must also be displayed on site and published in the London Gazette 
and at least one local paper 28 days prior to the making of the application. 

16. In accordance with clause 3 of the County Council’s policy regarding requests 
for the removal of public rights over roads, any unresolved objections will be 
reported to the Guildford Local Committee for a decision on whether to 
continue with the making of an application to the Magistrates’ Court for a 
stopping up order to be made. 

 
Contact Officer: 
George Emmett, Highway Boundary Team Leader, Tel: 020 8541 7446 
 
Consulted: 
Trevor Pugh, Strategic Director of Environment and Infrastructure 
John Furey, Cabinet Member for Highways, Transport and Flooding Recovery 
Jason Russell, Assistant Director, Highways Page 21



4 

Bill Barker, County Councillor 
Robin Brind, Parish Councillor 
John Hilder, Area Highways Manager 
Nancy El-Shatoury, Legal Services 
Tony Orzieri, Financial Services 
Satish Mistry, Legal Dept, Guildford Borough Council 
 
Annexes: 
Annex 1 – Plan: Land subject of proposed application – Pound Farm 
 
Sources/background papers: 
Sections 116 & 117 and Schedule 12, Highways Act 1980: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1980/66 
 
Report to the Cabinet on 21 December 2010 titled “Policy Regarding the Removal of 
Public Rights Over Roads and Highway Land” (item 12). 
http://mycouncil.surreycc.gov.uk/celistdocuments.aspx?MID=466&DF=21%2f12%2f2
010&A=1&R=0&F=embed$Item%2012%20-
%20Policy%20regarding%20the%20removal%20of%20Public%20Rights%20over%2
0Roads%20and%20Highway%20Land.htm 
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SURREY COUNTY COUNCIL 

 

CABINET MEMBER FOR HIGHWAYS, TRANSPORT AND 
FLOODING RECOVERY 

DATE: 17 JULY 2014 

LEAD 
OFFICER: 

TREVOR PUGH, STRATEGIC DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

SUBJECT: PROPOSED STOPPING UP OF LAND AT MINNICKFOLD 
COTTAGE, ANSTIE LANE, COLDHARBOUR 

 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUE: 

 

The owner of Minnickfold Cottage, Anstie Lane, Coldharbour has requested the 
County Council apply to the Magistrates Court for an order to be made removing 
(stopping up) the highway rights over a piece of land adjacent to their property. Their 
reason for wishing this to be done is to take responsibility for the land in question. 

The Cabinet Member is asked to decide whether an application for a stopping up 
order should be made. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 
It is recommended that an application be made to the Magistrates’ Court for an order 
stopping up the land identified on the plan at Annex 1 as highway, in accordance with 
the provisions of Section 116 and 117 of the Highways Act 1980 and subject to the 
conditions of the County Council’s approved policy on stopping up applications. 
 
REASON FOR RECOMMENDATIONS: 

 

The land in question is deemed surplus to highway requirements and on completion 
of a successful application the County Council would be relinquished from any future 
maintenance liability. 

 
DETAILS: 

1. When a request is received for the highway rights over highway land to be 
removed and the Cabinet Member for Highways, Transport and Flooding 
Recovery considers that it is no longer necessary for the land to be part of the 
highway, the County Council will, subject to the conditions contained in the 
policy approved by the Cabinet on 21 December 2010, apply to the 
Magistrate’s Court for an order stopping up the land as a highway. 

2. The land subject of the proposed application forms part of the publicly 
maintainable highway consistent with historic mapping including the Tithe 
sheet for the area meaning that it is ancient highway (was in existence prior to 
1835). 

3. The land is currently unregistered and the owners of Minnickfold Cottage will 
seek to register a title to the land on the completion of a successful stopping 
up application. 

Item 5
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CONSULTATION: 

4. Before making an application to the Magistrate’s Court for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to do so on the 
district/borough council and the parish council if there is one. If either council 
objects to the making of the application within two months of the date of 
service of the notice it may not be made. 

5. At least 28 days before the making of an application for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to apply for the order 
on: 

• the owners and occupiers of all lands adjoining the highway;  

• any utility company having apparatus under, in, upon, over, along or 
across the highway; 

• if the highway is a classified road, the Minister for Transport, 
district/borough council and parish council if there is one. 
 

Notices must also be displayed on site and published in the London Gazette 
and at least one local paper 28 days prior to the making of the application. 

RISK MANAGEMENT AND IMPLICATIONS: 

6. The County Council’s policy regarding applying for stopping up orders on 
behalf of a third party has been drafted to ensure that the Council is 
indemnified against all risks associated with the making of an application for a 
stopping up order. Providing the policies are adhered to and correct 
procedures are followed any risks will lie with those requesting the stopping 
up. 

Financial and Value for Money Implications  

7. The applicant is to pay all costs associated with the application for a stopping 
up order. There is no financial cost to the County Council. 

Section 151 Officer Commentary  

8. The S151 Officer confirms that all material financial and business issues and 
risks have been considered in this report. 

Legal Implications – Monitoring Officer 

9. The County Council’s policy on applying for stopping up orders was drafted to 
meet the requirements of the Highways Act 1980 (“the Act”). Section 116 of 
the Act provides the power for a highway authority to apply to the Magistrates’ 
Court for an order stopping up a highway, or part of a highway. Section 117 
enables a highway authority to apply for a stopping up order on behalf of a 
third party. Schedule 12 of the Act determines the form of notices that must 
be given in connection with an application for a stopping up order. 
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Equalities and Diversity 

10. The equalities impact assessment that was carried out when the County 
Council’s policy on stopping up was approved by the Cabinet in December 
2010 identified potential positive and negative impacts on the age, disability, 
gender and belief/faith strands, as well as potential social exclusion issues. 
As the process for applying for a stopping up order includes opportunities for 
anyone who feels they may be disadvantaged to object and, if they wish, be 
heard in court, the assessment did not identify any actions necessary to 
address the potential negative impacts. 

11. It is not anticipated that the stopping up of the land in question will 
disadvantage any group with protected characteristics. 

WHAT HAPPENS NEXT: 

12. When the applicant has deposited sufficient monies with the County Council 
to cover the cost of making an application for a stopping up order, the process 
of making the application will commence. 

13. Before making an application to the Magistrates’ Court for a stopping up order 
to be made the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to do so 
on the district/borough council and the parish council if there is one. If either 
council objects to the making of the application within two months of the date 
of service of the notice it may not be made. 

14. At least 28 days before the making of an application for a stopping up order 
the highway authority must serve notice of their intention to apply for the order 
on: 

• the owners and occupiers of all lands adjoining the highway;  

• any utility company having apparatus under, in, upon, over, along or across 
the highway; 

• the Minister for Transport, district/borough council and parish council if there 
is one, if the highway is a classified road. 

15. Notices must also be displayed on site and published in the London Gazette 
and at least one local paper 28 days prior to the making of the application. 

16. In accordance with clause 3 of the County Council’s policy regarding requests 
for the removal of public rights over roads, any unresolved objections will be 
reported to the Mole Valley Local Committee for a decision on whether to 
continue with the making of an application to the Magistrates’ Court for a 
stopping up order to be made. 

 
Contact Officer: 
George Emmett, Highway Boundary Team Leader, Tel: 020 8541 7446 
 
Consulted: 
Trevor Pugh, Strategic Director of Environment and Infrastructure 
John Furey, Cabinet Member for Highways, Transport and Flooding Recovery 
Jason Russell, Assistant Director, Highways Page 27
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Helyn Clack, County Councillor 
Capel Parish Council c/o Jackie Coke (Clerk) 
Anita Guy, Acting Area Highways Manager 
Nancy El-Shatoury, Legal Services 
Tony Orzieri, Financial Services 
Chris Harris, Legal Services, Mole Valley District Council 
 
Annexes: 
Annex 1 – Plan: Land subject of proposed application - Minnickfold 
 
Sources/background papers: 
Sections 116 & 117 and Schedule 12, Highways Act 1980: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1980/66 
 
Report to the Cabinet on 21 December 2010 titled “Policy Regarding the Removal of 
Public Rights Over Roads and Highway Land” (item 12). 
http://mycouncil.surreycc.gov.uk/celistdocuments.aspx?MID=466&DF=21%2f12%2f2
010&A=1&R=0&F=embed$Item%2012%20-
%20Policy%20regarding%20the%20removal%20of%20Public%20Rights%20over%2
0Roads%20and%20Highway%20Land.htm 
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