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APPLICANTS STATEMENT 

 

Our reference- South Heighton A 
 

THE APPLICATION ROUTE 
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(The base map is the first edition of the Ordnance survey six inch to the mile map, chosen 
because it clearly shows the route and because most of the significant features, such as the 
river and the main line railway are still in place) 

 
The application route runs from  an end-on junction with footpath Tarring Nevill 1 at the 
parish boundary at  grid reference 544395 103008 to the riverside path South Heighton 17, 
at grid reference 544391 102555 
 
The route is in South Heighton  Parish,.  
 
None of it is currently on the definitive map or statement. 
 
Application is being made to add the route to the definitive map and statement as a footpath. 
The path being applied for is referred to here as the “application route”. 
 

The path as a whole 
 

 
 
The application route is part of a path that runs from the main road at Tarring Neville to the 
bank of the River Ouse.  The northern part of the route is in Tarring Neville parish and is 
recorded on the definitive map and statement as Tarring Neville footpath 1. 
 
References in this document to “the path as a whole” refer to the whole route from Tarring 
Neville to the River. 
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1. DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE OF HIGHWAY STATUS 

1.1.1 In order to be able to modify the definitive map and statement, the surveying 
authority needs to have a discovery of evidence which shows, that it can reasonably be 
asserted  that highway rights exist.   

Whilst no single piece of evidence is conclusive, I believe that, take as a whole, the pieces of 
evidence demonstrate highway reputation over many years  

2. HISTORIC MAPS 

2.1.1 The claimed route does not appear on any early, privately produced maps. I do not 
think anything can be inferred from this as these maps rarely showed footpaths 

3. FIRST EDITION OF THE ORDNANCE SURVEY 1” MAP 

3.1.1 The.application route does not appear on the first edition of the Ordnance Survey 1” 
map. I do not think that anything can be inferred from this as footpaths did not normally 
appear on these maps 

4. TURNPIKE PLANS 

4.1.1 Organisations wishing to build turnpikes were required to show the owners of all the 
land within a certain distance of the proposed turnpike, and to place this information on 
deposit so that it could be inspected by the public and objections made, before Parliament 
would give the powers needed for the road’s construction. Records were well researched as 
mistakes would have been costly with the possibility of the private bill being thrown out and a 
rival organisation being given permission. 

4.1.2 There are no turnpike plans relevant to this application. 

5. INCLOSURE RECORDS 

5.1.1 The application route does not appear to be covered by any inclosure. order 

6. TITHE RECORDS 

6.1.1 The Tithe Commutation Act of 1836 enabled tithes to be converted into a monetary 
payment system. Maps were drawn up to show the tithe-able land in order to assess the 
amount of money to be paid. 

6.1.2 The tithe process received a high level of publicity as landowners would be 
particularly keen not to be assessed for more tithe payment than necessary. No-titheable 
land deemed to be unproductive was usually excluded from the process. It is common 
therefore for no tithe to be payable on roads, although wide grass drovers roads could carry 
a tithe as they were sued as pasture.  It was in the interest of landowners for untithed roads 
to be shown correctly to minimise their payments. Footpaths and bridleways were more 
likely to be at least partially productive (for example as pasture). Therefore, although the 
process was not directly concerned with rights of way, inferences can be drawn from tithe 
documents regarding the existence of public rights, and in particular, public vehicular rights.  
In some cases highways are coloured in yellow or sienna to indicate public status. Tithe 
maps and apportionments for East Sussex are available on line on the East Sussex County 
Council web site at 
https://apps.eastsussex.gov.uk/leisureandtourism/localandfamilyhistory/tithemaps/   
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6.1.3 Tithe maps are also held at the national archive where access is given via access to 
the Geneologist web site 

6.1.4 The map below is taken from this web site.  The application route is not shown. 

 

The map shows that the application route passed through land parcels 1,2 and 4. The East 
Sussex web site has information about these apportionments.  This information is set out 
below. 
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I think only a very limited amount can be inferred from this information.  An examination of 
the South Heighton tithe map reveals that footpaths were not shown on it.  The link below 
will take you to the map on the East Sussex Council web site.  The link is to the part showing 
the application route, but you can navigate round the whole map. 

https://apps.eastsussex.gov.uk/leisureandtourism/localandfamilyhistory/tithemaps/MapView
Dual.aspx?ID=112709&X=544482.508&Y=103020.0965&SF=1.5875&Ref=&L=tm_south_he
ighton&px=0&py=0 

However, it should be noted that the land through which the application route is described as 
“pasture”.  This is compatible with the existence of a footpath. 

7. RAILWAY, CANAL, RIVER AND SIMILAR DEPOSITED PLANS 

7.1.1 Companies wishing to build railways or canals or similar were required to show the 
owners of all the land within a certain distance of the proposed railway, and to place this 
information on deposit so that it could be inspected by the public and objections made, 
before Parliament would give the powers needed for the railway’s construction 

7.2 The railway deposited plan 

7.2.1 The 1845 deposited plan for the railway that railway that was built between Lewes 
and Seaford is held at the East Sussex Record Office at the Keep under reference 
QDP/218/1. The book of reference for the same railway is held under reference QDP/218/2. 
They are reproduced as appendices 1 and 2 in this statement. 

7.2.2 Below is the relevant section of the plan 
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7.2.3 Here is the relevant extract from the book of reference. 

 

7.2.4 Neither records the application route.  This may be because the application route 
came into existence later or it may be that the deposited plan is inaccurate. 
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8. THE LONDON BRIGHTON AND SOUTH COAST RAILWAY ACT 
1914 

8.1.1 From time to time the London, Brighton, and South Coast railway, along with other 
railways, promoted private acts in order to carry out minor work that required legislation. 

8.1.2 In 1914 the Company sought and obtained such an Act.  The act is held at the 
Parliamentary archive under reference Local Act 1914 c. cii. London Brighton and South 
Coast Railway.  It is reproduced in full in appendix 3, but relevant excerpts are set out below. 

 

8.1.3 This section of the act specifies that there is a public footpath running from the road 
on the East side of the railway in Newhaven which crosses the railway and then passes 
along the north quay, which is to be stopped up. This is not part of the application route. 

8.1.4 It also specifies that  there are public footpaths in Piddinghoe and in South Heighton 
which may be stopped up. These footpaths are shown on the deposited plans 
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8.1.5 Section 23 specifies that the paths referred to in section 22 can only be stopped up 
when new paths in Newhaven, Piddinghoe and South Heighton set out in the deposited 
plans have been inspected and seen to be open. 

8.1.6 Section 24 refers to other private rights, emphasising that the paths set out in 
sections 22 and 23 are public. 

8.1.7 The deposited plans for this Act are held at the Keep in a document held under 
reference QDP 727/1 
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8.1.8 The plan of the proposals for Piddinghoe and South Heighton has been extracted 
from that document and is reproduced below.  North is at the top of the map.
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8.1.9 The plan has a key which shows what footpaths are to be stopped and diverted and 
what new footpaths are to be created. 

 

8.1.10 Reading the key with the plan and the Act you can see that the land between the 
railway and river was to be acquired, and the existing paths along the river (ABC) and across 
the land (part of the application way, EB) stopped up, with a replacement footpath crossing 
the north end of the land to be acquired (AE), across the railway on the existing crossing 
(ED), and following the east side of the railway to C.  The proposal specifically did not 
propose to create a new crossing ED, because it was already a right of way. 

8.1.11 There was also an occupation crossing which was to be stopped up. 

8.1.12 The plan below is a close up of the application route.  It shows that the application 
route includes the section B-E-D on the deposited plan 
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8.1.13 The book of reference for this act is held at the Keep under reference QDP 727/2.  
The relevant section is reproduced below: 

 

8.1.14 The parts of the application route covered by the deposited plan and statement are 
all in land portion 3, which covers land on both sides of the railway.  The description includes 
a footpath as well as the towpath. 

8.1.15 The owners include the Parish Council of South Heighton which was the Highway 
Authority up to the 1890s.  By the time of the Act Newhaven Rural District Council were the 
Highway authority, but they steadfastly refused to deal with footpaths, deeming them to be 
the responsibility of parish councils.  There is no reason for a reference to a council to be 
made in the owners list unless the land parcel is subject to public rights of way. 

8.1.16 The railway company never used the powers they had obtained.  The map below is 
take from the current on line East Sussex Council rights of way map  at 
https://www.eastsussex.gov.uk/leisureandtourism/countryside/rightsofway/map/map.aspx 
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8.1.17 It shows that the right of way down the river is still in place.  There has been a 
diversion of the right of way at point C in the deposited plan in recent years.  The map also 
shows that part of the route is closed for maintenance (marked xxxx) 

8.1.18 There is no record of any footpath down the east side of the railway line and Network 
Rail, as successors to the railway company, do not own any land near the application route 
other than the railway line shown on the map above. 

8.2 Conclusion to this section 

8.2.1   The act, together with its deposited plan and statement, shows that there was a 
public right of way between B and E on the deposited plans.  Although this was to be 
stopped up, the fact that the alternative paths were not created means that it remains as a 
right of way 

8.2.2 None of these documents say explicitly that there was an existing right of way 
between D and E.  However it is hard to see the purpose of a public path between B and E if 
it did not continue across the railway and then on to the agreed right of way in Tarring Neville 
parish.  It is also hard to explain the motivation for the railway company if it is not to reduce 
the number of public crossings of its land.  The company was put to the expense of buying a 
substantial plot of land.  It could have no doubt extinguished any private rights by agreement 
at a much cheaper cost. 

8.2.3 The faint possibility of the rights between D and B being only private rights can be 
discounted because of the involvement of a council as having an interest in the land 
recorded in the land and the fact that the Act refers to the stopping up of public paths, when 
the only path to be stopped up which could be public was B-E.  There would be no need to 
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stop up any private rights on B-E because any such rights would almost certainly accrue to 
the landowner, and the railway company was buying the land. 

8.2.4 The documents say nothing about the application route north of point D although the 
route is shown, but it is difficult to see the purpose of the paths in the documents if the route 
north of D was not a continuation of the public path. 

9. QUARTER SESSIONS RECORDS 

9.1.1 Highway functions were discharged by Justices of the Peace in Quarter Sessions 
before powers were handed over to what are now the highway authorities. Court records 
provide conclusive proof of the matters on which decisions were made. 

9.1.2 I have found no relevant quarter session records. 

10. FIRST EDITION OF THE ORDNANCE SURVEY 25 INCH TO 
THE MILE MAP 

10.1.1 Ordnance survey maps usually purport only to show physical features and not legal 
rights.  However the early maps in the first edition series contain valuable extra information 
when cross referenced to the books of reference that were published with them.   

10.1.2 The map below is a copy of the first edition of the Ordnance Survey map taken from 
Old Maps.co.uk at https://www.old-maps.co.uk/#/Map/544590/102737/12/100315 

10.1.3 The application route can be clearly seen.  The change in the way it is portrayed 
results from the fact that the web site has stitched together what was originally two maps to 
make a continuous image. 
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10.2 BOOKS OF REFERENCE/AREA BOOKS 

10.2.1 Area books accompanied the first edition maps contain land use information.  Parcels 
of land were numbered on the maps and the reference book can be used to determine land 
use.  The reference books for East Sussex are held on the open shelves at the Keep 

10.2.2 The application route goes through land parcels 4, 5 and 7.  The area book for South 
Heighton says that were pasture and etc., railway and pasture and etc. respectively.  This is 
compatible with right of way status. 
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10.3 CONCLUSION TO THIS SECTION 

10.3.1 I conclude that the evidence in this section shows that the application route existed 
on the ground at the time the map was surveyed.  This is the first general map of the area 
made to a scale large enough that the path might be expected to be shown, if on the ground. 

11. HIGHWAY AUTHORITY MINUTES and other records 

11.1.1 In East Sussex the majority of roads and other ways were the responsibility of the 
Parish up to 1894. There are no records at the East Sussex County record office at the Keep 
for Heighton Parish for this period.  From 1894 the responsibility passed to district councils, 
with an important exception that main roads could be made the responsibility of the county. 
In 1930 East Sussex county council became the highway authority for roads and other ways. 

11.1.2 I have examined the highway records of Newhaven Rural District Council and have 
not found any relevant material. I have found no reference to any footpaths in most of the 
minutes. The first reference to a footpath I found was in the 1920s, when the council told a 
parish council that footpaths were their responsibility.  Information formerly held by the 
county council is detailed in the section on the first definitive map 

12. INLAND REVENUE VALUATION 

12.1.1 The Finance (1909-10) Act 1910 provided for land valuations to take place across the 
country so that the increase in its value could be taxed. Deductions from the assessable 
value could be claimed by landowners where the land was crossed by a footpath or 
bridleway.  Where a vehicular highway crossed land, it was often omitted from the valuation, 
and shown on the Inland Revenue’s plans as a “white road”. If a route were a private 
vehicular way, then it could be developed, increase in value and so be taxed.  Accordingly, 
private tracks were not usually excluded from the assessable hereditaments 
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12.1.2 The maps were based on the second edition of the ordnance survey 1/2500 series. 
In the extract below the application route can be clearly seen but it is not a white road. 
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12.2 FIELD BOOKS 

12.2.1 The Inland Revenue created Field Books for calculating the value of each numbered 
hereditament on the map.  Where rights of way crossed a hereditament the landowner could 
(but was not obliged to) claim for a reduction in value on account of this.  A deduction made 
for rights of way in a field book is evidence of the existence of rights of way, but the lack of a 
deduction may only be evidence that the landowner chose not to make a claim. 

12.2.2 No claim is recorded in the field books for any of the hereditaments through which 
the application route passed, but I do not think that any inference can be drawn from this as 
there was no obligation to make a claim.  In particular I note that there is a well-established 
right of way through hereditament 203, along the river bank, even though no claim has been 
made. 

13. OTHER MAPS 

13.1.1 Copies of the second edition of the ordnance survey1-2500 map, dated around the 
turn of the 19th/20th century, can be seen as the base map for the inland revenue valuation 
above.  You can see that the application route is clearly shown as “fp” 

13.1.2 The National Library of Scotland has a number of maps covering the application 
route at . 
http://maps.nls.uk/geo/explore/#zoom=16&lat=50.8089&lon=0.0441&layers=176&b=1 

13.1.3 The first edition of the OS 6 inch to the mile map shows the route and labels it “fp” 
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13.1.4 Individual 1-2500 maps can be found the National Library of Scotland at  
http://maps.nls.uk/geo/find/#zoom=12&lat=50.8259&lon=0.0232&layers=64&b=1&point=50.8
116,0.0476 

13.1.5 Here is an extract from the third edition dated 1908 
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13.1.6 Here is the 1939 revision from the same source: 
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13.1.7 You will see that the route is clearly shown in each case and marked “fp” 

13.1.8 The National Library of Scotland also displays an OS one inch map showing the 
route dated 1945-47 at 
http://maps.nls.uk/geo/explore/#zoom=15&lat=50.8083&lon=0.0460&layers=12&b=1 

 



Page 22 of 40 
 

 

 

 

The route is not shown on the 7th edition of the ordnance survey one inch map revised in the 
1950s and does not appear on later maps 

13.2 CONCLUSION TO THIS SECTION 

13.2.1 All ordnance survey maps subsequent to the first edition of the 1-2500 map carry the 
disclaimer that the existence of a route on the map does not mean that it is a right of way.  
But the maps are evidence of what existed on the ground and how it was used. 

13.2.2 The maps are strong evidence that the application route existed on the ground from 
the first maps likely to be of large enough scale to show the route to sometime around the 
second world war. 

13.2.3 Further, I suggest that the designation of “fp” is strong evidence of how the route was 
used and how it appeared on the ground. 

Of course, there can be private footpaths, but this route is part of a path that went from one 
highway to another. Unless it can be shown that there was a place that a private owner 
would have resorted to along the route I suggest that the path as a whole was used to get 
from one highway to the other and that it is likely that this use was by members of the public.  
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14. 1ST DEFINITIVE MAP SURVEY 

14.1.1 A large amount of material from the surveying of the first definitive maps survives in 
East Sussex, both in the records of the rights of way team and at the East Sussex Archive at 
the Keep. In most cases it is possible to see the initial maps drawn up by the parishes, the 
forms filled in by the parish, the survey conducted by members of the Ramblers or other 
organisations, the first draft definitive maps, the minutes of the relevant county council sub-
committee and the first definitive map. Correspondence between the county, district councils 
and the parish also survives in many cases, as do many of the notes of those county officers 
charged with examining inclosure and quarter sessions records. This means that it is 
possible to see what was and what was not examined and taken into account. 

14.1.2 The surveys took account of local knowledge, the 1932 rights of way surveys (mostly 
now lost) and also inclosure and quarter sessions records (although some were missed)  It 
appears that examination of deposited plans and tithe records was inconsistent. There does 
not appear to have been any examination of plans for railway lines that were not built, nor 
any examination of subsequent plans for modifications after initial construction.  No account 
was taken of inland revenue records, which were not then available, and there appears that 
older maps were only consulted in some contentious cases. Council minute books do not 
appear to have been examined. 

14.1.3 A preliminary stage of the process of drawing up the first definitive map and 
statement of rights of way was for the relevant parishes to draw up maps showing what they 
believed to be rights of way. The maps for South Heighton and Tarring Neville are held at 
the Keep under reference CR68/4. The route as a whole appears on these maps. 

14.1.4 Both parishes seem to have been under the apprehension that they did not need to 
include the river tow path.  Although they do not say that it is not a right of way they do not 
include it.  The towpath seems to have been added quickly by the county council. 

Tarring Neville 
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South Heighton 
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Note that the field gates by the railway in South Heighton are labelled b and c. 

14.1.5 The parishes also recorded routes on a double sided record sheet and numbered the 
routes.  Both parishes numbered their parts of the path as a whole with the number 1. These 
records are held at the Keep in a folder for each parish, which also contains the survey done 
by Ramblers members or other walkers as well as related correspondence.  The ffolder for 
South Heighton is held at the Keep under reference CR67/95 for South Heighton and 
CR67/102 for Tarring Neville. Below are the relevant parish records  

Tarring Neville 1 
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14.1.6 Note that the owners are recorded as not disputing the path. 

South Heighton 1 (the application route) 
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14.1.7 Note that, although gate (a) is recorded as locked closed, suggesting that this would 
be recorded if this were the case, the gates over the railway are not so recorded. 

14.1.8 The land owners are also recorded as not objecting. 
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14.1.9 Although the form seems to have been filled in by a member of the Ramblers 
Association, it has been endorsed by a local person, ( presumably the parish clerk). 

14.1.10 It is commented that the path has been used by the public for many years. 

14.1.11 Once the forms had been filled in someone (often a member of the Ramblers 
Association) walked the routes and made a report. 

14.1.12 Here are extracts from the reports for the parishes (held under the references 
for the reports above) for the path as a whole 

Tarring Neville 

 

South Heighton (the application route) 
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14.1.13 The comments are a little difficult to read but on closer inspection can be 
seen to say “The fieldgate at the boathouse cannot be opened as the hinges are broken and 
the gate has been tied up. The path is clearly defined to the railway crossing, but there is a 
tree across rough water meadow.  On reaching the towpath it passes into Piddinghoe Parish 
for a few yards and then turns left at a step stile and alongside the Piddinghoe/Newhaven 
boundary stream. Well used.” 

14.1.14 One stile or gate is noted as needing repair (presumably gate a) but there is 
no mention of locked gates or any other obstruction at the railway crossing, or any 
prohibitive signs.  Given the nature of the survey, we might expect any such obstruction to 
be recorded. 

14.1.15 There is no mention of any obstruction at the railway line in the concluding 
comments either: 
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14.1.16 The path as a whole appeared on the first draft definitive map.  No objections 
were received to the inclusion of the Tarring Neville 1 and it appeared on the first definitive 
map and statement. 

14.1.17 There is little correspondence in the South Heighton Folder, but the Tarring 
Neville folder contains this letter: 
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The author clearly knows the area well and acts in the interests of land owners. He does not 
object to Tarring Neville 1 (and by implication, South Heighton 1) even though he is not 
backward in raising all possible objections, even on land that he clearly does not manage, 
such as the railway quay.  I think it likely that Mr Pickard was agent for the Hampden estate, 
who are the major land owners in the area, and who are likely to have owned the land on 
which the path as a whole runs. 

14.1.18 No objections were received from agricultural land owners to South Heighton 
1 (the application route), but an objection was received from the British Railways Board.  In 
East Sussex objections were initially dealt with by the rights of way sub-committee, advised 
by their clerk. 

14.1.19 The minute book of the Rights of Way sub-committee held at the Keep  under 
reference  C/C 11/5/105 contains the following entries: 
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14.1.20  The above is a report from the clerk dated  13/1/55 which recommends 
deletion of South Heighton 1. 

 

14.1.21 The extract above shows that the report was accepted. 

14.1.22 But subsequently the matter came before the committee again.  The 
proceedings are recorded in the minute book held at the keep under the reference 
C/C11/5/106. 
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14.1.23 On 25/9/56 the committee had before them a report by the clerk which 
included the following: 
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14.1.24 It was resolved to agree the recommendations.  See below. The application 
route did not appear on the definitive  map and statement. 

 

14.1.25 The significant points relied on by the committee seem to have been (a) the 
absence of stiles, (b) the contention that the gates were put in by the railway company in 
order to allow Mr Everard access to his land and that they had been locked for some time (c) 
the fact that there has been no complaint of obstruction and (d) the contradictory statements 
of witnesses. 

14.1.26 Against this, it may be said that there seems to be a suggestion of some sort 
of stile within the gate. The fact that Mr Everard needed access to his land does not preclude 
a right of way also existing at the time or coming to being subsequently.  The lack of 
complaints may be accounted for by the fact that people seem to have been able to use the 
path, as the witness statements suggest.  The witness statements do appear to contradict 
themselves, but it must be remembered that in some cases they were trying to recall things 
quite a long time ago. 

14.1.27 No effort seems to have been made to look at any historical evidence other 
than the railway deposited plan and book of reference, or to cross reference the application 
route with Tarring Neville 1.  I suggest that this decision bears the marks of one taken in a 
hurry in the middle of a long and time-consuming exercise, without consideration of all the 
evidence. 

14.2 CONCLUSION TO THIS SECTION 

14.2.1 Against the evidence of the Railway Board must be set the following: 
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(a) The lack of objection by any other landowners, which suggests that they agreed the 
existence of the path.  In particular I note the lack of objection by the land agent, Mr Pickard 
(b) The belief of local people that this is a right of way and had been for many years. 
(c) The evidence of the Sussex Pathfinders’ surveyor, who found no problems with the 
railway gates, even though specifically briefed to note such issues. 
(d) The fact that there is no record of the taking into account the 1914 LBSC Act or the 
The transport board’s evidence is contradicted by the actions of its predecessor in procuring 
the 1914 Act and in failing to object to the description of the path in the sewerage Bill. 

14.2.2 On balance I suggest that the evidence from the process of drawing up the first 
definitive map and statement points towards highway status. 

15. CONCLUSION 

15.1.1 I suggest that the evidence contained in the 1914 railway act strongly supports the 
existence of footpath rights on the application route. 

15.1.2 I submit that the evidence provided by ordnance survey maps from the 1870s 
onwards suggests that the path has been physically in existence since maps of sufficient 
scale to show the route were first created.  The evidence of the surveys done at the time of 
the first definitive map creation, coupled with the disappearance of the path as a whole from 
subsequent mapping, suggests that sometime in the 1930s, 1940s or 1950s the path 
gradually fell out of use, either because of the blocking of the route by the railway company, 
or because of some other obstructions. 

15.1.3 The maps of the Ordnance Survey after the 2nd edition of the 1inch map are not 
evidence of the existence of a right of way.  But they do provide evidence of the existence of 
a path and its use.  If the route was a private way then we have to ask, why would a private 
owner want to use it?  There is only one building that might be visited- the boathouse that is 
on the parish boundary and is mentioned on some maps and in the definitive map surveys.  
But the path continues beyond here and it is unlikely that anyone would want to approach 
the boathouse via the long walk from the nearest road in this direction.   

15.1.4 It could be that the route was used to get animals or farm equipment to the land 
between the railway and the river, but, although the path as a whole is gated, there is no 
evidence that it was used as anything other than a footpath and it was described as such on 
maps. Use as a farm track would imply something much wider and, with one exception on 
one part of the route in the definitive map survey, the route is not described as a track.  The 
route goes between one public highway and another and so I suggest that it was almost 
certainly used by the public as a highway. 

15.1.5 For each individual piece of evidence there are alternative, if unlikely, explanations 
but I suggest that, when added together there is no reason other than the existence of a 
public footpath which explains what all of these documents show.  It is therefore more likely 
than not that the application route is a public footpath. 

16. REQUEST 

16.1.1 I request the surveying authority to add the route to the definitive map and statement 
as a footpath 

APPENDICES 

Appendix 1  deposited plans for the Lewes to Seaford Railway 
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Appendix 2 deposited book of reference for the Lewes to Seaford Railway. 

Appendix 3 London Brighton and South Coast Railway Act 1914 

Appendix 4 LBSC Railway act 1914 deposited plans and book of reference 

 


