
IN THE MATTER OF AN APPLICATION FOR THE REGISTRATION AS A TOWN OR 

VILLAGE GREEN OF LAND KNOWN AS “BELLE VUE PLAYING FIELDS” AT BELLE 

VUE, CONSETT, COUNTY DURHAM  

 

 

ADDITIONAL RESPONSE OF THE APPLICANT TO THE INSPECTOR’S THIRD 

REPORT  

 

1. Following a personal visit by a member of the Consett Green Spaces 

Group to the National Archives in Kew, I present new evidence which 

relates to the purposes for which Consett Urban District Council 

acquired the 44 acres at Belle Vue, and evidence that whilst some 

parts of the land were purchased and held as public walks and 

pleasure grounds, other parts were purchased and held as allotments. 

2. I believe that this evidence supports my earlier submission in so far as 

it evidences more than one statutory purpose for which the land was 

held. The evidence also disproves my previous belief that the land 

developed as the Dale Avenue housing development (now the 

Oakdale Estate) was probably not held as public walks and pleasure 

grounds. 

3. The first letter in the series of letters and notes appended to this 

document (NA1 & NA2) dated 22nd November 1935 - more than six 

months before the completion of the purchase of the 44 acres - makes 

it clear that the council purchased the land with only two immediate 

requirements for it. One is in paragraph 3 where the council is 

described as having already started work on a road described as 

“Hartington Street Extensions”, the other in paragraph 5 where the 



land is described as suitable for building housing “to-day”. This land 

was the 6.801 acres which would become the Dale Avenue/Oakdale 

Estate by 1938. 

4. Other than that the council intends to build a second road, Dale 

Avenue (marked as a track on the original conveyance, Appendix 7 to 

the Inspector’s First report) which is now Ashdale.  

5. It is only in very general terms that, in paragraph 4, “it is anticipated” 

that the council will need to “extend” the playing facilities which it 

had recently created in the land to the South West of the Dale Avenue 

Estate, marked “Recreation Ground” and clearly shown on the 1938 

Ordnance Survey map submitted to the inspector with my initial 

submission. 

6. In addition the council states that it wants to make use of the shale 

and clinker for footpath and other works, intends to continue to let 

both the allotments and the rest of the land for income, and has an 

eye to selling off land on the outer fringes for building. 

7. It is clear that this is an “opportunist” purchase. It states quite frankly 

that the council “do not require this land immediately”, and they 

“would not have bought it now had it not come on the market.” It is 

clearly not a blueprint to create extensive public walks and pleasure 

grounds, though it does anticipate the use of some of the land to 

extend its existing playing facilities.  

8. Notes from the Ministry of Health (NA3 & 4) which follow show 

internal disagreement about the suitability of the 6 acres land 

referred to in para 3 for immediate housing, and the possibility of the 

council purchasing part of the land under one statutory authority with 



prior agreement to using the device of appropriation for housing 

when convenient. 

9. The responding letter from the Ministry of Health on January 2nd 1936 

(NA5) asks for a plan distinguishing “the various purposes in view”. 

The clear implication of this is that the Minister recognises that there 

is not a single or unified purpose for the purchase of the land.  

10. By February 12th (NA6) the Minister approves the purchase in 

principle, but does not accept the suitability of any of it for building 

for some time, and suggests a formula of the purchase being 

“regarded as” for two statutory grounds – as public walks and 

pleasure gardens and as allotments. A later note by a civil servant (see 

para 15) makes it clear that the description of parts of this land as 

public walks and pleasure grounds is “nominal” and “mainly classed 

such for convenience of purchase”. The letter from the Ministry of 

Agriculture makes it clear that the purchase of parts of the land for 

allotments will be subject to the financial requirements of the 

Allotments Acts, 1908 to 1925. 

11.  In this letter the Minister of Health requests a revised plan with a 

clear division between two classes of use; public walks and pleasure 

grounds and allotments. 

12. The Minister of Health clearly gets the plan he has asked for because 

his letter of 21st April 1936 (NA7) refers to it and the plan’s onward 

transmission to the Minister of Agriculture. The Minister of 

Agriculture’s view is that the area allocated for allotments is 

inadequate. The letter requires a new plan, with accurate figures, 

distinctive colouring and revised allocation between allotments and 

public walks and pleasure gardens.  



13. This, then, is the position just days before the Council and the 

Trustees of Christ’s Hospital in Sherburn sign the conveyance of the 44 

acres on May 9th 1936. 

14. In the light of this it makes complete sense that the formula used in 

the conveyance is that the land is conveyed to the council “for 

purposes for which they are authorised by statute to acquire land”. 

There was not a single purpose, there were purposes (plural) and so 

more than one statute involved. 

15. The next papers submitted (NA8-11) are minute sheets from section 

IIA of the Ministry of Health (which appears to have been sympathetic 

to the council building housing at Dale Avenue from the outset) and 

show that Consett UDC continued to lobby hard for the use of the 

Dale Avenue area for housing. They get their wish with rapid 

agreement to appropriation of the land for housing – a route originally 

signalled by section IIA in December 1935. Clearly the site intended 

for the Dale Avenue housing estate had been included as “public 

walks and pleasure grounds” because a handwritten note from the 

ministry reads: “Altho this land was nominally required for p.w.p.g. it 

was mainly classed such for convenience of purchase.” 

16. This explains what I considered improbable in para 4 of my Response 

to the Inspector’s Third report - that Consett UDC should purchase 

land already in use as allotments for the purpose of creating public 

walks and pleasure gardens, and then almost immediately appropriate 

it for housing. The trail provided by this correspondence shows exactly 

why the council would do that – because it had a prior indication from 

the Minister of Health that he would approve an appropriation for 

housing. The council had no such indication from the Minister of 



Agriculture, and it was therefore in the council’s interests to designate 

that section of land as “public walks and pleasure grounds” in its 

allocation. 

17. It is a matter of great regret that the files at the National Archive 

contained none of the plans referred to by the Ministry of Health, and 

clearly supplied to it, showing the detailed allocation of land within 

the 44 acres. The only plans stored within the file were a range of 

plans for the Dale Avenue Estate. What we do know, however, is that 

6 acres of the land designated as public walks and pleasure grounds 

comprised the Dale Avenue site. The Inspector has already concluded 

that other areas were indicated by the conveyances produced by the 

objector all of which referred to the Western side of the land. What 

we have no details of is the final allocation between public walks and 

pleasure grounds and allotments at the time of purchase, and how 

that relates to the land subject to the Village Green application. 

18. The crux of the inspector’s third report, I believe, is in paragraph 23; 

that is his conclusion that in the absence of sufficient evidence 

suggesting that different parts of the land were held for distinct 

statutory purposes he is led to support the inference which the 

objector seeks him to make that the whole of the land was held for 

the purpose of public walks and pleasure grounds. 

19. I hold that the evidence found within the papers of the Ministry of 

Health at the National Archive provides compelling contemporaneous 

evidence that the whole of the 44 acres of “land at Number One” was 

not purchased or held exclusively for the purpose of public walks and 

pleasure grounds. That being so, it is not possible to determine that all 



or any of the application land was held as such, and therefore its users 

used it “as of right” rather than “by right.” 

20. I therefore urge the inspector to recommend the Commons 

Registration Authority to register the application land as a village 

green. 

 

 

John Campbell 

81 Villa Real Road 

Consett 

DH8 6BL 
























