
This is part of the Government’s wider 
‘Planning for the future’ consultation 
which seeks to reform the planning system.  

What is the current position?

HM Land Registry maintains a public 
register of land ownership in England 
and Wales. In addition to ownership, the 
register contains information relating to legal 
interests over the land. Land Agreements 
may be noted against the title register, but 
there is no obligation to do so. The content 
of Land Agreements is, therefore, largely 
invisible to the public. 

Currently, if a Land Agreement is entered 
into, the beneficiary of the Land Agreement 
can protect its interest by a unilateral 
notice or a restriction on the registered 
title both of which require only the name 
of the beneficiary and the date of the Land 
Agreement to be provided. 

What are the proposed changes?

Broadly, the Government’s proposal seeks 
to collect additional information which 
would allow the public (which includes 
competitors) to identify easily what land is 
subject to a Land Agreement, who is the 
beneficiary of the Land Agreement and on 
what terms control is exercised. 

The proposed change is to remove the 

availability of a unilateral notice as a means 
of protecting a Land Agreement. A party to 
a Land Agreement will have to apply for an 
agreed notice if they wish to protect their 
rights under that Land Agreement. Agreed 
notices are already available as a means 
of protecting property agreements of all 
sorts, but are rarely used by parties to Land 
Agreements because to register an agreed 
notice requires the beneficiary to send a 
copy of the agreement to HM Land Registry. 

Beneficiaries may be tempted to forgo the 
protection of an agreed notice and apply 
for a restriction instead. To prevent this, 
the Government is considering removing 
the availability of a restriction as a way of 
protecting the beneficiaries’ interest.

The consultation also includes a proposal 
to introduce free of charge, a ‘contractual 
control dataset’ providing data on Land 
Agreements which the Government believes 
will enable the property technology sector 
to create tools and applications to reduce 
the time and cost of site identification and 
assessment.

The proposed data requirements for the 
public land register are as follows:

• Contract type;

• Parties to the Land Agreement;

Control of Land: 
Government’s request for information

Welcome
to our first edition
We are all being advised to take care and 
avoid risk to our health at the moment. 
Development is about taking risk – there is 
no guarantee of a successful or profitable 
outcome - but those most likely to succeed 
will have paid proper attention and taken 
good advice on the areas of risk in order 
to make a proper assessment of the 
likely outcome. Members of the public 
and our politicians and those working in 
government and local authorities do not 
always understand or appreciate the risks 
which developers and landowners face as 
they try to bring sites forward for the “much 
needed homes” the Prime Minister wants 
to “build, build, build.” 

Lawyers are trained to recognise risk, 
to help the clients to make a proper 
assessment of risk, and to find ways of 
mitigating risk. This job becomes more 
difficult in the face of increasing complexity 
in planning and other areas of regulation 
and in the complexity of land interests 
which affect most of the sites now suitable 
for building new homes. 

We hope these articles will demonstrate 
how we can help you to find the right legal 
solutions and provide a solid basis for your 
investment. 
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The Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local 
Government is seeking views on its proposal to 
require additional information to be disclosed 
in relation to certain agreements, such as pre-
emption agreements, option agreements and 
estate contracts (‘Land Agreements’) which it 
considers control land use and availability. 

• Company registration number of the 
parties;

• Legal Entity Identifier Code of the 
parties (a 20-digit alpha-numeric code 
to provide a unique identification of 
corporate entities);

• Effective date of Land Agreement;

• Long stop date; and

• Whether the Land Agreement is in 
perpetuity.

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/907647/MHCLG-Planning-Consultation.pdf 
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But what does this actually mean? Recent case law has affirmed 
the basic principles.

Exception of mines and minerals: the ownership of the minerals 
in the land remains with the original seller of the land (which can 
pass to successors in title) and the land ownership is split into 
different strata. This would give the owner of the minerals a right to 
an injunction against any excavations that went far enough down 
so as to trespass against his property, i.e. the minerals.

Reservation of mines and minerals: a right reserved is reserved 
to the original seller (which can pass to successors in title) to 
extract the minerals and in practice this would require a payment 
of damages if excavations interfered with the minerals below the 
surface of the soil. 

What if the registered title for the property is silent on the 
position of mines and minerals? 

It is common for title to land to make no mention of ownership 
of mines and minerals. There is a presumption that mines and 
minerals are included within the title: however that presumption 
may be set aside by a third party with good evidence of a claim 
to the mines and minerals. Should the owner of the minerals 
come forward they may have a right to extract the minerals and/
or do works on the surface of the land. Steps that can be taken to 
mitigate the risks/provide comfort on the position may include:

• obtaining title indemnity insurance against the risk that 
someone claims to be entitled to exercise the rights in the 
future;

• researching the existence of mines and minerals on the land 
e.g. conveyancing searches will identify whether there are any 
minerals and the nature of the minerals under the property 
which can be investigated further; and

• consult a planning advisor who would be able to give an 
indication of the likelihood of a planning permission being 
granted for the extraction of mines and minerals in the area.

Mines and minerals exclusions:  
The impact on development

Anna Clifford 
Associate 
0345 209 1139 
anna.clifford@clarkewillmott.com

It is proposed that additional information will be required for the 
dataset. This information can be found on pages 27 to 29 of the 
consultation paper.

Why are these changes being brought in?

In its consultation paper, the Government highlights two main 
benefits of greater transparency of the existence and content of 
Land Agreements.

1. The public interest

Greater transparency will allow the public to easily locate land, 
which is subject to Land Agreements, whilst also allowing them 
to identify who has the benefit of such control in their area. The 
Government hopes that greater transparency will help local 
communities to plan the “likely path” for development in their area, 
whilst also enabling the public to hold accountable those who are 
“stalling” development.

2. Improving the development process

If additional information is disclosed, it would be easier for 
developers and planners to locate suitable and available land for 
development. As a result, the Government hopes that this will allow 
smaller developers and builders to enter the residential construction 
market which, in turn, will help to increase the amount of homes 
that are built. 

Control of Land - continued

Cara Snow 
Paralegal  
0345 209 1198 
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Often the registered title to land will state that the mines and minerals are 
excepted and/or reserved from the title. 

mailto:anna.clifford%40clarkewillmott.com?subject=Mines%20and%20Minerals%20exclusions
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1. Residential property holiday 

The SDLT holiday, announced during the Chancellor Rishi Sunak’s 
2020 summer statement, gives residential property purchasers 
an eight-month window within which to purchase a property for 
£500,000, with no SDLT being payable if the property purchase is 
completed at this price or lower. This measure has been welcomed 
as a helpful incentive to the housing sector generally, during a time 
in which the more traditional holidays have been in short supply! 

What has changed?

• If a residential property is purchased between 8 July 2020 
and 31 March 2021 (inclusive), SDLT is only payable on the 
amount paid for the property exceeding £500,000. This means 
that if the purchase price is below £500,000, no SDLT will be 
payable, and the first £500,000 of the price paid for a property 
exceeding this value will attract no SDLT. 

• Corresponding changes have been made to the application 
of the surcharge residential rates which apply to individuals 
purchasing additional homes, or corporate entities acquiring 
residential property. Surcharge rates are 3% above the normal 
rates. For these purchases, the first £500,000 payable will be 
charged at 3% of the price paid. 

• In both cases, the amount of SDLT payable above the 
£500,000 threshold will be charged in accordance with the 
normal and surcharge rates but the overall SDLT bill will be 
less. 

Who can benefit?

• The SDLT holiday applies to the purchase of residential 
property only, and not to commercial property transactions.

• The zero-rated threshold benefits individuals, whether or not 
they own another property.

• Companies also benefit from the 3% surcharge threshold 
being increased to £500,000 from £125,000. 

• The normal or surcharge rates will continue to apply above the 
zero-rate band as applicable but as each rate is only payable 
on the slice of the price falling within the relevant band, so 
individuals and companies benefit from a lower SDLT bill.

Grant of a lease

The nil rate band applied to the Net Present Value (the value of rent 
over the term of the lease at present day prices), by which SDLT is 
assessed upon the grant of a new lease, has also been increased 
to £500,000. 

Non-UK resident surcharge 

The government will introduce a surcharge payable by purchasers 
of residential property in the UK who are non-resident purchasers. 
The government hopes that the surcharge will assist in making 
house prices more affordable by tackling house price inflation, in 
line with their objective of increasing home ownership. 

What has changed?

• From 1 April 2021, a 2% SDLT surcharge will be levied against 
non-UK resident purchasers of residential property in England 
and Northern Ireland, in addition to the SDLT rates otherwise 
payable, for both freehold and leasehold purchases. This will 
mean a further surcharge on the surcharge rates in some 
cases.

• The surcharge will apply in situations where the transaction is 
substantially performed on or after 1 April 2021 and it is not 
anticipated that the measure will apply retrospectively. 

Who is affected?

• Non-UK resident purchasers of residential property in England 
and Northern Ireland. 

• An individual is “UK resident” if, in relation to a chargeable 
transaction, the individual was present in the UK on at least 
183 days during a period of 365 days, falling within the 
relevant period.  

Stamp Duty Land Tax changes 

Great service... Great people...

A number of Stamp Duty Land Tax (SDLT) changes, and proposed 
alterations, have been introduced by the government which will affect 
property transactions carried out within the UK. 

Continued on page 4



The relevant period is noted as the period beginning with 
the day 364 days before the effective date of the transaction 
and ending with the day 365 days following the transaction. 
The legislation provides for repayment of the surcharge for 
individuals who become UK resident following the submission 
of the SDLT return. 

• A company is non-UK resident if it is not resident within the 
UK for taxation purposes. A company registered in the UK 
for taxation purposes will still be non-UK resident where it is 
controlled by one or more persons who are non-UK residents 
(applying the test above) and is not a UK REIT, an OEIC or 
a unit trust scheme. This prevents non-UK resident entities 
purchasing residential property through a UK based subsidiary, 
thereby avoiding the surcharge. 

Relief for housing co-operatives

The government intend to introduce new reliefs from both Annual 
Tax on Enveloped Dwellings (“ATED”) and the 15% rate payable 
for SDLT for qualifying housing co-operatives within the 2020/21 
Finance Bill. 

ATED is an annual charge payable by corporate entities (being 
companies, a partnership where one of the partners is a company 
or a collective investment vehicle) who own residential property 
in the UK, the value of which at acquisition, or later, exceeds 
£500,000. 

A 15% flat rate of SDLT is also payable by entities of this type 
upon the purchase of residential property in England and Northern 
Ireland with a value exceeding £500,000. 

Such measures should allow community led housing co-operatives 
to benefit from considerable savings in respect of both start-up 
costs, and ongoing expenses when acquiring property. 

What’s changed?

• The exemptions would provide relief from both ATED and 
from the 15% flat rate for SDLT for the qualifying housing co-
operatives. 

• Such changes to ATED will be applied retrospectively, and 
therefore qualifying co-operatives will be able to claim a refund 
for the 2020/21 period, in addition for subsequent periods. 

• It was envisaged that these reliefs would be introduced, and 
accordingly take effect, from Autumn Budget Day 2020 (with 
the reliefs from ATED being applied retrospectively from 1 
April 2020). However, the Autumn Budget was cancelled and 
currently the government have not announced the specific 
date of the next Budget and so it is at present unclear when 
these reliefs will be introduced. 

Who can benefit? 

• Qualifying housing co-operatives that acquire and own 
residential property in the UK, the value of which exceeds 
£500,000 for the purposes of ATED, and housing co-
operatives that acquire residential property valued at more 
than £500,00 in England and Northern Ireland, for the 
purposes of SDLT.

• In order to qualify, a housing co-operative will have to satisfy 
the following eligibility criteria:

A. The constitution of such a co-operative should prevent 
members from transferring their membership or share 
capital; 

B. The co-operative will need to be registered by the 
Financial Conduct Authority under the Co-Operative and 
Community Benefit Societies Act 2014; and 

C. The co-operative will have to fall within the definition of 
a co-operative housing association, as defined by the 
Housing Associations Act 1985. 

It is worth noting that such definition appears to indicate that 
co-housing companies set up on a co-operative basis under the 
Companies Act 2006 will be ineligible for the reliefs.
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The government has put forward 
several measures to reform the 
planning system.
One of these is the amendment of the Use Classes Order (in 
England only) which the government believes better reflects the 
diverse uses of buildings in town centres and high streets.

The Town and Country Planning (Use Classes) (Amendment) 
(England) Regulations 2020 (SI 2020 No.757) came into effect on 
1 September 2020 and made a number of amendments to Use 
Classes. 

A campaign group has launched an application for judicial review to 
challenge the amendments, claiming that the new rules have been 
implemented without proper consultation and without parliamentary 
debate. The application was heard at the High Court in October 
and a judgment is awaited. If successful, the changes will be 
annulled and have no legal effect.

What are the changes?

Class E: The main change is the creation of a ‘general commercial, 
business and service use class’ which absorbs previous classes 
A1, A2, A3, B1 and parts of D1 and D2. The new Class E now 
includes retail, food and drink, financial and professional services, 
indoor sport and fitness, medical or health services, nurseries, 
offices and light industry. 

Change of use within the class will not require planning permission 
and, in addition, the changes introduce the concept of ‘part use’ 
allowing change of part of a building to an alternative use within 
the class without consent. Further flexibility for occupiers can be 
gained by or the use of a building for different uses at different 
times of day within Class E without requiring planning permission.

Class F1: Contains the remainder of the previous Class D1, 
namely learning and non-residential institutions including 
educational use, non-commercial galleries, museums, libraries, 
public halls, places of worship and law courts.

Class F2: This class has been created for ‘local community’ uses 
and encompasses part of current Class A1 and D2 to include small 
corner shops, local community halls, swimming pools and outdoor 
recreational areas.

Sui Generis: Some uses have been moved from a Use Class into 
the sui generis category meaning that changes of use to and from 
these uses will now need planning permission. The properties now 
subject to a greater restriction includes, pubs, bars, takeaways and 
cinemas. 

A full summary of the revised use classes is set out in the table at 
the end of this guidance. 

Why have the changes been made?

Over recent years high streets have lost popularity when compared 
with online retailers and larger shopping centres. The impact of the 
COVID-19 pandemic has exacerbated the issue, forcing shops to 
close for months, with some not looking to reopen any time soon.

The Government’s driving factor for the changes has been the 
need to allow buildings in town centres and high streets to be 
repurposed, reflecting the changing demands of society. It will 
therefore be possible for premises to change between uses without 
the need for permitted development rights or planning permissions, 
which will give owners more flexibility when considering mixed use 
premises. 

Changes to Use Classes 
What do the changes mean for Landlords and Tenants?

Existing buildings that are already lawfully used for Class A1, A2, 
A3, B1 and certain D1 and D2 uses will fall within a new single 
Class E and, unless specifically controlled by planning condition, 
will be able to change to other uses within the same class without 
the hassle, delay and cost of obtaining planning permission. 
Transitional provisions affect some of these changes because the 
refences to use classes in the General Permitted Development 
Order will not be changing until 1 August 2021.

Lease provisions often refer to the Use Classes Order when 
defining the permitted use although it is not obligatory. Both parties 
will need to consider whether the new Class E is suitable for use in 
this way. Tenants may welcome the width of class E in determining 
the permitted use but landlords may prefer a tighter rein. Both 
parties should consider the effect on rent review. Landlords should 
also consider management policies for retail centres. 

Tenants usually covenant to obtain the landlord’s consent to seek 
planning consent. If the use provisions permit, planning consent 
will no longer be required for any change of use within Class E. 
Landlords may wish to reconsider these provisions. 

Tessa Vincent 
Trainee Solicitor  
0345 209 1277 
tessa.vincent@clarkewillmott.com

Class from 1 
September 2020

Previous 
Class

Use

E – Commercial, 
Business & Service

A1 Shops (excluding the sale of hot 
food)

A2 Financial and Professional 
Services

A3 Café or restaurant (where the 
consumption of food and drink 
mostly occurs on the premises)

B1 Business (offices, research & 
development and light industry)

D1 Medical & health services, crèches 
and day nurseries

D2 Gyms and indoor recreation

F1 – Learning and 
non-residential 
institutions

D1 Schools, non-residential 
education, training centres, 
museums, public libraries, 
galleries, places of worship and 
law courts

F2 – Local 
Community

A1 Shops less than 280sqm selling 
mostly essential goods at least 
1km from another similar shop

D2 Indoor or outdoor swimming 
pools, outdoor sports and 
recreation facilities (not including 
motor vehicles or firearms)

Sui Generis A4 Public House, wine bar or drinking 
establishment with expanded food 
provision

A5 Hot food takeaway (where the 
consumption of food is mostly 
undertaken off the premises)

D2 Cinema, concert hall, bingo hall, 
dance hall

mailto:tessa.vincent%40clarkewillmott.com?subject=Changes%20to%20Use%20Classes


In both cases land was purchased subject to restrictive covenants. 
The developers obtained planning permission for their proposals, 
but the beneficiaries of the covenants objected to the development 
on the grounds that it was a breach of the restrictions.

The owner of land can apply to the Upper Tribunal to discharge or 
modify restrictive covenant(s) affecting their property on a number 
of grounds. In these cases the developers sought an order to 
discharge or modify the restrictions on the basis that:

1. the restrictive covenant would impede some reasonable user 
of the land; and

2. that the restrictive covenant does not secure any practical 
benefits of substantial value or advantage to anyone entitled to 
the benefit of it.

Usually the Tribunal will accept that the grant of planning 
permission is an indication that the proposal is a reasonable one: it 
then has to decide part two, does the restrictive covenant secure 
an advantage to the beneficiary?

• In the first case, Briant v Baldacchino [2020] UKUT 206 (LC), 
Mr Briant sought to redevelop the house on his property, 
following a fire. He obtained planning permission to construct 
either one larger house or two houses in place of the damaged 
building.  
 

His neighbour, Mr Baldacchino, benefitted from a restrictive 
covenant preventing the erection of ‘any further building of 
any kind’. He objected to the proposed development on the 
grounds that the proposed houses would be either closer 
to his land or substantially more prominent than the existing 
building and would overlook and “dominate” his property 
(which is lower-lying), spoiling its outlook and ‘transforming the 
feeling of openness’ that it currently enjoyed.

• In the second case, Creebray Limited v Deninson and 
Deninson [2020] UKUT 262 (LC), the company sought 
to develop a vacant plot subject to a restrictive covenant 
preventing the construction of any building in front of a 
specified building line. It obtained planning permission for a 
six-bedroom house, the majority of which would lie in front of 
the building line.  
 

Mr and Mrs Deninson, whose adjoining property benefitted 
from the restrictive covenant, objected to the proposed 
development on the grounds that the proposed building 
would overshadow their property, diminish their outlook and 
adversely affect their ‘sense of security’ and privacy.

In both cases, the Upper Tribunal was satisfied that the proposed 
development constituted a reasonable use of the applicant’s 
land and that the restrictive covenant in question impeded such 
use. However, it was also satisfied that both beneficiaries derived 
practical benefits of substantial advantage from the relevant 
restrictive covenant and so both applications for modification were 
refused.

Each restrictive covenant will be interpreted in the context of the 
conveyance or transfer that created it and no case sets a clear 
precedent as each one will be decided on the facts. Where title 
to land indicates the existence of restrictive covenants, further 
investigation is essential. First, we can advise you on whether 
the restrictive covenant is valid and capable of being enforced. 
Secondly we can assist you in determining how the restrictive 
covenants might affect your development proposals and, if 
appropriate, the prospects of negotiating a release or modification, 
before taking any other steps in connection with acquiring and/or 
developing that land. 

There are of course reasons why a developer may wish to acquire 
land and/or apply for planning permission notwithstanding the 
existence of restrictive covenants that could restrict or prevent 
development. However, it should be remembered that the need to 
obtain planning permission is separate to the obligation to comply 
with restrictive covenants.

The courts have jurisdiction to award damages for breach of 
a restrictive covenant but the primary remedy is a permanent 
injunction to restrain the breach which could prove very costly. 
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development proposals
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Two recent cases serve as a 
reminder to consider and take 
advice at an early stage about how 
land that is to be developed may be 
affected by restrictive covenants.

James Mitchell 
Solicitor 
0345 209 1198 
james.mitchell@clarkewillmott.com

Recent government proposals
The government has proposed a draft Community Infrastructure 
Levy (Amendment) (England) (No.2) Regulations 2020 which 
if made will provide that CIL will not be payable in relation to 
First Homes – First Homes is the government’s proposals for 
affordable housing which will provide houses for sale to first-
time buyers at a discount of at least 30%. First Homes will 
then maintain their discount when they are sold on to all future 
purchasers in perpetuity. 

The government has introduced a proposed Conveyancing 
Standards Bill which will establish minimum standards regarding 
searches and assessments of risk whilst imposing obligations 
on local authorities to ensure developers provide evidence 
of compliance with planning conditions. The Bill passed first 
reading without opposition and is due for second reading on 27 
November 2020. 

Anna Clifford 
Associate 
0345 209 1139 
anna.clifford@clarkewillmott.com

Clarke Willmott Property Series 
Throughout our online property series, we aim to cover a wide 
range of topical real estate investor and developer focused 
issues where we will offer practical advice, insight and an 
open discussion of the practical issues confronting our clients 
and contacts. The first webinar in this series is on Tuesday 1 
December at 11am. To register, or to be added to the event 
mailing list, please email events@clarkewillmott.com.

mailto:james.mitchell%40clarkewillmott.com?subject=Considering%20the%20effect%20of%20restrictive%20covenants%20on%20development%20proposals
mailto:anna.clifford%40clarkewillmott.com?subject=Recent%20government%20proposals
mailto:events%40clarkewillmott.com.?subject=Clarke%20Willmott%20Property%20Series
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Third party rights and development

One possible advantage of this slow down, however, is to take the 
opportunity to focus on the legal side of site assembly and consider 
any impediments to development head on. 

Identifying any potential title issues and third-party rights as early as 
possible is key to ensuring a transaction runs smoothly.

Below are some of the common issues that we encounter to which 
developers should give careful consideration. 

Easements

A full and thorough title review will identify any easements to which 
the development site is subject which may include:

• a right of way over the land on foot or by vehicle;

• a right to access to the land to lay and maintain any service 
media; or

• structural support for the benefit of adjoining or neighbouring 
land. 

In addition to considering the title, raising enquiries of the seller 
and investigation of the position on the ground, will help determine 
whether the easements are likely to cause any disruption or 
adversely affect the developer’s proposed development, or whether 
they can be accommodated into any proposed design. If not, 
negotiations with the benefiting landowner may be needed to see if 
an agreement can be reached to release the land from the relevant 
easements.

Rights may be acquired over or under property, including services 
from the surrounding properties, by long use (20 years or more) 
and without any written grant and a site inspection is vital to 
ascertain if there is evidence of rights which are not documented.

In addition, the developer can also use this exercise to determine 
whether it requires any additional easements over any third party 
land in order to carry out its proposed development.

Restrictive covenants

Restrictive covenants have the potential to hinder or, in some 
cases, prevent a developer from carrying out its intended 
development. The first step is to check whether the covenants 
are valid. The next step is to consider the precise wording of the 

covenant, and identify the third party land which benefits from 
the restriction. Indemnity insurance may assist depending on the 
outcome of this review. If insurance is not available, it may be that 
negotiations with the benefiting landowner to amend or release the 
covenant is the only course of action but this is not without difficulty 
and depends upon being confident that every possible benefiting 
party has been identified. 

Public rights 

Ascertaining whether the land is subject to any public rights can be 
tricky. Footpaths and similar may be documented but other rights 
can arise by long usage. Enquiries of the local authority should be 
raised as early as possible in the process to determine whether the 
land is subject to any registered public rights of way and to identify 
their location. An inspection of the site should be carried out to 
determine whether there is evidence of use of the land by the 
public and enquiries made of the seller. Public rights of way may be 
stopped up or diverted (although the time and cost of this will need 
to be factored into the development timetable) but this is not the 
case for other rights e.g. town or village greens. 

Boundaries

Whilst an important task on the developer’s checklist is to ascertain 
the exact location of the boundaries, HM Land Registry title plans 
only provide a general guide. The seller can sometimes help in 
providing information about ownership of boundaries and whether 
they are aware that any boundary features have changed.

Our advice

Whilst the above is just a small example of the issues that a 
developer can face, a thorough title review should always be 
carried out at the outset so that any potential issues can be 
identified and, if possible, addressed as early as possible. A 
number of issues and negotiations may take time to resolve, and 
developers should commence the carrying out of its due diligence 
sooner rather than later to minimise those delays.

With the emergence of COVID-19, it came as no surprise that a number of 
developers decided, in early 2020, to slow or halt progressing potential new 
development sites. 

Gavin Morgans 
Associate  
0345 209 1796 
gavin.morgans@clarkewillmott.com 
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If you would like to receive future editions of Developer De-brief or if you have any comments or suggestions for the newsletter please contact: 
news@clarkewillmott.com

We have a wide breadth of experience across the Commercial Property team advising developers and can use this to provide clients 
with specialist tailored advice given by lawyers with the highest technical ability whilst also providing practical solutions with a pragmatic 
approach. We are able to work with colleagues across the firm to provide full and comprehensive advice on all aspects of a development 
project including planning, construction and new home sales.

Our Commercial Property West development team

Tim Walker 
Partner 
0345 209 1813 
tim.walker@clarkewillmott.com

Our Commercial Property team advises developers and landowners on all 
aspects of the acquisition (both immediate and strategic), promotion and 
onward sale of land for development. 
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Paralegal  
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Further Advice

Should you have any questions regarding any of these articles, please do not hesitate to contact us for more information. Please note 
that this information should not be taken as legal advice and you should not rely on or take any action based on this information. We 
would be pleased to discuss with you any specific legal concerns you may have.
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Solicitor 
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