- ~ MEMORANDUM.

Silver Medals" Awarded for Ship Carpentry.

APPERLEY BRIDGE,

and SHIPLEY.

First Prize, 1898. First Prize, 1899.

From G. E. RAMSEY,

BOAT BUILDER AND "REPAIRER.

a

Estimates Given. Repairs promptly attended to.




Copy .

Leeds & Liverpool Canal Cowmpany,
Commercial Bank Buildings,

BRADPFORD 28th July 1905.
Dear Sir,

Mre White has handed me your letter to Mr Batewman of the
13th instant and conferred with me in regard thereto.

You are under a mlsapprehension as to your rights. You
have only occupled the boat-yard yourselfl Tor a short time and
whatever perlod the Dock may have been £illed by previous -
tenants,wlthoul payment.,would not give them or you any pre-
scriptive right.

8

The amount which Mr White has asked you to pay, viz:- 10/-
eachh time the Dock 1s run off is a reasonable sum,having regard
t0 the cost of the water supply to the Company.,and unless you
are willing to agree t0 pay thls awmount in future, I am -
instructed to glve you notlce to discontinue using the water
of the Canal for the purpose of filling the Dock.

Yours truly,
F. H. HILL,

H.K.

Mr G. E. Ramsey,
Boat Bullder,
APPERLEY BRIDGE.



D ENCLO.c. Zelegrarms, "ARMITAGE, SOLICITOR, LEEDS”

ARMITAGE & SPEIGHT,

SOLICITORS.
5, Greek Street,
J.H. ArRMITAGE, B.A.

Commissioner for Oaths. PArRK RO W,
Davib E.SPEIGHT.

TELEPHONE N9 [784. LEEDS .
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Dear

Sir

Copy -

Leeds & Liverpool Canal Co.
Comnercial Bank Bulldings,

Bradford 18th AugustIIQOB«

S,
SHIPLEY DOCK.
On my return to the offffice I find your letter of the 16th
Instant in regard to this matter. The Dock withh other pro-
perty, was sold and conveyed by thie Trustees of the Will of the

Iate Mr James Atkinson Jowett to the Shipley Urban District
Council in 1904. We acted for the Vendors and we belileve also
for the Purchasers in the transaction. The Vendors could only
convey such rights asg they had in regard to the Dock and the
Conveyance did not contain a grant of any right to i1l the
Dock *rom the Canal. Whatever user former owaners or tenants
of thie Dock enjoyed of the Canal Water for thls purpose was by
the sulferance of the Company. and no prescriptive or other
right can be clalied against the Company by reasorn ol uninter-
rupted user, as the Canal Company are precluded by Statute from
ugilng the water except for Canal purposes. It was doubtless a
convenlence for facilitiles to be provided at Shipley for repailr-
ing boats,and on thils account the f11ling of the Dock from the
Canal without payment may have been overlooked by the Company's

Officials.

Messrs Armitage & Speight.



Within recent times 1t has become much wmore important that
the water supply of the Company should be more careifully safe-
guarded and unless therefore your Client i1s prepared to pay the
small sum asked for the priVilege of Tilling the Dock from time

to time the Company will have no alternative but to take such

w

gteps as may be necessary to prevent the use of the Canal water

T shall be glad.however,to hear that you are prepared to -

s

recomend vour Client to pay the acknowledgment asked.
- N &

Yours faithiully,

FRANK H. HILL.

rs Armitage & Speight,

Solicitors,

Park Row,

T.eeds.
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© ENCLO.cr, Zelegrams, "ARMITAGE, SOLICITOR, LEEDS?

ARMITAGE & SPEIGHT,
SOLICITORS.

5, Greek Street,

J.H.ArRMITAGE, B.A.

Commissioner for Oaths. PARK Row.
DAviD E.SPEIGHT.
TeLEPHONE N9 1784. LEEDS .

2lst mgust, 1905,

Dear Sir,

Shipley Dock.,

We are in receipt of your letter of the 18th. inst.,, We
have written to our client to see up upon the matter, and we think
that after seeing him we shall have 10 ask for an interview with you,

The charge presents itself to our eclient as a very serious
matter indeed, and he 1s very ruch worried after the statements which
were made to him, that this should have come forward at the pPresent
time,

We do not at the moment discuss the legal points in vour

letter as we should 1ike 10 see our client upon the matter hefore

doing so.

Yours truly,

Frank H, Hill,Esq.,



TENCLO s Telegrams, “ARMITAGE, SOLICITOR, LEEDS?

ARMITAGE & SPEIGHT,

SOLICITORS. )
- 5, Greek Street,
J.H ARMITAGE, B.A.
Commissioner for Oaths. PArK RoOw,

DaviD E.SPEIGHT.

TeLeprONE N2 1784, LEEDS .

31st October, 1905,

Dear Sirv,

Shivlay Tock.

Referring to your letter of the 1%th October, we may sad
that since our Mr, Armmitage's interview with vou he has bheen prosecuting
enquiries with regard to this matter, and it is impossihle with his

present information to advise our client as to what is his pro:

'd

ar
cotrse in this ustter,

¥e wish vou could seea vour wey, sesing thaet vour fim scted
for Mr., Atkinson Jowstt, 4o give us more information. If vou have
anything which would =neble us to advise our c¢lient ss to what is his
lepgal vosition, there does not seem to us to be any reason on the part
of a large Company like vours that this should he kept back.

Our HMr. Armitage informed kv, Hill of the infomeation that
was given to us hefore buving, and we must again voint out that after
the assurances of Mr. Atkinson Jowett to ths Urban Tistrict Council,
and the Urban District Council to our client that it would be indeed

very great hardshivn for our client to have to pav & sum of money
which was never anticipated,

On Deceamber the 17th 1877 the Canal Comvany blocked up ths

entrance to the dock, and this was opened out on May the 2nd. 18784

F.H.,H.1.




ok

hat Mr, atkinson Jowsett paid nothing to the

]

¥e are instructe
Qanal Comnanyv a2t ths time, and has vaid nothing since.

The drv ¢ock seams to have heen made at the very sane time
that the rnel was constructed, and vou must have in your possession
information which would enable us to settles the rights of the partiss
without vputting themn to any exvense or litigation.

wea rgquest vou now to 1et us have that information which
mist be in your nossession, and immediately uvon having the full
facts placed bhefore us, ws will consider the same and advise our
¢lient accordingly.

Yours trulv,

\/%m /@ﬁ / ‘*“/}é : D

M -

Frank H, Hill ¥sg.,
Leeds & Liverpool Cansl Co.,

gommarcial Bank Buildings,

w

RADF ORD.



ENCLO . Telegrams,

ARMITAGE & SPEIGHT,
SOLICITORS.

J.H ArRMITAGE, B.A.
Commissioner for Oarhs.
Davip E.SPEIGHT.

TeLEPHONE N9 1784.
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(copy) BRADFORD,  18tn November 1906./

Dear Birs,

I have received your letter of yesterday's date.
1 have given you all the information that I have been able to
o obtain in regard to the purchasée by the Bhipley Council from Mr

James Atkinson-Jowett's Trusteas.

My firm acted for the Couneil in this transaction, I

suppose with the view to saving them &@?&ﬂﬁﬁgyﬁﬁt are not their
regnlar solicitors. You say that statements were made
o your clients with regard to the user of the Dock in the
presence of your representatives but you do not say who made

them.

I presume you refer to the Clerk or some
?&??ﬁ&@ﬁ@&ﬁiV%kaf the Gﬁvasil. I have already iaformed
you that for whatever statements may have been made to your
ciients by the Council no responsibility ean be accépted by
¥Mr James Atkinson-Jowett's Trustees and of course none can

be acceptad by the Canal Company.

For the purposes of argument I am prepared to admit that
the Dock was filled with water from the Canal by the successive

tenants of the Atkianson~Jowett family for man

y years, but this

does not carry the matter any further as no preseriptive right

could be claimed %g&iﬁ%% the Canal Company to fill the Dock

e now given you ample time to pursue any
enquiries you muy think fit to ma

ke and as I have given you all

tion in my possession,ne useful purpose will be
served by preolonging the correspondsnce and your client must
make up his mind definitely as to what course he intends to

take as far as the Canal Company aré concerned. If he is

prepared to give up any claim he may think he is entitled to,

as of right,to fill the Dock with water from the Canal, the

Company »
the char

ay be prepared to meet him to somé extent by reducing

g8 on condition that the emptiying of the Dock is limited.



Unlese I hear from you in the course of next week that
your client ig prepared to abandon his claim of right my only
alternstive will be to instruct the Company's Bngineer to block

up the entrance to the Deock,

Yours truly
FRANE H. HILL.

Messrs: Armitage & Speight,
Solieitors,
B, Gresk SBtrest,
Park Row,
LEEDS.




MEMORANDUM. 7th December 19056,

S 3R 5 A e

SHIPLIEY DOCK. Late Richard Halliday's.

Mr Lindow says that he has ascertained from Mr
Hindle that many years agoe an arrangemént was made between
Mr Jowett as owner of the Dock and Mr Fison as representing
the Canal Company that the Canal Comp&ﬁy ghould have the

stream which flows into the Canal from the Jowett Property

and that in return the Canal Company

ry7 should supply water to¢ the Dock

free of charge. | The Shipley Council think the
purchaser of the Dock should still have the henefit of
this arrangement.

The sale of the Dock has not yet been completed
and the Purchaser locks to the Council to support him in

the matter.

7

ITLKLEY WELLS HOUSE SHARES.
Mr Harris sayse that he is going to London and
will have the Transfer of the Shares to Mr Hill




Telegrams

ARMITAGE & SPEIGHT,
SOLICITORS.

J.H.ARMITAGE, B.A.
Commissioner for Oaths.
DAVID E. SPEIGHT.

TELEPHONE N? 1784,

Dear Sir,

, ‘ARMiTaGE, SoLtcITOR, LEEDS!

5, Greek Street,
Park Row,

LEEDS.

8th May, 19206,

Shipley Dock,
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Frenk E. Hill,Es

Qv

gommepcial Bank Buildings,
Bradford.



