COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965

Reference HNos 206/D/357
206/D/358

In the Matier of eleven small
parcels of land containing about
4 acres part of St Breward Common
and Rougntor Downs, Blisland,
North Cornvall District, Cornwall

DECISION
Thes2 disputes relate to the registrations at Entry Nos 3, &, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 15, 21,
31, -2 (formerly 11), 46 (formerly 25), 43 (former »ly 26), SO (fo"merlj 28)
52 (Iorze r y 34) and sk (formerly 13) in the Rights Section of Register Unit No.
CL7%2 in the Register of Common Land maintained by the Cornwall County Council and

e asizned by Ctjections Nos X1385 and X1386 made by Blisland Commoners
Asscciation and noted in the Register on 2 Januar ¥ 1373.

I held a hearing for the purpose of inguirinz into the disnu‘e at Truro on i

3 J2l7 157%. A% thez hearing (1) Blisland Comzoners Association were represented by
MoV X Lesse soliciuor of Stephen & Scown, Solicitors of St Austell, being instructed
o1 bahalf of the Assocition by Mr W 4 Rowe their secretary; (2) Mr Eric Ronald
Cormelius (k2 applied for the rezistration : ¢ Entry lo. 31) was represented by

HMr M C Culver szolicitor of Conlqboajo, Solicitors of Bodmin; (3) iir Ernest Denzil Roose
(22 2:nlied for the registration ot Entry lic. 21) was reoresented by Mr Jhgggggz‘gflgzz
Pethyoridzes, Solicitors of dodnln- (£) #r A C Fairman as successor in title of

“r W C Greepavay of Best's Penquite (he applied for registration at Entry No. 5)
attenied in person; (5) Hr Alfred Rober: Ha;xey and s Florence Ann Walkey (they
a»ziied for the registration a2t Entry No. 52, formerl:y 34%) were rezressnted by

He M T Ee

t surveyor of Rowse Jeffery & VWatkins, Istate Agents of Lostwithielj
ir Wi l_lam Jehn Carter (he applied for the rezistration at Entry No. 3é
29) was represented by Mr G I Chisholn, soiici%cr of G & I Chishols,

z 27 Zodmin.
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The remainder of 3t Breward Common ("the CL124 Land") zentioned in the Land Section
descrintion of the lani ("the Unit Land") in *his esis“er Unit contains about 2,500
scres, and the righ*s over such remainder =¥ dezalt with in nmy decision dated

&> January 1977 reference 206/T/211-227 given afier a hearing on 8§ December 1976. The
Sail% Lazd comrrises eleven small parcels containing altogsther (according to the
Zegistar) avgout 4 acres; all these parcels adicin some part of the cL12k land south
of tze line A3YZ mentioned in ¢y said decisicro.

Tha gro"“ 5 of Objection Mo. 1385 relate to the registraticn at Entry Nos 3, 4, 5, 6,
g, 15, 21, 31, 42 (formerly 11), 46 (formerly 25), 48 (formerly 26}, 50 (formerly 28),
and 52 (formerly 3L}, and are "n*‘-ta do not exist". Thes grounds of Objection No.

X1335 reiating to the registration at Entry Yos 7, 8 and 54 (formerly 13) are that
the numbers should be reduced to (7) 11 cattle or 5 ponies or 55 sheep, (8) 43 cat
sr 21 ponies or 215 sheep and (13) 7 cattls or 27 sheep.
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The registration at Entry lMo. 1 undisputed has become final. The registrations at

tries los 2, 16, 17, 19, 22, 27, 32, 56 (formerly 14), 59 (formerly 10) and 61
(formerly 4%) are not the subject of any reference to me and (as far as I know)
have not been disputed by anyone; whether they have bscome final is not stated on
ny copy of thz Register (maybe it is out of date).

¥r Romary said that Mr Roose agreed that I should refuse to confirm the registration
at Zntry No. 21.

Cn the application of Mr Culver I adjourned the proceedings to the following day
so far as they related to the registration at Entry No. 31. On the following day
Mr Culver said (in effect) that Mr Cornelius agreed that I should refuse to confirm

the registration at Entry No. 31. Mr Faircan then said that he agreed to my refusing
to confirm the registration at Entry No. 5

As regards the other matters in dispute, I understood that those present or
reprzs=nted at the hearing were not greatly concernmed, because all the Rights Section
regiz—rations in which they were interested contemplate that the Unit land should be

Lg:ﬁ/grazed witl the CL12% land/because the Unit Land comparatively is so small. So

So 2

(not uareasonably I think) no evidence or argument was presented being, so I under-
stocd, not though® werikh the trouble or expense. In these circumstances I sismed®
give effect to the concessions above recorded and give my decision on the other
mattaTs/to make toe Unit land registration correspondasnearlyas may be with
regiscrations resulling from my 1975 decision. On such decision, the registrations
at Tzit Land Iniry Yoz 3, 4, 6, 9, 15 and SO corresponding to the CL124% Entry Nes 20,
31,_32, 37, 44 and 6%, ZX& should be treated as prover; the registrations at Unit

kéifaf*Landkﬁos 8 and 54% (formerly 13) corresponding to the CL124 Entry Nos 36 and L2 should

2 %treated as-void; and ihs registrations at Unit land Zatry Nos 7 and 52 correspond-
I 1S

in: btz the CL12% Sniry Nos Z5 and 78 respectively should be modified as set out in ay
said 1975 decision.

7 This leavee tne Unit land régistrations at Entry los 45 and 48 (formerly =g 26) -
 ————— e = et

agfiggﬁ’which are 4071 o= with the CL124% land¢in the adsgnce of any eviacg?e as to
1

how the rights ——2could in relation to the Unii Landsensibly exercise/ my decisic
is that they shoull not kave heen made.
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refuse %o confirm rezistrations at Eatry Nos 3, 4%, 5, 6, 9,

¥y 25), 48 (formerly 26) and 3¢ (formerly 23). I confirm withs
ragistrations at Entcy Nos 8 and 54 (formerly 13). "I confirm

the rezistrations a% Intry No. 7 with the modification that in coiumn 4 for ™45 head
of cattie. or 75 sheep or 7 ponies" be sucstitu*ed 11 head of cattle or 11 ponies ar
5> sheep™ and I coenfirm the registration at Iniry MHo. S2 (formerly 3%) with the
rodificaticn that in column 5 for th2 description of the land therein contained be
substituted %@ words(#o be chosen by the County Council as resistration authority)w
acscrde with "Wew Entry B" specified against ™78(120)" in the "Decision Table at
rage 3 of the said 1976 Dacision, and ir column 4 for “60 cows and 12 horses or

300 steep" there be substituted "15 head of cattle or 15 ponies or 45 sneep'.
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pecause this decision jis complicated and it is possible I wmay have misunderstood
or mistaken{,®o recoré?that was at the hearing said to me, T give any person who
then attended or was represented and who was then entitled to be heard liberty to
arply to me within 42 days of this decision being sent to him as to any correction
whlch ought to be made in this decision. Any such applicaticn should in the first
instance be mads in writing to the Clerk of the Commons Commissioners.
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I az required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissioner

rs Rngu‘atlon; 1971 to
explain *

nat a person aggrieved by this decisior as being erroneous in point of law
zay, witnin & weeks from the date on which notice of ths decision is gent to him,
reguire me o state a case for the decision of the Hi gh Court,

Dated +hnis 7324

day of (chler 1973
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Commons Commissioner



