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COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference No. 262/0/535

In the Matter of Ravengiasé Green and Saltings,
' Muncaster, Copeland B -

DECISION

This reference relates to the question of the ownership of land described above
being the land comprised in the Land Section of Register Unit No, VG 110 in the
Register of Town or Village Greens maintained by the Cumbria County Comcil of

which no person is registered under section 4 of the Commons Registration Act.

1965 as the owner. _ , *

Following upon the public notice of this reference claims to ownership of the
land in question ("the Unit land") or parts of it were made by Sir G W Pennington
Ramsden, Mr J R Siddens, the Rev. M Smith, and on behalf of Muncaster Parish
Council. ' '

I held a hearing for the purpeose of inquiring into the question of the ownership
of the land at Whitehaven on 19 April 1983.

At the hearing Sir G W P Ramsden was represented by his Land Agent, Lord Carlisle:
Mr Siddons and Mr Smith appeared in person: the Parish Council was represented

by its Clerk Mr H Longley, though the evidence in support of its claim was
pregented by Mrs Susan Johnson. :

"he Unit land is a long narrow stretch of land, extending from its N end near
the River Mite in a southerly direction, close and roughly parallel to the
railway line, paosing the village of Ravenglass and at its S end turring eastwards;
from there it coaprises salt marshes and a strip of lard on the north bank of the
Isk estuary, and terminates near Bavril bank.

1
(1) Mr Siddons's claim. This is to ownership of a piece of land at the rear of,
and adjoining, proverty imown as The 0l1d Readingz Room, Main Sitroet, Ravenglas=s
and lying between that propert: and the sea wall., The property was acgquirad b
Mr and Mrs Siddons in 1979 and by the Conveyance from the Vendors dated 11 Juns
1979, ihare. was conveved to them, as well as the Readingz Room, such risht title
and interest 2s the Vendors mar have in tle viece of land. A Convevance of the
Reading Room dated 27 May 1949 to predacessors in title of the Vendors also
included ‘suich right title and interest as they misht have in the npiece of land.
Mr 5idions rezards the piece of Ind as the rear vard of the Readinz Room and has
vecentlr constructad a fenece round it., I camnot clearly identiiy the niece of
land on th= Rersister maz; the olain was not resisted br any of the other rorties

[

and T a~ netisfied on th2 eviderea that M anéd Mrs 3iddons are it ovmers and
accordinsls, on 2 azsunnhiocn that 1t 15 ineluded in the Tnii land, T siall
direct the Couni Tormneil 5 rasister the- as owners.

:
’\

sed on his Rectonrliis of Waberthuaite, which carr
he Mzmar of Brishousa, The tenemsnt or famm calle
Brishouse as avpears from Terziers of 1701 and 1772, at one time bvelongad %o
the Teclor as Lovd of the Manew, but the coprhold intaersst in “ha fenuioant was
acnis=d Ly Lady Muncaster in 1774, The dealings with tha termoment and the less
~of its ownership by the Lord of the Mane- world not of thamselves affond thz
Tordahi~ AT the Mancw, and the Tord of "2 Manor would ke leit entitled =

iz t0 a atreich of th: Upit land lyins south of "aYl
? <
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manorial rights and interests including ownership of any other manorial land
which there might be. The territorial extent of the Manor and accordingly-of
such other manorial land is not a matter of certainty, the only relevant
evidence adduced being a Report dated 12 April 1973 by an Agermt on behalf of

the Church Commissioners which in its Conclusions stated that "as for the Manor =
of Brighouse the interest here is now confined to the foreshore adjoining the _
boundaries of the old Brighouse Farm". But there was no adequate evidence before
me that this stretech of foreshore included any of the Unit land “although it is

. possible that it did. As mentioned above Mr Smith's claim, as he formulated it,:

wags to the part of the Unit Ind lyinz south of Walls Bridge, but the evidenge
avai}able in support of his claim does not satisfy me that he is fhe owner,

(3) The Parish Council's claim. Mrs Johnson gave evidence in the form of a
written statement, which she confirmed orally, in support of this claim. So
far as the claim is based on evidence, it was a claim to an area at Ravenglass
as being in the joirt ownership of the Parish and of the Lord of the Manor of
Muncaster. The evidence consisted , first, of a Tithe award of 1843 in whih was
a reference to "township property", whilst some properties were not listed in
the Award; and Mrs Johnson submitted there could be inferred a joint or common
ownership. I am unable to find a reliable basis for any such inference.

Secondly, in the Reference Books and deposited plans relating to the proposed
Ravenglass and Eskdale Railway (the subject of a local Act of 187%) there are -
five areas—in the vicinity of Ravenglass which in a Schedule are described

(ag two as "River Mite and foreshore" (b) one as "River Esk and foreshore"

(¢) two as "marsh land", and of which the owners or reputed owners are stated to
be, in the case of (a) and (b) the Board of Trade, the Lord of the Manor, and
the Pariszhioners of Muncaster, and in the case of {c) the Lord of the Manor and
the Parishioners. Mrs Johnson said that the deposited plan shows that these
five areas form a continuovs strip which is the middle part of the Unit land:

I find some difficulty in making this identification, but even assuming it to be
correct, whilst there is some indication of Jjoint ownership or reputed joint
ownership in 1872, there was no evidence of how ownership has develved since
that year. The claim by the Parish Council as Mrs Johnson formulated it was to
the part of the Unit land from its northern end to Walls Bridge but on the- .
evidence I am not satisfied that own=rship, sole or otherwise, has been established.

I should add that as regards the part of the Unit land lying south of Walls
Bridge, Mrs Johnson supported th: claim by Mr Smith ((2) above).

(2) Sir G % @ RamsHen's clainm. At the hearing I was given a certified copy of
an Abstract of Title in support of this claim which on the face of it shows
title in this claimant to Muncaster Castle Estate at Ravenglass - a substantial
area in the Parish of Muncaster of anparently some 5600 acres. There are two
plans referred to in the Abstract. - one, on an Indenture of 15 February 1924,
which is not available, and thz othar on a Legal Charge dated 10 Novembter 1950
exacuted by this claimant which refows to the properiy comprising 5626 acres part
2f the Muncaster Estate and colourad nink and green on the plan, Since the
hearing I have been furnished with a copy of this plan - the parts colourasd pink
and green do not include the Unit land. On the evidence I am not satisfied that
this claimant owns the Unit land on the partaj&t_ '

In accordance with my conclusions on the evidence, T shall dirsct the Cumbria
Coun%r Council, as registration authority, to register under Section 8(2) of the
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“Act Mr and Mrs Siddons as the owners of the piece of land they claim and under

Section 8(3) of the Act Muncaster Parish Council as the owner of the remainder
of the Unit land, as to which I am not satisfied that any person is the o/ner.

':I am required by“fegﬁlation Bb(i) of the Commbhs Commissioners.Regulations 1971

to explain that a person aggrievéd by this decision as being erroneous in point
of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is-sent

.~ to him, require me to gtate a case for the decision of the-High Court.

Dated - T Leptember 1983

Commons Commissioner



