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COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 ‘ .
: Reference Nos.37/D/33-43

In the Matter of Coastal Land hetween

Fairlight and Rye Harbour, Fairlight,

Pett, and Icklesham, East Sussex.

DECISTON

These. disputes relate to the registration at Entry No.1 in the Land

" Section of Register Unit No.VG 62 in the Register of Town or Village Greens

méintained by the former East Sussex County Council and are occasioned by
Objection MNo.36 made by the Crown Estate Commissioners and noted in the Register
onn 13th August 1970, Objection No.159 made by the County Council and noted in
the Register on 19th April 1971, Objection No.163 made by the Battle Rural
District Council and noted in the Register on 30th July 1971, Objection No.179
made by lrs H.R.7oodroffe and noted in the Register on 28th April 1972,
Objection No.184 made by the Kent River Authority and noted in the Register

on 28th April 1972, Objection Fo.189 made by the Executors of lliss C.l.Gostick,
deceased, and noted in the Register on 14th August 1972, Objection No.190 made
by Cratosbrook Ltd and noted in the Register on 14th August 1972, Objection
¥o0.209 made by the County Council, as highway authority, and noted in the
Register on 14th August 1972, Objection No.215 made by Jaydee {Rye) Ltd and
noted in the Register on 14th August 1972, Objection ¥o0.218 made by iir R.G.lMorgan
and noted in the Register on 14th August 1972, and Objection No.221 made by

Hr 2.l.Voodroffe and noted in the Register on 14th August 1972.

I held a hearing for the purpose of inquiring into the disputes at Lewes
on Gth and 10th April 1975. The hearing was attended by ilr 3.P.il.Bayliss, the
applicant for the registration, lr 3.J.Sher, of counsel, on behalf of the
Crown Zstate Commissioners, lr V.J.P.Clements, solicitor, on behalf of the
Bast Sussex County Council, lr Mathaniel Micklem, of counsel, on behalf of

lirs Voodroffe, ir. llorgan and ir Woodroffe, iir. A.D.Dawson, of counsel, on

behalf of the Southern ‘ater Authority, the successor of the Kent River
Auvthority, and Cratosbrook Ltd, and Hr FP.G.Becketi, solicitor, on behalf of
Mr F.¥.A.Gostick, the successor in title of the executors of lliss Gostick.

Ir Bayliss informed me that, having discussed the matter with the advisers
of the Objectors, he did not wish to pursue his application.

In these circumstances I refuse to confirm the registration.

Ur Sher, lr Dawson, and Lir Beckett applied for orders for costs against
Ir Bayliss, ir Bayliss did not oppose Ilir Beckett's application in principle,
but said that Scale 4 was not the anpropriate Scale. In my view this is an
appropriate case for costs on Scale 4. So far as the ilater Authority's costs
are concerned, this case seems to me to be indistinguishable from In the Matter
of iliddle Salts, Rye (1975), Ref.No.37/D/21, and I shall therefore order

Mr Bayliss to pay the ater Authority's costs on County Court Scale 4. So far
as the other Objectors' costs are concerned, llr Bayliss does not appear to
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have been so clearly at fault. In this respect I find this case indistinguishabl.
from In the Matter of South Bank, Rye (1975), Ref.Nos.37/D/26-28 and I shall
therefore make no other order as to coats,.

I am required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations
1971 to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous
in point of lav may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the
decision is sent to him, require me to state a case for the decision of the
-High Court.

Dated this DO day of April 1975

thef Comnons Cotmissioner



