COMIONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference Y¥os. 51/D/111 to 115
inclusive

In the Matter of Land at Migneint and

Gylchedd including two small varcels of

land in Llanfor and Llanycil,Meiriornnydd District

DZCISION

This disvute relates to the registrations at Zntry tos 3 and 19

in the Rignts Section and Zntry Mos 1 and 2 in the Ownership 3ection
of Register Unit J0.CL.10 in the Register of Common Land maintained
by the former Denblghshire County Council and is occasicned by
Objection Ho. 9 made by The Hational Trust and noted in the Register
on 3 July 1970 and the conflicting registrations at Zntry llos.

3 and 19 in the Rights Section and 1 and 2 in the Ownarship Section
of Register Unit 10.CL.10 in the Register of Common Land maintairned
by the Council,

I held a hearing for the nurpose of inquiring into the dissute at
Dolgellau on 4th MNovemder 1G75. The hearing was attended oy

Mr. R.Cliver Jones instructed ny essrs Charlas ‘lughes and Zo.

on dehalf of the -~ational Trust and r.John 3ellis on wehalf of
Hr. R.0.20berts.

ke
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efore 2im had irazed the land in gyuestion during their resnectiv
erancies of Trawsnant Farm. The liational Trust in 1831 acruired

- i

the land in guestion, Trawsnant FTarm anc other

was common sround that lir.doberts and his Jather and srandlather
=

diate vicinity. There was a -raziers commiiise and
0 & meeting was neld to determine the bdoundaries of their
.

;
£ -k T

res ive "Zynnefins' and .ir. 2o0berts stated in evidence :that he
had agreed his boundaries with nis neighhours on the suot.

dr.oberts gave evidence and nroduced nis title desds to Trawsnant
waich did not establish hiz alleged title to the land in juest
they conveyed tc him " the sheevn walks (if any) which were -ar
Trawsnants He did not deny that the shootinpg rights over t

in question had been let and said he took no interest in shooting.
In answer to suestions nut by =2 he stated that he had neve i
any thought tec. the guesticns as to whether he was entitlsd to huil
on the land or whether he was entitled to exclude tressassers who
were not molesting nhis sheen, It was clear from his answers that
ne had never ccnsidered occunying the land in question for any
purpoge other than prazing and that he had never considered far
less claindto be in occupation of the land as of right as distinct
from in tne exercise of fhis common rignt.



At the conclusion of lr.Roberts' evidence Mr.B#llis stated that he was
content that I should confirm the Entry No. 3 and refuse to confirm the
Zntry No. 19 in the Rights Section and that I should confirm the ZIntry
No. 1 and refuse to confirm the Entry No. 2 in the Ownership Section.

For these reasons'l confirm the Zntries at Yo.3 in the Rights Section
and Jo 1 in the Qwnership Section and refuse to confirm the ZIntries at

Mo 19 in the Rights 3Section and Ho.2 in the Ownership Section,.

I am required 2y regulation 30 {1) of the Commons Commissioners
Regulations 1371 to explain that a nerson aggrieved by this decision as
being erronecus in noint of law _ may, within & weeks from the date on
which notice of the decision is sent to him, reauire ne to state a case
for the decision of the Hdigh Court,

Jated this i o day of f\;"-'bC;k:i‘tv'- 1976’
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