COMMONS REGISTRATICN ACT 1965

Reference No,20/U/69

In the Matter of Parlick Fell, Chipping,
Clitherce R.D., Lancashire

DECTSICN

This reference relates to the question of the ownership of land known as Parlick
Fell, Chipping, Clitheroe Rural District being the land comprised in the Land Secticn
of Register Unit No.CL.1l2 in the Register of Common Land maintained by the Lancashire
County Council of which no person is registered under section 4 of the Commons
Registration Act 1965 as the owner.,

Ffollowing upon the public notice of this reference the Clerk of Chipping Psrish
Council wrote saying that the land belonged to the rate payers of the parish of
Chipping and is grazed by the farmer's sheep. No other person claimed to be the
freehold owner of the land in question or to have information as to its ownership.

I neld a heoring for the purpose of inguiring into the question of the ownership
of the land at Preston on 21 Februsry 1974, The hesring was attended by (1) lr. 7.
Stott, (2) #¥r. G. D. Brewer, (3) lMr, J. Hayhurst, (4} tr. N. B. Huddleston, and (5)
¥r. J. Hayes.

The land comnrised in this Degister Unit contains (according to the Regicster) 20,
hectnros (between 1275 and 153 -eres). In the 2izhts Lection, there are 43 Iniris
af rishts to zraze wvarryins numbers of sheepn attached to the farms svecified in
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column 5 of the Iesgiszter; these nunbers ien adcded tagether, total 1,234,
Fr. Stott, MNr. Brewer, lir, iavhurst and r. Hayes attended the hesring as oeing
or rnhrﬂsent*nn cersons on whose applicstion grnzing rizhts had been entared on the
Register (lir. llayes also represented Hayes Jolfen Hall Limited) as follows:-
Zntry Applicant rarm to wnich Sheep
Mo, right is attached Uumber
1. Hir. J. Haves “olfen Hall Farm 50
L, tr. J and lirs. Jut Lane
SR, ut e 70
i Hayhurst. Head Farm
15. G, P. Brewer : Lower Core Tarm 70
and 3Sons Ltd.
18, Ditto ‘atery Gate Farm 2z
ok, Yr. 2. Steott Clark House Tarm ' 23
Fr. rudileston attended as representing Chidping Parish Council. ile is one of their

members, ne explained that the Parish Council was not at the hearing represented by
“r., Stott their. chairman, because r. Stott was concerned (as above mentloned) as
owner of a registered srazing right.

~ All those who attended the hearlnb, were agreed th:t no evidesce ¢ wiership ol the
land could be offerad.
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In the absence of any evidence I am not satisfied that any person is the owner of
the land and it will therefore be subject to protection under section 9 of the Act

of 1965.

I am reauired by regulation 30(1l) of the Commons Commissioners Regulatioms 1971 to
explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erronecus in voint of law
.may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent to him,
require ne to state a case for the decision of the High Court.

Dated this 267 day of FM 1974,

aaﬂw““
AR

Commons Commissioner



