CQILIONS REGISTRATICN ACT 1965
Reference Yo. 22/D/1

In the Matter ¢f Bridgend Common,

Donington, Lincolnshire (Parts of

Holland!

DECISION

This dispute relates to the registration at Entry No.1 in the Land section
of Register Unit MNo. C.L.2 in the Register of Common Land maintained by the
Holland County Council and is occasioned by Objection INo.1 made by George Lord
and Leslie Lord and ncted in the Register on 256tk Hovember 1968.

I held a hearing for $he purpose of ingquiring into the dispute at
Boston on 14th lfarch 1972. The hearing was atstended by lx. C. Fowler, on
behalf of the County Council, and lir. A.H, Harris, on behalf of the Cbjectors.

The land in guestion in this dispute lies in two narrow strips along the
north and south sides of the road 'mown ag Bridgend Causeway. The parish
of Doninrton was inclosed pursuant to an Act of 1787 (7 Geo.III, c.lxii).
This Act n*ov1ued that for the betier vreserving the Causeway so much land
should be left on the norih side of it as should ve equal in breadth to,range
in length with the slip of lond which lay tetween the Causeway and the ola
ditch or drain cn the south side of it and that such land on the north and
zouth sides of the Couseway should be and remuin as a coimon for the
inhzbitants of Bridgend only. Effect was ziven to shis requirement in the
Inclosure Avard dated 16th Decewber 1759, by which the Cormissionsrs allotted
to the inhobitants of Bridgend the two pieces of land in question and ordered
and directed them to he and remain as a common for the inhabitants of Bridgend
only. There iz no map attached to the Award, but the descripticn of the land
malkes it clear tiat it is the land comprised in the Register Unis., IV may
be that upon ivs proper construction the Act only conferred rights of common
1ipon thoge nerszons who were inhiebitants of Zridgend at the {ime of the
nassing of the Act: cf.Davies v. Williams (1851;, 16 Q.3. 546, per Patierson J.
at p.551. However, in view of the evidence it is not necessary to arrive at
a conclusion on t2is point in this caze,

The whole of this land was conveyed by the Commissioners of Crown Lands
to Roberi Tillcock Lord, the father and predecessor in title of the Cbjectors,
on 5%k January 1928, subject to all rights, easements and profits then
affecting or legolly exercisable cover it.

Zvidence wag given by Ir., George Lord, one of the Objectors. He has
lwowe the land ever cince his fathar bought it. t was then surrounded by

a mature, wellemointained hedge, which is still there. During the time that
Ur.lord has lmown i%, the land has been ussd fer the grazing of the owner'sz
cattle and has never been used by any other persen for any purnose,
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contended *hat this non-exercisze by the irhabitants of
i» pishts of comron. for a period of over 40 years was, in
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the absence of any exnlanation, evidence upon which I could Tind that any
rights which they had had been abandoned.

This seens to me to be a correct inference from the facts proved in
this case. Therefore the land does not fall wifthin the first limb of the
defirition of "common land® in s.22(1) of the Commons Registration Act 16865
as being subject to rights of common, and there is no evicdence to bring
it within the second limb of the definition as waste land of a2 manor.
Accordingly I refuse to confirm the registration.

I am required by resulation 30(1) of the Cormons Cormissioners
Regulavions 1971 o explain that a person agsrieved by this decision as
beirns erronescus in noint of law may, within 5 weelis from ithe date on
W‘lCl rotice of the decizion is sent to hinm,require ne to state a case

Tor tae decision of the diza Court.

Dated tnis X SF oy of “aven 1672
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