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COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference No 225/D/11

In the Matter of Triangle of land
near the Hanor Hotel, Blakeney,
North Norfolk D

DECISIOH

This dispute relates to the registration at Entry Fo 1 in the Land Section
of Register Unit Mo CL. 268 in the Register of Common Land maintained by the
siorfolk County Council and is occasioned by Objection No 4B made by

wrs D S C liewton and noted in the Register on 25 iay 1970.

7 held a xearing for the purpose of inquiring into the dispute at Horwich on

11 January 1977. The hearing was attended by iir Curtis of liessrs ZSutcher Andrews

% Savory who arpeared on benalf of Slakeney Parish Council and ir G VW Dalton of
esurz Hill and Parks apents for ‘essrz 3illson % Sharp who appeared on behalf

of Plakeney .anor Ltd, the successor to Mrs R 3 C ilewton. There are no Entries

in the Riznts Section of the Register and the land can therefore only te common land

as defined oy the sct of 1865 1 t is waste of 2 manor.

b4y

the rancr of Zlakeney and Hr Curtis by reference
+

i which did not include the land in ouestion contended
5 - ir Dalton produced & conveyance dated
1% Cec 1 the sanor Hotel including the land
in uesnticn f aq lallingham Ltd). liowever a cony
At “hz conveysn vary 103h yherazy ¢ D Iright conveyed the anor otel
o 1 Foune hedule to the 1972 conveyance, was zroduced and
A e laznd in suestion. It is therefore open to
i convey n jood tiile to the land in uestion.

howvever the auesticn as o wheiher, whoever may Se the ouner of

is waste., o stotutory declaration by Cladys Hary Hudson was

was the doughter of the tenant of ke hetel in the period ending

in 1011 wiren the tenancy came to an end. She said the land in
uring thiat period occupied by her Zather a5 nart of the hotel.

o mroduced two ztatutory declarations by Hrs Sewton wno jointly
huskansd acnuired the hotel on 13 Jovember 1942, She said that sze
husiand =ad full use and undisturted snjoyment of the land in

nuestion during the reriod in which they owned the hotel without any adversze claim

amd that zhortly after they aczuired the hotel ner first husband fenced the land
creve

in question to nt cors marking there.

yo 4 T ?1ait a directcr znd secrotary of Rlakeney Manor Ltd gave evidence that
e staved at the hotel ‘n 165D, 1951 and 19 '

SZ2 wren he bought & cottzge in the
& that he was familiar with the land frem 1950 till the present day.
e said that throughout this period tlie land hod been fenced and thal it was
nlanted with bulbs wien he acsuired the hotel in 1972. e assumed they had been
nlanted by a previous owner. There iad always teen 2 sign on the land advertising
the hotel and recently there had been nlaced on the land a wagon planted with
flowers and shruts. There were also produced shotographs of the land showing the
fence and the sign and showing the land to be tidy and cared for.
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On this evidence I am satisfied that the land is not waste, It has been enclosed
for many years and occupied and cultivated as an amenity of the hotel, and is
therefore not waste as defined in AG v Hanmer 27 LJ Ch 837 cited in Ryan & Harris on
the Law Relating to Commons at page 12. For these reasons I refuse to confirm

the registration.

I am required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations 1971
to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being errfneous in point
of law 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 28"  day of okl 1977

Y 1 fo e

Commons Commlissioner



