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COMIONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965
Reference Y¥o. 35/D/1

In the Matter of Bridge Green,

Hargrave, West Suffolk

DECTSION

This dispute relates to the registration at Entry No.1 in the Land Section
of Register Unit No. V.G.2 in the Register of Town or Village Greens maintained
by the West Suffolk County Council and is occasioned by Objection No.0/4 made by *
Rt.Hon.Earl of Mar and Kellie, The Hon. David Srskine and the Hon,Robert Erskine
(in the objection called "Erskine West Suffolk Estates" and "Zrskine Estates"
and in this decision called "the Objectors") and noted in the Register on
19th November 1$68. )

The registration was made pursuani to an application by the Hargrave
Parish Council ("the Ccuncil) dated 3rd January 1967 and signed by its
Clerk, I.l. Carlisle., The objection was dated 7th HNovember 1968 and the
grounds were in effect that the land formed part of Hargrave Hall Farm which
belonged to the Objectors and that "the objectors and their predecessors in
title have from time immemorial 1zt the whole of the farm shewn coloured
pink (or the attached »nlan) orn an agricultural tenancy".

I held a hearing for the nurnose of irquiring inte the dispute at Bury
St.EZdrunds on 25th and 26th April 1972. Tae hearing was atiernded by the
Council who was rewvresented by Ur. A.D. Sher»iff of Bankes Ashton & Co. and
the Cbjecticrs who were represented by !r. 3. Cohen of Gross & Co. I insvected
the land on 28%h April 1972 having tovards the conclusion of the hearing bveen
requested by ir,Sherriff to do this and having been informed by aim and

Segulnations 1971 they were agreeahle ic my inspeciion being unattended.,
In this decision for convenience I call the 1lnd the sulject of ihis
reference "Bridge Green", bearing in mind tkhat at the hearing the significance

of the land being so czlled was a matiter cf controversy.

Zefore e¢alling his evidence, iir.Cohen irformed me that the Cbjectors
had sold Bridze Green (with other land) %o Mr. P.G. Gittus and that as it
might be that llr. Gitius had no entitlement to be heard, he, r.Cohen was
vresent &s revnresentirg the Chjectors.

The Courcil =roduced 2 copy of an instrument of apportionment of .the
rent charge payable 'in restect of the Parish of Hargrave in lieu of tithe.
The ccpy was eld by the Council and apneared to have been certified as a
true ccpy and sealed by the Tithe Commissioners on 1st July 1841. The
instrument was avnroved by the Tithe Commissioners on 30th Jurne 1841, and
must, I think, have been wmade under the Tithe Act 1836, Avnlving the
principles set out in Enignt v. David 139117 1 Y.L.R. 1671, the instrument
in my view establishes (a) that in or shortly before 1841 Bridze Green
therein mentioned (which notwithstanding that its area as therein stated
differs from thz2t marked on the modern Ordnance Survey, I identify as the




.39

same as the Bridge Green the subject of this reference) was then properly
described as a "Waste'", was then not in the occupation of any person, had
then no known owner and was not then tithable; (b) that a number of pieces
of land therein stated to have an area of 209a 3r 27p (which I identify as the
same in all now relevant resvpects as the farm, exclusive of Bridge Green,
let by the 1941, 1954 and 1965 leases below mentioned and described in the
objection as "Hargrave Hall Farm") was then owned by the Marquis of Bristol,
was then occupied by John Payne and was then tithable, and (¢) that no one
then thought that the arquis of Bristol was the owner of Bridge Green.
From these circumstances I infer that Bridge Green was not then let by the
Marquis of Bristol (who the Cbjectors claimed was their predecessor in
title) either with what is now known as Hargrave Hall Farm or at all, I
conclude therefere that the second part of the objection dated Tth November
1968 as regards the words "from time immemorial" has been disproved at
least up to 1841,

The Cbj2ctors nroduced a manuscript Book with a title page "Bristol
Dstates, Vest Suffolk, draft Field Book" in the centre and "C.H. Donne,
Dec. 08" in the right hand bottom corner. This book had 109 pages and
apreared to contain a detailed deseription tenancy by tenarcy (including
land in hand) and field by field of the Bristol Estates, including at page 43
"Haragrave Hall Farm: llorley Benjamin". On this page Bridge Green is
included in the Fern.as follows:-

"51) (1.055

Inidre Green Pasture

52) (1.314"

Altheough I find that "C.H. Domne" was written on %he title page by lr. Damne
wio was agent for the larquis of Bristol from 1909 fo 1520, he did not in

my view by so writing his name having regard to the word "draft" immediately
above nis writing, intend to record that everything in the bock was Jactually
correct. Turther it is not, I think, evident that the manusecript sntries

on npage 48 were made before lr.Donne wrote ais name. I do not therefore
ragerd the bLocok as lezally admissible evidence that the terarcy of Fall Farm
of Ur. 3. loriey (which I find began about 1903 ard ended in 1941) was,
whether it was oral or in writirg, expressed to include 3ridge Green. Further
I dc not regard the letter dated 30th September 1641, notwithsiandirg that

T find-tha%t it was signed by llr. B.lorley, and contains the words "I am
handing the farm over to my son Henry Jacob who will take over in the usual
way" to be evidence that the tenancy of ilr. B. :lorley was expressed to include
dridge Green in the same way as the 1941 lease to lir. H.J. ilorley was
expressed. I conclude iherefore that as regards the pericd 1841 to 1941 the
Ctjectors on ihis moint have nct wroved (@ny more than the Council have
disproved) the second nart of their objection.

The Objectors nroduced counterparts of (a) a tenansy agreement (“the
1641 lease") dated 1st Octcher 1941 znd made hetween F.7.F. llarquis of
Bristol, and lir. I.J. lorley, (b) a tenancy agreement (1554 lease") dated

24tk November 1954 and made between T. iarchioness of 3ristol and ir.di.J. Lorley

and (¢) a tsznancy agrsement ("the 1965 lease") dated 17th September 1965
and made between (i) General Accident Fire and Life Assurance Corporation
and Lady P. ilacrae and (ii) Mr. P.D. iorley, and I find that Yr. H.J. lorley
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and Mr., P.D. Morlsy were successively tenants of the Hall Farm under these
leases from 1941 to 1969. In all these leases "Bridze Green" was included
in the parcels without any apparent difference or distinction from the

rest of Hall Farm and to this extent therefore the second part of the
objection dated Tth November 1968 has some factual support. But in my
opinion such support is insufficient by itself to negative the claim of the
Council that Bridge Green is a village green within the definition in
section 22 of the Act., Although the leases may be some evidence (to be
considered along with the oral evidence below mentioned) that Mr. H.J. Horley
and Mr. P.D. Morley occupied Hall Farm to the execlusion of use by the
inhabitants of the parish for sports and pastimes, they are not, I think,
conclusive evidence of this, :

In my ovinion %there is no reason why a village green over which the
inhabitants of a parish have rights should not be let by the owner of the land,
and the circumsiance that the letting is not expressed to be subject to
such rights does not, I think, have the effect of overriding or terminating
them or prevent the letiing taiking effect subject to them.

The Cbjectors at the hearing put forward as their main ground of
objecticn that the possession of the 3Bridge Green by successive tenants of
qall Farm had in fact been exclusive of any indulgence by the innhabitants

the parish 4n any lawful svorts or pastimes as of right. It was not
con*enaed that this ground of objectiorn was not oven to the Objectors and
I record that if sucl a contention had be2n made,under Regulation 26 of the
Commons Commissioners Regulations 1971, I would h=zve thought it just, whether
or not the objection dated Tth November 1943 can proverly be read as includinz
this ground, %o alleow the Chbjectors to put it ferward.

Te this ground o objection the oral evidence of the § witnesses of
the Courcil and the 7 witnesses of the Qbjectors was mainly directed. Thais

evidence was in conflict on many important matters,

3

Bridoe Jreen (according to the Qrdnance 3Survey av) aas an 2rea of
2,359 acres. A road Jrom the Villagze crosses it from south %o north; 3his
road after passing over a bridge (51uuate approximately at the centre of

o

-Bridge ! reen) forks ¢ the north east to the Iectory and the Church and to

the north west to Zarsrave Jall. Bridge Green is on the Village side (the

south) urenclesed: *he rcad itself is also unenclosed: so any person from

the Villaze using the road and wishing to go anywhers on 3ridge Green would
meet no oostruction.

I find that the inhabitants of the parish did in fact on 3ridge Green
indulge in lewful s-cris and pastimes as follows:- (1) ifr. H.R. Smart (aged
82 lived in Hargjave 21l ais llfe) as a boy played atcui and took part in.

"svorts" there, tooit wart in Sunday Schicol treats there and in & 3t.Valentine's
Dav children's share-out there {of money collscted in the parish); since

his bovhood the Greer hzs been similarly used. (2) ir. P.J. Pettitt (aged 75
lived in Hargrave frcn wher he was very small except while in the Army) smpoke
of Sunday 3ehool partizs and "sroris" there, of children playing and '"meopla
ridirg there. (3) iiss C.Z. Vallace (born 1924 and lived a2t Jargrave until
1633) remembered nlarins there as a child. (4) . 7. orley (borm in 1917
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at Hargrave Hall, was brought up and lived there with his father lr., B. lorley
who was tenant from 1903 to 1941 (and still lives ir Hargrave) said children
played there. (5) irs, P.X. Carlisle (who lived at the Old Rectory from

1947 to 1970} said many different children had for over 20 years played on
the Green, horses and ponies were ridden on it (she identified the riders

as inhabitants and mentioned that her children put up jumps) and occasionally
the Red Cross Jociety had orzanised rounders (after 1964), the Zoys Zrigade
aad camped, people from Zargrave picnicked and once the local youths started
a motor-cycle Cerqlt (discontirued only because of complaints aZout the
noise). ( ) ¥r.P.D. Morley {born in 19’1 tenant of Hargrave Hall from 1964
to 1969 and son of the orevious fenant Fr, H.J. Uorley) said any one could
play games and walit there and 3lso spoke to much the same 2f%:2¢t as

irs. P.M. Carlisle, supra. (7 ir.J.C. Eright (aged 28 lived all his life

at Zargrave apart froz 5 years) as a boy with other children used Bridge
Green as his habitual playgsround for cowboys, indizns and uncrganised cricket
and also played games organised by Yrs. P..L Carlisle and the Boys Brizade.

I aczent the evidsrce of these 7 witnsesses cn the voinis above referred 3o

and otliervise (sxcsps that I do not in all respects igree with tke opirion
scze of them expressed as ¢ the sxtent of ithe rizats of the inkszbitanis

which coulld Be leduced from tlhe use thery *“ou:ht h2ad been made of Bridg

Green)., The sciiviiiss ihey descrited refeorred %o activities by the
innabitants (or $t:eir ciildren) of the same area variously referred tc as
by

"the Villaze", "the Localiiy" and "tle Parizh!

wre 2.2 3mart and e, F.J. Petiitt were not ¢rcss-eramired as to what

they meant by the werd "sporis"., I find that cricket, fcothall and otlher
mames inculred in L tle children and ctlier _Ihablu_"uo werz (and could Yy
reason of e unsvennass of ihe ground onir have hezn; of an infeormal .1nd
cricitet ani JTcothall <5 slured sericusly Ly rouths and adulis on Jell sovn
lat Zfelds would, I thirk, zalways 2zve besn cuite imcossible

HES ¢ zanticned) to 4iut of 1is
zlior Soo o t2at "yames'" wevre
naver niayed on 3riize Jreen Laviw 2t and fosthall
clayed sericuszly. Turther is eviiance was sonewnat diffused (waich I aseribe
to ais age znd not TCecnuse e wanied to be unkelonful) and I am tzerafere
unatis So rely on wucs of whiat 3 sail,

re WG Jarriodt was princinzl agent of the 4ih llarouiz of Tristel apd of
2ig personal revresentative from 1951 and was as such concerrned with Zall Tarm
until 1957; during Lis arency his orincipals w eve until 1937 in possession
of the rent of Fall Tarm and e was directly concerned witl the nacotistion
of the 1954 lrase. [.T.Ai. Laws was Cfream 1247 (and still iz) orincimal agent
fcr 2 succession of -ersons {ineluding fhe Chisctors) who all have some
connection.wiil the larquis of Tristol, and liave for converisnce Zeen called
"the aZrsiiire Istates": & tloc agency until 1271 2is nrincipal:z were in
nozseszicn of sihe rent of H arm nrd e was directly cowcerned with the
negetiation of the 1554 lease. .r. larriott and ir. Laws lad seen the Field
Zook abeove mentionsd and the 1741 and 1654 le=ases (whick all shewed Zridge

Creer as part of Hall Parm).
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It never occurred to either of them that Bridge Green hecause it was
called a "Green" was or nmight be a village green. Giir. HMarriott said that the
activities of the inhabitants such as were alleged by the Council's witnesses
were most unusual on the Bristol Estate, although it was not uncommon for
farmers to allow children to play on the land as long as nobody did it as
of right., Mr. Laws wWho visited Hall Farm perhaps as often as twice a year
and who zad .mown it professionally for 25 years (apart from a short interval)
said he had never seen anyone disporiting there and stated in general %erms

that he was sure thati there was no village green there today or at the time

of the tithe map (1841). The evidence of Hr. larriott and Mr. Laws failed
to convince me of the falsity of the evidence given by the witnesses of the
Council relating to the use made of the Green. Iir. larriot: and Ur. Laus
may not have been there wien the events described by these witnesses happened,
or if they were there, they may, I think, by reason of the belief ther had
acquired from the Field Book and the leases as above mentioned, have not
memorised what they saw beesuse they did not realise ite possible significance;
against the detailed evidence of these witnesses, I cannot, I think, attach
great weight to the general siatement of lir. Laws about there being no village
sreen. The statement I can, I think, treat as no more than an sexpression of
2is osinion (not admissible in evi ence) of winat he deduced from the irfermation
(mucz less than I have had) availabls %c aim about 3ridge Green.
I am, I thirk, unable from the failure of lr., L.C. Smart (who was born in
ived in Hargrawve since he was eight yeavrs o0ld) %o neotice the activit
abitants of the parisa in relsvion te Zridge Green as described by
ses of the uouncil, <0 infer <hat these aciivitiss did not hapoen: he

Fal

for 25 rea

:inh, zmore iiterested in serious foothall whish ze had playec
felelak wind Zor whicih 3ridge Green was and is suitable,

i consilered the eviience of . 4. Phillios znd 1r. i... Juricdn %o he
anreiiahle.

The ase wikiel, am I Iave Zound, was mads Ly the
carngd e censidered o ve made "as of rishat" —erCL“ i
wr. 3. 3mari, r.Peititt, ldss Tallace and lir, tLat ﬁhey asiked 1o
one ror permission Yo do what they 4id and were never tuwned cof? and of
wrs. Carlisle that sie 2sied no permission for the bames she organised. I am
sound Uy tis observations made by the Court of Aprenl in Eeckeit v, Liens, 1967
1 Ch. 44%9: waich were to the effect that to show tiat cermizsion has never

J."‘,‘J.

+
"
3 "L ~ - - 41 = = L
usec i3 VEI‘_J far from ahO--lné that the sxzrcise of the
g taim of rigat, .... that when the law tailss o7 semetling

seen asied or vef s
riznt if means tna the pe*“on doing it zelieves ninmself

srivilege was und
being done as of 3
v0 be exercising a public rizht": that the question ic whether the act

done uy a person wiuo "Melieves himself to bz exercising a ri~ht or was merely
deing uomethlng vnich he fell confident thiat the owner would not sior but
would tolerste because it did no harn' (per Harman L.J. at pazes 458 and 465)
and that a iistinction must be made hetween the activities of a nerscen Jdoing
something as of »ight and doing it as "a de Sacto nraciice which {he) richily
thougat no orne would Find svjectionable and which the owner .... in fsci
tolerated as unobjecticnable", (per Z2ussell L.J. at nage 475).

. .2, 3mart said that as a boy he would not nave plaved in meadow land
near 2ridge Green as "that was all form". ix. F.J. Fettitt said that we
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(meaning, I think, himself and all other members of the parish) always thought
of it as a "Green" meaning that it could properly be described as a village
Green. r. F. llorley said that he had grown up with the idea that it was
Meommon land" meaning (as he exvlained) that it was never fenced because it
was "common ground" that anycne in the village could graze there and anyone
could walk tkere but no one could plough it up; he had the impression that
Bridge Green was public property and the public had every right on it; with
reference to children playing there, he said that his father was strict but
1e just could not do anything about it. Mr. P.D. Morley said that the village
had rights over the green of grazing and to walk, play games, %o walk over it
and do what they liked or it and that c¢hildren would not have been allowed

to play on the enclosed part of Hargrave Hall Farm. I reject the suggestion
that I should discount what ilessrs. P. and P.D. Morley said that they and
their relatives did because it was inconsistent with the leases held by
Messrs. B., H.J. and P.D. Xorley in that if the parish had rizhts of grazing
and using the 3ridge Green it was not worth including it in a tenancy and in
that their conduct #as generally inconsistent with the terms of the lease;

it was not oput to Mr. P.D. Norley that ais lease was negotiated on the basis
of the rent being at so much an acre; further I think it urnlikely that they
would have ccnsidered the terms of the lease a2z being significant in relation
to the rights of tze irhabitants.

The absence of any hedge or fence alons the southern end of Bridge Green
is, I think, significant. Ixr. F. llorley said that when he was about 12 years
old {1921) ke tried o fence his end to make it easier to weep Cows on
3ridge Green, and as soon as his father, Mr.3, Morley saw it ne told him *o
take iv dowm. Lir, F.D. Yorley out a post and wire fence at ihis end and on
complaints being made tock it down almost immediately. Ilir., T.J. Morley who

¢ graze caitle on 3ridge Creen, in a conversation with lrs. Carlisle

t would be most converient to have a Tence there (because it would
nrevent cattle straring on ths rcad and save the expense of employing someone
to trevent this), . larriott said he was surorised that there was no fence.
Crn the eviderce and Zrom what I saw during my insvection I find that it would
nzve been advantageous to the owner of Hdll Farm to fence the southern end
of 3ridge Green. I conclude that llessrs. 3., H.J. and P.D. lorley all
- considered that thev were by reason of.some local law avplicable to 2ridze
Green onliged tc leave the southern snd unfenced for the henefit of the
irnabitants. I reject the argument *that the oblizatiorn was conseguent on a
highway vnassing over ilhe 3ridge Green from rorth Yo south: there would, I
think, never aave been anv vractical difficuliy as regards access to the
aurch and the Rectory tc the owner and occupier of the Hall Tarm coming to
some arrangement about a gate or (in more modern times) a catile grid.

D ot ey

For the Council i% was argued (and for the Objectors centra) that the
nare '"Bridge Green' Yy waich the land now under consideratien had been and
was now being called zrovided some ground for supnosing that the inhabitants
nad rights over it usually fcurd over village greens; Ir, Laws thought that
the sizrnificance of "3ridge Green' was a combination of a bridgze and meadowland.
But it is, I think, of some relevance to this case that the word "green" as a
matter of ordinary Znglisn nas as cne of its principal meaniness: Ya piece
of public or common srazing land ....: a3 village green", see Oxford Znelish

Dictionarvy. Although I would not witheut other evidernce conclude that any
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piece of land was a village green merely because it appeared to be such and
was called a "green", nevertheless when I inspected Bridge Green I found
that upon a consideration of its name alone it seemed to be more probable
than not that it was or (it appearing to have been encroached on by the

ad joining occupiers) had been a village green: weaning not the sort of thing
which is sometimes illustrated in a glossy Christmas calendar, but the sort
of piece of grass land on which it would be convenient for villagers to
gather together {o waich or participate in informal athletics, games and
amusements (such as pony riding competitions). Approaching it From the east
the road turns abruptly north and ceases to be narrowly confined by hedges
and widena out to what has the appearance of being an open space having a
use distinetive from that of the adjoining agricultural land; the gates into
it from the east and the west and the gaps in the hedges indicate that at
present some use is made of Bridge Green by those entitled to the ad joining
fields but this did not remove the impression that it was in some way distinct
from such adjoining lard.

Iy conclusion from the ccnsiderations set out in the four preceding
paragrapas is thai the use made by the inhabitants of the parish of Bridge
Green within living memory can properly be ascribed o the circusstance that
it was in accordance with its name a village green in the sense current
before the 1965 Act and that such use was as of right.

Use as of right for a period within living memory raises a rebuttable
presumntion that such use continued from time immemorial. Ir this case the
presumntion is, I think, reinforced by a consideration of what Bridge Green
would have been at the time of the instrument of apportionment. Cn wy
irspection many of the buildings described as cottages in such instrument
appeared to hzve been revlaced (I was told in evidence many had been rebuilt)
by buildings wore appropriately described as "houses"; I got ithe impression that
in 1841 the Hall and the Rectory oust in relation to the otaer dwellinzs in
the village have been more irvortant than they are now and would hen have
been more 2 centre of village life so that the inhabitants would *her Ye nore
iilzely <han new te want to use 3ridge Green for recreational surnoses. The
Churcz zas Morman work in it and I deduce that there has been a church on the
site rrom vime immemorizl,

Ir my ominion therefore the Council has establisihed tha: the inhabitants
of the parish of Hargrave lave a customary rizht to indulge in lawful sports
and pastimes on 3ridge Green,

In forming this oninion I lave for the reasons indicated, disrercarded the
following matters which were discussed at the hearing.
It is, I think, unnecessary for me to deitermine whether, 2s some of the

witnesses thousnt, the inhabitanis of 3ridge Green would have had if the 1965
Act had never been passed, any grazing rights over Bridge Green., The definition
in the Act of a town or village sreen is (so far ag relevant 1o *his case)
limited righis to "irdulge in lawful sports and pastimes",

Altnouzh there was at some time during the tenancy of Ir. 3. lorley a
muck heap at the north end of 3ridge Green, the evidence about its size and
duration was vague. There was no evidence that it interfered with any use



any inhabitant of the parish wanted to make of Bridge Green, I think it unlikely

that it ever did so.

¥r. P.D. iorley for a period put up a low fence near and for a substantial

part of the west side of the road which runs nortk and south across Bridge

Green (this fence contirued along the western part of the south side of 3ridge
Green) for the purpose of keeping in pigs grazing there.
in the adjoining field and were admitted to the land so enclosed through a gate.
He considered he had no right tc put up this fence permanently but might do so

temporarily; although he did

intended ne did nevertheless remove it when he left (at the erd of his tenancy)
Witnesses were uncertain as to the exact period for which
the fence was up and I find the duration was between 18 months and two years.

in October 1969,

not remove the fence as soon as he originally

The pigs were not grazed there all the time the fence was ups they were, I
think, not there for sufficiently long period to do the turf any permanent
damage or any temvorary damage likelr to interfere with the use of Bridge

Green by the inhabitants for recreational purmoses,
that either the fencing or the pigs ever interfered with the use any inhabitant
and I think it unlikely that they

of the parish wanted %o make
ever did so.

Hr., Gittus who is and has been from 1971
Parm as successor of Zrkeine Tstates and

Hall

There was no svidence

of Bridge Green,

in possesgion of the rent of

was included in the letiing to Captain Buller-Long of HYall Farm house and

some of the Tields formerly tenanted by ilr. P.D. llorley, said that he had fer
some years owned other land in the neishbourhcod and had given

beinz

to ride over ary of iz land.
Zall Farm, neiither his iitle ner
~reduction of title deeds.
in r. Gittus for an estate in fse simple (the
am net satisfied that the sersons to

nroved by the
iz now vesied

clzim <he ownersihiz), I

PR

zermissicn o riie over ais land
Zridge Green ceased

to n»ide over
the owner of Zridge Green.

The evidence about the
“c Xeen in hics 21igs, and the

e

Mk

think, assis
other ground Jcunded on Siis

d2tad Tth Zovember 1948, and
meaning of Zeculaticn 26) to

For the »easons sst out

Cbjectors to pay the costs incurred by the Council in respect

some of the nersons lirs. Carligle said she had seen ride there,

much

Cbizctors to 2stablisn

Although I aave no reascen to deubt his
the title of the Zrskine Tstaites was

i

Council 3i:
wiom he za
and wino nefore e Was owner Jere accust
tc do sc ag of rizht zerely bscouse le

b
®

hean, i
vermission g Lr. Fittus does not. I
sheir main grounds of objecticn,
evidence would, I th be outsid
it would, I thini, not be "just! (within the

allow the Ohjectors to »ut it Jormward.

1 1)
shink,

ebove T conlirm the registration

4t she hearing She Cbjectors and the Council agreed that if I should thinl
to make such arn order I should specify 23 the scale of County Court ceosis
applicable that wiich was notified to the Cleri of the Commissioners as having

been agreed betwesn them znd

saoul? not copecify an- scale,

that if mo such notification were received I
My crder
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The pigs were housed

who told me that Bridge Green

friends of his,

cermission
title
ever
Zut even assuming th2t Bridge Green

omed
became

the o2jection

and ord:r~ the
¢f these nroceeding

28 to costs will be drawn up accordinzgly.
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I am required by regulation 30(t) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations
1971 to explairn that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous
in noint of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the
decision i3 sent to him, require me to state a case for the decision of the

High Court.

O . L. /g44£e4~ ;Z*AZéﬁ a
/

Dated this 3 iSF day of #TG*k 1972,

Commons Commissicner



