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In the Matter of Bisley Common, including Reidon Hill,
Bisley, Surrey (o. 2)

DECISION

These disputes relate to the registrations at Zntry Nos 1 to 9 in the Rights
section of Register Unit No. CL 26 in the Register of Common Land maintained
by the Surrey County Council and ars occasioned by Objections Nos 243 and 410
made by the former Surrey County Council and noted in the Register on

21 September 1970, and Objection No. 11l made by the former Woking Urban
District Council and noted in the Register on 22 July 1970.

T held a hearing for the purpose of inguiring into the dispute at Guildford .
on 21 May 1981. The hearing was attended by Mr G Wilson, solicitor, on behalf
of the applicants for the registrations at Entry Wes 1, 2, 3, and 7, and by
Mr B Cotter, solicitor, on behalf of the Surrey County Council, and Mrs Martin,

the successor in title of the applicants for the registrations at Entry Nos 5 and
6 appezared in person. There was no appearance by or on benalf of the applicants

for the regisirations at Entry Nos 4, 8, and 9.

YMr Cotter informed me that it had been agreed that personal righis of estovers

would be granted to the applicants for the registrations at Fniry Mos 1, 2, 3, and 7,

to Mrs Martin, and to Major M T Tennant, the successor in title of the applicant
for the registration at Eantry No. 4. Mr Cotter further informed me that the
County Council agreed that the applicants for the registrations at Intry Uos

8 and 9 had rights of estovers and turbary, and that the applicant for the
registration at Entry No 9 had a right to graze 2 horses or 2 cattle.

In these circumstances I refuse to confirm the registrations at Entry Nos 1 to 7,

I confirm the registration at Entry No. 8, and confirm the registraiion with the

 following modification:- namely, the substitution of #lhe words "to graze 2 horses

or 2 cattle” for the words "of herbage".

I am required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations
1971 to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous
in voint of law may, within & weeks from the date’on which notice of the

decision is sent to hlm, require me to state 2 case for the decision . of the
High Court.

Tated this é*.i day of ,.i‘.,-m-{ 1981

Ch;el Commons Ccmmissioner
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