93

COMIZONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 . )
Reference los.209/D/12-16

In the ilatter of Shore Bottom,
Stockland, Devon (Fo.2).

DECISICN

These disputes relate to the registrations at Entry Nos.1,2,3 and 4 in
the Rights Seciion of Register Unit No.CL 5 in the Register of Common Land
maintained by the former Devon County Council and are occasioned by Objection
Ho0.425 (Land) made by lr P.J. Shipp and noted in the Register on 16th November
1670, and Objection ¥o.,11C4 made by the former Devon County Council.

I held a hearing for the purpose of inquiring into the disputes at
Exeter on 23rd October 1974. The hearing was attended by ilr P.A.J. Browne,
solicitor, on. behalf of the Devon County Council. The Stociiiznd Parish
Council, the applicant for the registration at Entry Ilo.1 was not represented.
Iy WU.E. Summers, Mr P.G. Rowe and lr Z.F. Culmstoclk, the applicant for the

ezistration at Zntry fos.2, 3 and 4 resgectively, did not appear and were not
represented., Jr Shipp did not avpear and was not represented. IIr Browne,
however, handed to me documents signed by or on behalf of the Farish Council,
ur Summers, and lIr Culmsioclk asiting me to "cancel" their clzinms,

After the hearing I received a letter from llr Donald J., Rowe, the son of
r F.G. Rowe, wiao said that he was unzble to atiend the hearing-and was not
in a financizl posiiion to Zo legal U“tule with the ”ourty Ccuncll, T Zove
is unhappy achcout the ucunty Ceuncil's decision not fo ask me o confirm the
resistraticn in the Lard 3cction of the Register Unit, thoujz e said that he

1,
L
was contented with the state whica had prevailed before the
regiziration, Jhile I weuld in vent hesitate to restore the case to the
ligt Zor furtler argumsnt in 2] r Revwe's decizion not tc avail aimself
ef the oppertunity of appearing at tﬂe nearing, no 2ing in ais letter leads

me e *hlnﬁ that the Ccunty Council was aistaken in deciding not to susport
t-e registration. I Fowe scys in his letter that on occasions e has cut
bracizen on the land in q*esuion to use as hedding 2nd clomping materizl, but
»is father's ap llc tion for registraiion <id not meniion a2 rishi So cut
Braclien, and tn_ is not; rng in r Zowe's letter Yo suggest it there night
he any substance in his father's registraticn.

In tihe sbsence of zny evidence in support of =any ol the registrations
I refuse to confirm any of ithe registrations. '

I am required %y rzgulzstion 30(1) o the Commons Commissicners Regulztions
1971 to explain that 2 serson zggrieved by this decision as being srroneous in
soint of law may, witiin & weeits from the date on which-not‘ce of the decision
iz zent to him, require me to state a cuse for the decision of the :High Court.

dated this Z2{EL  day of November 1974

Chief Commolts vommissioner



