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COMTIATS REGISTRATICGH ACT 1965 :
i Reference Nos 210/D/452
to 455 inclusive
210/D/527
_ 210/D/528
e 210/D/462
. 210/D/463

Tn the Matier of Dewlands Common

1) south part about 22,37 acres, ,

2) north part about 18,00 acres, and

3) west connecting strip about 0.46 acres,
in :Knowlton and Verwood, Wimborne District,
Dorset

DECISION

These § disputes relate to the registrations at Entry o. 1 in the Land Section

and 2t Batry No. 1 in the Rights Section of Register Unit (1) Fo. CL.82,.(2) No,.CL 5
and (3) Wo. CL 81 in the Register of Common land maintained by Dorset County Council

and 2re occasioned by (CL 82) Objection No. 133, (CL 50) Objection No, 137, and

(CL 81) Objection Wo. 132 made by Mr Clunie Rutherford Dale and noted in the Register
on 29 Hzreh, 9 August and 2 April 1971; by (CL 82) Objection No. 367 made by

lir George Zdward iktore and noied in the Register on 29 larch 1971; and by (cL 82)
Objection No. 999 made by IMr Thomas Kershaw and noted in the Register on 26 ifarch 197

T held a hearing for the purpose of inquiring into these disputes at Pocle on 13 and
19 June 1950, At the hearing (1) #rs Joyce Elfleca Duncan on whose application
jointly with ilr Robert Duncan the registrations in the Rights Section were made
attended in person on her own behalf and as representing him; (2) ¥nowlton Parish
Council (a group council for Chalbry; Horton, Wimborne 5t Giles & ‘oodlands) as
successor of Horton Parish Council on vhose application the CL 82 and the CL 81 land
Section registrations were made and which said application is noted in the CL 50
Rezister were represented by lirs E A Curry their clerk; (3) The Ramblers® Association
an application by whom is noted in the Iand Section of Register Uhit No. CL 50 were
represented ty lMrs R Colyer who is their Footpath Secretary for the Dorset Area;

(4) 1 C R Dale was represented by r J F R Bongerd solicitor of Jacksons,
Solicitors .of Fordingoridge, (5) Wimborne District Council as successor in title

of I C R Dale and as a concerned authority were also represented by I Bongard;

(6) i G I lbore was represented by Mr G Evans, solicitor of Didbens,dSolicitors

of Fernwood; (7) Hr T Kershaw was present in person and (8) trs Louisa Alice Rose
tuargess of 1 Vicarage Road, Sheringham, Norfolk was represented by her son-in-lasw
ir Jomn Cyril Saunders,

Th these proceedings I first considered the CL 82 land., The grounds of Ovjection
Tio. 133 (lir Dale) are not expressly limited to the part of the CL 2 land of wnich
iir Dale is in the Owmership Section registered as the oiner, although lir Bongard at
the beginning of the hearing jndicated that the District Council as his successor
was only concermed with this part, being about iwo thirds of the whole, and
hereinaftar called "the Dale Part". The other parts I shall cail (in accordance
with their definition in the First Schedule hereto): (1) "the loore Part", Ezg
Wehe Xershaw Port", (3) "the Sturgess Part”, (4} "the 2.30 Acre Part", and (5
mihe Jauithuiest Cormer fart'. lrs Curry caid hat the Forton Parish Council zade
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an application for registration (it was for all the CL 82 and CL 81 lands and for
the part of the CL 50 land within their Parish boundary) because they thought

they were under a duty to meke a regisiration to help those who might have rights.
Opal evidence was given by Iirs Duncan in support of the Rights Section registration,
being of a right attached to Moorview (land with 2 house on it and nearby land
together containing 1.81 acres), lir J C Saunders gave oral evidence against the.
inelusion of the Siurgess Part in the registration, Ir G Z loors zad his
daughter—in-law ilrs Cicely lloore gave oral evidence against the inclusion of the
‘Moore Part in the registration. I Bongard geve oral evidence against the inclusion
of the Dale Part in the registration, Mr T Kershaw geve oral evidence against the
jnclusion of the Kershaw Part in the registration. In the course of this evidence
the documents. listed in Part I of the Second Schedule hereto were produced,

Wext I considered the CL 50 land; the registration was made on the application of
Veruwood Parish Council, although much of the land is not within that parish. .
The grounds of Objection No. 137 (1 Dele) are not expressly limited to the parts
of the CL 50 land of which Mr Dale is registered as the owner, although lir Bongard
said that the District Council was only concerned with this part, being about
seveneighths of the whole and being in Part 2 of the First Schedule hereto defined
as "the CL 50 North Part" and "the CL 50 South Part", lrs Duncan in support of
the Rights Section registration relied on the evidence she had already given.

lirs Colyer gave oral evidence in support of the Iand Section registration and

lir Bongard gave further evidence against “he registrations in both the Righis and
1and Sections. In the course of this evidence the documents listed in part 2

of the Third Schedule hereto were produced. '

Next I considered'the CL 81 land, for and against the registrations of which lir
and lMfrs Duncen and HMr Bongard relied on the evidence already given in relation
to the CL 82 and CL 50 lands.

At the ccnclusion of the hearing lir Bongard produced the document a copy of which
is set out in the Fourth Schedule hereto showing that he on behalf of iIr Dale
and the fimborne District Council had reached a compromise with ir and Mrs Duncan,

n the day after the hearing I inspected these lands accompanied by Mrs Duncan
and Ifr Kershaw nearly 2ll the time and by lir lbore while 1 was walking on or
round the Moore Part.

. 4
The grounds of Uojection No. 357 EI-I::- Moore) are in effect that the lcore Part
is not common land. By section 5 7) of the 1955 Act, I must freat this Qbjection
"as relating noi only to the registration in the Land Section btut also to the
registration in the Rights Section, such registration being of: "The rignt of
common to depasture 2 cows, The right of turbary, The right to cut gorse or
furse. The right to take and use water rurning over and along the land".

loorview (house and land) is northwest of the Dale Part and southwest of the .
. CL 50 South Part and of the CL 81 land. The Hoore Part is southeast of the

Dale Part, They are about 300 yards apart, so that the area of the Dale Part

in between is considerable. In dealingz with this Objection (Fo. 387,i%F Moore),
T shall for the benefit of IHr and lMrs Dwican assume that they have 2 right es
claimed bty them over this in between area at least,and will therefora only
consider the fquesiion whether they aave graoved that such vizht extends over the

Cliocre Pari.
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Under the documents produced by Mrs Duncan the successive owners of Moor View
nave been her father Mr C B King from 1924 (he died in 1958), her mother

srs A R King till her death in 1963 and then Mr and rs Duncan., Mrs Duncan

said in effect that her father until his death that she and her husband afterwards
had ogut a2 cow (with a follower) and after her father's death goats on the common.

- The 1912 and the 1924 conveyances are expressed to include 2 right of common over
the "sommonTor "heath! therein mentioned. 4% a sale in 1924 of the 3naftesbury
Estate, ‘the in betweenarea at least was sold "subject to any rights of grazing that
mey exist", Irs Duncan did not suggest that the animals put on %o the in between.
area by her father and her husband were ‘ever- put on to the loore Part., She.:
contended (as I understood her) that tbey must have strayed there and that
according to the OS Haps the ioore Part is part of the same piece of land as the —
in vetween area. .

But against this contention:— The Moore Part was in 1952 conveyed to Mr Moore
without any mention of it being part of a.common. It was then so Mr Moore said
fanced from the in between area, although the fence was dilapidated. In about
1554 the dungalow now there was built, Since then the Moore Part has been private
zround either garden or cultivated or otherwviseused with the Bungalow as it now
aspears: quite distinet from the in between area. So I find since about 1964

the right claimed could not have been effectively exercised and since about 1952
could not have been exsrcised as of right over the loore Part.

I accept the evidence of lr and 1irs ioore about the state of the Yoore Part

as they have known it. Balancing this evidence azainst the conflicting contentions
of Ir 2nd lxs Duncan my conclusion is that the loore Part was never af o

now relevant time part of the area subject to the right which I have assumed

t» and Hrs Duncan now have; accordingly my dscision'is that the ‘right they. now
claim -does . not extend to the Moore Parte.

In the absance of any evidence of any..other:. persons having any right, I also conclude
that the loore Pert is not "and subject to a right of common" within the meaning

of paragrzpi {(a) the definition of "common land" in section 22 of the 1965 Act.

. As to the possibility of the Moore Part being 'waste land of a manor" within

paragraph (b) of the definition, the considerations nentioned below in relation. '
+o the CL 30 North Part are applicable, and additionally I have the evidence of
1r and s lcore. Accordingly my decision is %hat Objection Mo, 357 wholly
succeecS. 4

ts to the Objections llos 132, 133 and 137 made by iir Dale:— The evidence of

1irs Dunczn left open the duestionj. : whether even assuming she and Ifr Duncan

have attached to loor View a right of common over the CL 50 Scuth Part (defined
in the First Schedule hereto) such right e:ctends ko the CL 50 Yorth Part and the

CL &1 land of which ir Dale is the registered ovmer. Under the docunents of
title produced by lir Bongard, Mr Dale's title for his lend north of the

Toes lane Line (as defined in the First Schedule hereto) is different from his title
+o his land south of the Line; in tha¥ the soiith land ' - (unlike the north land) was.
exgressed.to ke conveyed tfsubjects taany see rights of grazing which may now exist eve'e
‘Te appearance of these lands, and the circumstance that the Does lane Line is a
sarish boundary are indications that the CL 50 North Part is distinct from the

£l 3D South Part.
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So even in the absence of a compromise I should be inclined to conclude that the
legal position was as has by the compromise been agreed. In the absence of any
evidence or suggestion to the contrary, my decision is therefore (in accordance
with the cozpromise) that the Dale Part, the CL 50 South Part and the CL 81

land are subject to a right of common as claimed by Mr and Mrs Duncan and that such
lands are therefore wiithin paragraph {(a) of the said 1965 Act definitioa of "common
land"; so as regards these lands the Objections of Mr Dale fail,

Although under tha compromise Mr and Mrs Duncan ¢an have no right of common over
the CL 50 North Part, and this Pert cannot therefore be within paragraph (a)

of the said definition, such coripromise is not evidence against CL 50 land being.
within paragraph (b) of the definition. Of those present or represented at the
hearing only the Ramblers' Association contended that the CL 50 Nerth Part was
"waste land of the manor" within this paragraph; Mrs Colyer (as I understocd her)
relied on: (1) that the Part was not among the numbered plots in the Schedule

to the Tithe Apportionment Award for the Parish of Verwood, being plots numbered
as being then enclosures (there are some numbers &né such schedules described

as "enclcsures from the common")}; (2) the said Averd mentions “commons unsuitable
for cultivation" in the parish as containing 620 acres; (3} that the 1902 OS Map
shows the CL S50 North Part with the name "Dewlands Common" {the CL 50 South Part
and the Dale Part are not so named although the map might be read as treating then
as included in Dewlands Cormon); and (L) the CL North Part now appears to be QEE‘QEEED
piece of land with the CL 50 South Part and the CL 81 land.%hat Mrs Colyer said

about this Award (it was not produced although the accuracy of her surmary was not
challenged), I consider it to be no indication that CL North Part has any mancxrial
history which could now be relevant. The documents of title to the CL 50 North

Part produced by Mr Bongard not only provide no such indication but are some

evidence that this Part has no such history. The map and the present appearance

of the land have I think no decisive significance. Nobtody else contending the
contrary, my decision is that the CL 50 North Part is not within paragraph (Zhlﬁ:j

of the said definition and that Objection No. 137 as regards the CL 50 liorth' “Part
wholly succeeds.

Otjection No. 999 made by Mr Kershaw relates only to the registration in the Rights
Section Entry so far as it relates to the Kershaw Part. I have a copy of a letter
dated 28.3.73 from Mrs Duncan to the County Council in which in effect she withdraws
her registration of the area to which Mr Kershaw objected. In the absence of any
suggestion at the hearing that I should do otherwise, my decision is that this
Objection (it relates only to the Rights Section Entry) succeeds. - &

I heve above dealt with a2ll the Objections so far as the Objectors at the hearing
desired to press grounds of objection therein set out. EHowever the grounds of the
Obgectloqs mada by Mr Dale are ln eneral terms yelating the entirety of these lands
and in oy view the circumstances cf Mr Bongard dednot w==%=> press therm further
than as above stated cannot depr*ve me of the jurisdiction to deal with all the
registrations as affecting every part of these lands as I think fit. By

regulation 23(5) of the Commons Commissicners Regulation 1971, at the hearing of a
dispute relating to the registration of land as cormon land I may if I think fit
take evidence from any person present; this was such a hearing and I did think fit
to take evidence from Mr Kershaw and Mr Saunders. Further I have inspected the
land. So I conclude that I may properly deal with the other parts of these lands
notwithstanding that Mr 3Bongard said that his Council were aoct conzernmed atout then.
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- As regards the Kershaw Part:- On the evidence of Mr Kershaw and on the appearance
of this Part I conclude that it was not "waste land of the manor" within

© peragraph (b) of the said definition. By reason of the success of Objection No. 999,
it cannot be within paragraph (e). I conclude therefore that the Kershaw Part

" was not properly included in the Land Section Registration.

As to the Sturgess Part:= The locality of this Part is such that if the Kershaw
Sax+ is not properly included in the ragistrations, neither could it be, because
i7 Mr and trs Duccan have no rights over the Kershaw Part thay would have no 2CCeSS
to the Sturgess Part, For this reason and upon the evidence of Mr Saunders I
conclude that the Sturgess Part should not be included either in the Land or the
 Rights Section of the CL 82 Registrater Unit.

As regards the 2,30 Acre Part:- 0S Plot No. 7724 is enclosed from the Dale Part
erd appears to have been so enclosed for some time. On appearance alone it would
oot be sensible to,include this plot in these registrations; during my inspection
rs Duncan egreed $aid that she never intended that her registraticn should extend
‘over it. If this plot is excluded from the registration the part of Hortoa Way

on which it fronts, should also be excluded, I conclude therefore that the 2,30

_ Acre Part was not properly registered.

As to the Southwest Cormer Part:- Compared with the adjoining Dale Part this is
very small indeed. The boundary of the Dale Part as drawvn in accordance with the
title deeds relating to it, indicates that the Dale Part is a distinct piece of
leznd. In ry view there cannot sensibly be land of the size of the Southwest Corner
Part which is both distinct from the Dale Part and cormon land; I conclude

- therefore that it tco was not properly registered.

As regards the CL 50 semicirecular Part:—. The situation of this Part is such that
i7 the CL 50 Horth Part is not properly registered (as I have above decided) neither
is this part. And I so conclude.

As regards the CL 50 Zast Part:i~- I have no note or recollection of anyone at the
hearing saying anything about this part.. During my inspection it appezred possibly
to be of some local importance because of the nearby dwellirnghouses on the east;
but in relation to the CL50 registration the scrub on it appeared very like that on
the adjoining part of the CL 50 South Part and there seemed to be no reason why if
r and rs Duncan have a right of commons {as I have decidesd they have) over the

CL 50 South Part, such right should not also extend to the CL 50 Zast Pigce as being
part of the same piece of land. lobody having objected to the inclusion of the CL 50
Tast Part in these registrations, it seems likely that its owner is unknown;

one of the purposes of the 1965 Act being put under protection cezmon land of which
the owner is unknown, I comsider I can in the public interest properly lean in favour
for the registration of this Part, sc that the resulting inquiry under section 8

of the Act may in the public interest produce a clarification of the legal pesition.
Accordingly notwithstanding that Mrs Duncan during my inspection said she vas
indifferent whether right of common registered by her and ¥y Duncan extended to it,
ry decision is that it does so extend and that this Part should therefore rerain
registered.

Saction with the medifizaticn that thers be remcved from tha Register all th

- - P T -5 . ol - I ek i - T o T -
mar=n of the Daes Lense Line; I coniirm the regisiration 2w atry ol bV oIn

For the above reasons, I confirm the registration at Entry ¥o, 1 in the CL 530 Land
he
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Rights Section without any modifications save such as is consequential on the
removal of the said land from the Register. I confirm the registration at Entry

llo. 1 in the CL 81 Land Section and at Entry No. 1 in the CL 81 Rights Section
without any modification. I confirm the registration at Entry No. 1 in the CL 82
Land Section with the modification that there be removed from the Register, the
Moore Part, the Kershaw Part, the Sturgess Part, the 2.30 Acre Part and the
Southwest Corner Part; I confirm the registration at Entry No, 1 in the CL 82
Rights Section without any modification save such as s coniequential on thez rezoval
of the said land from the Register. ‘

Mr Kershaw claimed costs against Xnowlton Parish Council because after

Mr and Mrs Duncan had withdrawn their registration against the Kershaw Part, they

in their letter of 9 January 1978 {in effect) refused to co-operate with him in
obtaining in advance of the hearing the exclusicn of the Kershaw Part from the
registrations and had therefore put him to trouble and expense. I refuse such claim
because in my view, Objection No. 99 did not relate to the Land Section and the
Ferish Council were therefore under no duty to consider the psssibility of the
Kershaw Part being excluded from the Land Section. No such exclusion could under
the 1965 Act and the Commons Commissioners Regulations 1970 have been effected by
the County Council as resgistraticn authority in advance of the hearing even with
the consent of Mr Kershaw, Mr end irs Duncan and the Parish Council.

I am required by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Cemmissioners Regulations 1971
to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as teing erronecus in roint of
law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent to
him, require ne to state a case for the decision of the High Court,
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FIRST SCHLDULE
(Definitions)
Part I: the GL 82 land

"The Dale Part" means the part of the CL 82 1and of which Mr Clunie Rutherford Dale
was on 27 May 1970 in the Ownership Section registered as owner.

"The Moore Part' means the part of the CL 82 land outlined in red on the plan attached
t3 -Objection No. 387 and made by Mr Georgs Edward Moore.

WIhe Kershaw Part" means the part of the CL 82 1and shown in red on the plan attached
to Objection No. 999 and made by Mr Thomas Kershaw.

"The Sturgéss Part' means the part of the CL 82 1and which is north of the west half
of the Kershaw Part. : _—

"The 2.30 Acre Part" means the part of the CL 82 land (exclusive of the Moore Part)
which is southeast of the Dale Part and which is or jncludes. (i) 0S plot No. 7724
on the OS map marked as containing 2.30 acres and (ii) so much of Horton Way as 1is
toth southwest of Margards Lane. .and northeast of the southwest corner of the said
0S plot No. 772k. ' '

-

&M means the remainder of the CL 82 land, being a small
aituated near the southwest corner of the Dale Part.

"The Southwest Corner Par
area about 15 yards long

Part 2: the CL 50 la=n

"The Dpes Lane Line! means a line approximataly straight which is a continuation
approximately eastward in a straight line of the south toundary of Does Lane from
where it nmeets Dewlands Road, which is for tre most of its length a south boundary
of the CL.50 land and which ends at or near the narthwest corner of the land on the
caid CS map marked as held with a dwellinghouse "Pines'".

tThe CL 50 lorth Part" means the part of the CL 50 land which is north of the Does Lans
Line and of which Mr Clunie Rutherford Dale was on 7 April 1970 in the Qwnership
Section registered as the owner.. '

#Phe CL 50 Semigircular Part' means part of the CL 50 land whichis north of the
Does Lane Line {exclusive of the CL 50 North Part) being a semicircular area northeast
of the said CL 50 North Part. ) &

"The CL SO South Part" means the part of the gL 50 1land (excluszive of the CL 30
North Part) of which Mr Clunie Rutherford Dale was registered as owner as aforesaid.

"The CL 50 East Part'" means the remainder of the CL 50 land being a strip about
450 yards long which runs between the southeast corner of the CL 50 lNorth Part and
the east corner of the CL 50 South Part.
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SECCD SCIEDULE
(Documents produced at tha CL 82 part of the hearing)
Part 1: by Ifrs Duncan

8 Liovember 1913 Copy (certified 9 iay 13973) of conveyance
: by Charles Williams as personal
representative of Job Shearing (commonly
Inown as Job Herming the younger: he died
25 December 1917) %o Sidney EZdward Trickett
of 2 Treeuold Melds (0S Mo, 292304 together
containing 1.808 acres.

15 September 1924 _ Copy (similarly certified) of conveyance
by S E Trickett o Charles Edward Xing of
the said premises,

24 Iareh 1964 Copy (similarly certified) of assent by
Mra J E Duncan and ifr iI C Green as executors
of lirs Alfreda Rose King {she died
5 October 1963) in favour of I R and
lirs J E Duncan of the said premises,

12 i-Tover_n’ner 1946 Extract from cdatalosue of sale of part of
Shaftesbury Estate being lot 69 described
as "Mand ectending to about 18,551 -acres'.

Fart 2: by Mr J C Saunders

25 August 1976 Statutory declaration made by iirs Rose
: Lonisa Saunders exhiditing copy of 1919
conveyance below mentionad (provides for
use of Parish Council).

2 October 1376 Copy letter from Knowlton Parish Council to
Bury & Burye. ' '
23 June 1577 ' Letter from Bury & Bury to !ir and
' lrs Saunders with copy plan referred to.
15 lmrch 1573 | letter from Dorset County Counci} to Bury &
) BLlI".fo
16 June 1980 Authority signed by lirs L A R Sturgess,
10 June 1919 . Conveyance (being original of cony exhibit

to above declaration) made by Cherles
Williams %o William Henry Heath of land and
cottage,.
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Part 3: by lr ioore

11 December 1952 Conveyance by Iir Herbert James Rolles Fryer
and another %o lr George Edward licore of
mieces of land containing about 3.24% acres
and 15,985 acres,

5 March 1974 ‘ Conveyance by lir G Moore and Gemmoor
Invesinant Commany Limited to I Ceorgzge
Herbert William Moore and ilrs Cicely ibore.

Part 4: by I'r J P R Bongard

Epitome of title of C R Dale and Wimborme
District Council ta (4) 11 acres adjoining
Dewland Road and known as Dewlands Heath

or Common and (3) land containing 18,65 acres
scuth of Doets Izne and kowm as Dewlands
Comnmon,

24 June 18391 Examined abstirect of the title of Shafteshbury
: Estates Company including a conveyance
. dated 24 June 1935 by Rt Hon 9th Barl of
Shaftesbury to Shaftesbury Bstates Conpany.

17 Septenber 1947 Conveyance by Shaftesbury Istates Company
to liss Violet ihary Dale of land contzining
18,651 acres.

24 3eptemober 1953 ' Copy Probate of will of Ifiss V i Dale (she
died 1 July 1553).

24 September 1953 Copy assent Yy her perscnal representative
in favour of lr Clunie Rutherford Dale,

12 June 1975 Conveyance Yy Iir C R Dale to the Uimborne
District Council of (A) and (B) lands.

4 July 1349 ' Tithe Apportionment iward (from the County
Records Office) for the Parish ofaforton.

Part 5: by ir T Wershaw
23 December 1355 : Conveyance oy Winifred Helen Collins to
T Kershaw of 5.17 acres of lend as descrited

in a conveyence of 25 Augusi 1950.

1953 Abstract of title of ilertin Hasket (starting
with a conveyance of 24 June 1391).

1833 Copy OS map.
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-

1885 . | Extract from Tithe lap.

1369 - Extract from (?) Tithe lap.

1850 JExtract from Reilway 2o,

1844 Extract from Tithe Apportionment Award

(as altered in 15 April 1869).

21 July 1975 letter from Y Stowel of the Shaftast oury
Estates to lir Kershaw,

4 August 1977 Letter from the Barl of Shaftestury to
Ir Kershav,
9 Janmaary 1978 letter from Knowlton Parish Council,

THIRD SCHEDUL=E
(Documents produced at or after CL 50 pa.rt of the hearing)
Part 6: by lirs Colyer

Summary of Tithe &ward,

17 June 1380 Ietter from D H Scriven fo Yrs Colyer.
26 lovember 1371 ILetter from D H Scriven to lirs Colyer.
1902 : 0S i2p Second Edition.

. Picture postcard of Dewlands Common addressed
to iiss R Hopkins.

Part T: by Mr Bongard

1935 : Examined c.ostract of title including
' conveyance dated 30 December 1520 by
Rt Hon S J Earl of lormanton and others to
Job Brewer and Robert Thome,

Y 4
22 llovenber 1934 Conveyance by Job Brewer to Viclet lary Dale.
13 December 195§ Assent by her personzl representatives

in favour of Iy Clunie Rutherford Dale
Policy statement of Wimborne District Council,

- February 1971 formal Plen for Veruood Village and Three
Legged Cross prevared for Dorset County Counci



365

" FOURTH SCHEDULE
onpromise Agreemen
c ise A t

We Joyce Elfleda Duncan and Robert Duncan of Hoorview, Dewlands Commen hereby

agree to give up our claim to common rights over that part of CL 50 vhich lies
to the north of the line of Doe!s Igne.

19 June 1930 (Signed) J E Duncan, L Duncan.

T Jolm Prederick Ross Bongard solicitor on behalf of Clunie Rutherford Dale

and Wimborne District Council hereby withdraw the objection of the said C L Dale
and the said Council 1o the registirations of common rights by !r and Mrs Duncan
to that part of CL 50 and CL 82 which is to the south of the line of Doe's lane
and is now within the owmership of the Council,

19 June 1980 (Signed) J Bongard

. Dated the 26 k- day of O < beles " 1980

- o o, e

Commons Coanissioner



