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COILIOS 2TCISTRATION ACT 1965
Refererce lo. 10G/D/30

" In the Matter of Zlm Tree,

Dewlish, Dorset,.

DECISZON

This dispute relates to the reistration at Zntry 0.110 i the Lansd
Section of Register Uriv No.C.L.110 inthe Remister of Common Larnd maintzined
by the Derset County Council and is cccasioned br- Chjection 0.477 male b

the Courty Council and noted in the Regisiar on 11th llay 1971,

I held 3 hearins for the purpose of inquirins~ into ihe dispuze at
Dorchester on 1st ilarch 1973, Thae hearin~ was attended by lrs. L.D. Irast,

the Clari of the Dewlish Parish Council, which agnlied Tor the registratien
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and by I=». ... Taylor, solicitor, for the Objecicrs.

The lznd the subject of this referance is a trianzle bounded by county
roads orn two of its sides, There is no suggestion ihmt it is subjeci Yo rinnnts
of common, but Irs. raft contended tazt it falls vwithin the definitior of
"common lznd" in section 22(1) of the Commons Rerisiration act 1355 Ly being
manorial waste. Lr.Tavlor, on the other hand, contanded that it is excluded
from that dzfinition By forming part of a2 uizhwa-,
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-uis evidence is contained in the Dewlish Inclozsurs award made irn 1819 under
tae Act 35 GeolIII, ¢.21 (private). The land irn cugstion is shomwn on the map
avivazhed To ihe Award as [fo.55. It appears “rom the aAward that the lord og

the manor was the Zarl of Ilchester and rrovision was made for an exchange of
lands beuwvesn the Zarl and one John ilichel. imeng the pisces of land bveleouring
to lir. llickel to be allotied to the Zarl was Yo.55, described az "Part of
Parsonage i'ead"., Sirce before the malting of the Avard ihis land belonged %o
ir, licrel and not to the lord of the manor, it cannct have been mancrial waste.

Tt is not necessary for me to decide whether ithe iind in susstion is part
of a hicsaway, since I am satisfied on the evidence %tha% it iz not manerial wazte,
d
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For these reasons I refuse to confirm the rezistration,

I am required by regulation 30{1) of the Commons Cormissiorers Regulations
1671 to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous in
point of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on waich notice of the decision
is sent to him, require me to sitate a case for the decision of the Zizh Cours.
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Dated this |32 day of iarch 1373

Chief C omnissioner



