JOMEIONS REZGISTRATION ACT o, 211/1/23
In
DIOTISION
Thig raference relates %o tha guestion of the cumershipz of the land describad aYova
being the land comprisad in the Land 3zztion of Resgister Unit Ho. CL 35 in the
T,glauer of Common Land maintainzd by the Durham County Council of waich no pesrson
ig registared under ssciion 4 of the Commons Regisiration Act 1 65 as the owner.

Pollowinz upon the public notice of this reference Woodland Parish Council claimed
to he the freenold owner of the land in question ("the Tnit land") and ro othar
parson claimed to have information as fto its ownership.

I held 2 he ring for the purpose of inguiring into the question of the ownership of
the Unit land at Darliagton on 22 July 1580.

At the nearldg the Parish Council was represented by its Cler { Miss i1 X Bell,

By an Award made under the Inclosure Act 1815 there was awardad to the Surveyors of
tha Highways within the Hanor of Township of Woodland a piece of land of 8 acres and
3 roads, wnich included the unii land, (which is in area sope 4.4 ac*es) The award

was for a public guarry and for devositing ribbish, subdjsct to an award of Ihe
harbhage of 8 acreg to one John Walker his heirs and assizns.

K

Tha claim to ownershin by the Parisn Council was hazed on this Award. I undersatood

from Miss Bell that the herbage is takan by John Walker's successors in title and that

otharwisa there has besn no specific uszer of the Urdk land, nor was any evidence
adduced to supvort a zlaim of ownsrship otherwise than by viritue of the Avard. I do
not lkmow by what stages it iscantended that following thz Award, ownership has now
devolred on the Parish Cowmecil., In.deed it seems that undsr the Local Govermment Act

1294 (see sections 25 (1) and 67} the Unit land may have vested in the Rural District
Couneil and then,. following the Local Government ict 1972 and the Local Authoritiag
(Enzland) (2roperty) Oxder 1973, in the Teesdales Disirict Council. I cannot, however,
assume that this is so, esvecially in the absence of a claim to ownership by the
District Council,

In the result, T am not satisfied that any person 1s the owner of the land, and it will
therefore wemain subjech to protaciion under ssciion 9 of the Act of 1965,

I 2n reguirad by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commizsioners Ragulations 1971 to
explain that a person aggrisved bty this decision as being erroneous in voint otU law
maw, within 6 weeks from tne date on which nobtics o7 the dizision i wont 40 bism,
require me to state a case for the decision of the High Conrs.
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