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COXZI0NS REGISTRATION  ACT 1965 . Reference Yos. 37/D/61-53

In the Matter of Telsconmbe Tye, Télscombe,
East Sussex (No. 1)

- DECISION

These disputes relate to the registrations at Entry Nos 1 and 2 in the Rights .
Section of Register Unit No.CL.2 in the Register of Common Land maintained by the:
former East Sussex County Cougc%} and. are occasioned by Objection Nos. 32 and 33’
made by the late Mrs D Nevillé)}%¥r R C Neville and both noted in tke Register on

13 August 1970 and Objection No. 122 made by !Mr G Janson and noted in the Register |
on 30 October 1970. : ' A

I held a hearing for the purpose ‘of inquiring into the dispute at Lewes on 14 ani 15
“arch 1970 and at Waterzate House, London WC2 on 22 March 1979. The hearing was
attended by Miss Sheila Cameron, of Counsel, on behalf of the Trustees of the Charity
‘nown as Gorham's Gift, the applicants for the registration at Ertry No )by Mr A J
_Turner, solicitor on behalf of the Minister of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, tihe
applicant for the registration at Entry No. 2, and by Mr Ian McCulloch, of Counsel,
-on behalf of Mr Neville. There was no appearance by or on beshalf of Mr Janson.

The land comprised in the Register Unit, though described comprehensively in the
Register as "Telscozbe Tye", in fact consists of three geogravhically sevparate areas.
The largest of these areas lies to the South-West of the village of Telscombe. There
is a sm=iler area (referred to during the hearing as "the E-shaped area") to the
Sorth-Zz33 of the village and a still smaller area to the North-West of the village.
Cnly the lz-gest area is designated as "Telscombe Tye" or "The Tye" on the maps
wrich were put in. This: area will hereafter be referred to as "The Tye", ieither

- of the spaller arsas appears to have 2 distinctive name. All three areas are

snovm on the plarn referred to in the Inclosure Award dated 14 Izrch 1811, made

under the Telscozbe Inclosure Act of 1810 (50 Geo.III, c.cxii), and ezch of then

is described on ths plan as "Sheep Down". In the Act they are referred to
cellectively as "Cozn or Common Pastures or Sheep Dowvms", but in the Award the Tye

ig 59 named and the small areas ars sometimes called "Telscombe Tenantry Down" z2nd
sozatimes "the Tenaniry Down of Telscombe". The total of the three -areas was ’
stated in ithe Act and the Award o be 235a.2r.35p. 1In the Tithe Aoportioncent for
the parich of Telaecombs made in 1842 the three a-sas ave numbered, tozether 127 and
ares collectively deaignated "Tenaniry Dowms". :

2% the time of the passing of the Lect of 1310 part of the parish of Talscombde
sonsisted of open or common fields. Parts of these fields were hald in small parpcels
5y copr-holders of th2 manor of Telscombe and by the recior of Telscorbe as pact

of *the Glebz, ani tha residus, which was forme=ly demesnes land of the mznor, was
neid in fee simple by the Trustees of the Zstate of Henry Smith, Fsguirse, a charity
fereafter referred to as "the Smith Trusteess". The purpose of the Act was the
division and allotment of tha open fields in order to make them cazable of improve-
m2nt. Righis of uommon of pasture on the "Sheed Downs" wers appuztenant to the
oren fields. It is not stated in the Act how those rights ware quantified, but it
is stated in" 5.13 that th2 Smith Trustees enjoyed an extra right, vhich the
Comniszioners were empowered to lessin or alter if they found it cenveniant to do
so {or the purpsse of equality of division, and ii is stated in the Award that the
Szith Trustees are to have the extra right of pasture for 20 sheep instead of for
£Q sheep whieh they had hitherto had or claimed to have, The Award Zoes on to
crdexr that the exnenses heretoforshorne and paid by the, Szith ‘Trustees be reduced
%o on2 moiety, i.e. from two yard lands to one yard;éi ra, the Ceznissioner having



in their allotment to the Trustees award full compensation'for the reduction of
the right or claim for pasturage., This is the only reference in the Award to
nunbers of sheep. ' ' : : ‘

- There were six common fields called North Dean Laine, Vest Laine, Mill Laine,

" Croxdean Laine, Church Laine and South Laine. Fach of . themywith the exception

of North Dean Laine, was divided into two or more furlorgs. The Commissioners.
divided the land in each field intm strips of various sizes and allotted strips

in each field and in each furlong to the Smith Trustees and to each oi’.the five
copyholders in proportion to their previous holdings, which were measured in

yard lands, each yeard land being an aggregate of what the Act described as very
small parcels greatly intermixed with other very small parcels. The Smith Trustees
were allotted two string in Nerth Dean laine, two in Lorg Furlong in West Laine,
two in Chwureh Fudong in Church Taine, three in Hither 014 Lands in Caurch Laine,
tvo in Rurther 01d Lands in Church Laine, two in Conzy Turlorz in South Laine,

two in Vast Dovn Furlonz in South Laine, and one in eazh of the other eigat Furlongs,
rmaking 23 sirips in all, having a total axvea of 181a. Or.Sip. With the excepticn
of two saall areas of Glebe, the rexaining strips were allotted to the five
copyholders. A table on the plan roferrad to in the Award shows that there were
-previously 35 yard lands, of which 141 belonzed to the Szitn Trustees. :

The allotzents to the Smith Trustees and the rector were by virtue of S5.13 of the
Act to be freechold and the a2llotments to the covyholders were to be copvhold. The
""Sheep Dawns" were by virtue of 5.23 of +the Act to remain vested in the Lord of the

lznor suitiect to the pre-existing rishis of common.

ecited in the Ac%t of 1810 that Henxy Shaller was the Lord of the lanor.

ip contiruwed in members of the Shelley fariily, who were succeaded by
Henry Zardley Aylmer Dalbiac. By an indenture mzde 5 Dacember 1900 made between (1)
ry Daldiac (2) James Ambrose Harmen the lordship was conveyed to Mr Harman, and
an irdenture made 1 Saptember 1924 batween (1) Janes imbrose Harman (2) Chaxles
liiam Meville Mr Harman conveyed it to ¥» C W Hleville, the father of Xir B C Newille
288 conveyances -included the freehold of the land compriced in the Eegister Tnii.
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The registrotiosn at Fntry Mo 1 is of "Ozen and Common Pastures or Sheap Dowm for
222 ewes aud 77 253 and asiovers” over the wvholz of the land compriszed in the
Fegister Tnit atizchad o Telscombe (otherwize Charity) Tarm. liss Camazon stated
that the claim %o estovers was not being pursued. ' '

The applicants for this reziztration, the Trusises of the Charity known a3 Gorhens

Gifi; axre the frezeholdsrs of Teolsconhe Farm.
Tre 'eaxliest document in evidence relating to Telscombe Farm as a wmit is an
irdenture made 17 September 1923 between (1) Charles Henrv, Tuke of Richmond ard
Gordon and others (2) imbroze Gorham, whereby the Snith Trustees conveyed to

Hr Gorhan Telscombe Farn, having an area of 1722.2r.34p, with the sheev righis or
cozmon of pasture for 222 ewes and 77 tegs over 214a,3z.5p of the dowmn called the Twve
The parcels of this indenture call for commént in two respectg. Althovgh the arez of
Telscombe Farm.(1?9a.2r.3ip) is nearly the same as that of the 181a Or.83p. of the 1z
~allotted to the Smith Trusiees in 1811, the plan on the indenture shows that
Telscomba Farm was not a comprehensive name attached to the totality of the Smith
Trustees' Z1lotments. Telscombe Farm did not include any of the land allotted to the
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mith Trustees in North Dean Laine, West Lane, Mi1l Laine and Croxdean Laine, noxr did it
nclude parts of the allotments to the Trvstees in Coney Furlong and West Down Furlong
n South Laine. On the other hand, it included all the land in Church Laine and also
"our of the strips in Coney Furlong alloited to coprvholders, and one strip in West

dovm Furlong allotted o 2 copyholder. It also included two small parcels not.in the
dines, These were the farm building and gardens with an area of 1a.1r.36p and

sagture land with an area of 3a.l1r.35p. which was-described in the Schedule as “part
dortobello Furleng”, but which the plén shows to be south of the Brighton~Newhaven road
nd' so not in Portobello Furlong, but part of the southern exiremity of the Tye as shown
ya the Awayd plan. Thus Telscombe Farm consisted in 1927 of 175a.%r.3p. of land in the
Laines allotted to various persons by the bvard, together with the two small areas not
sithin the Laines. As will appear later, this is a matter of some significance. .

The. plan on the indenture shows that what is described g8 "The Tye" included the sraller
areas to the north-east and north-west of the village. Thearea of 214a.3r.6p. is less
than the 236a,2r.3%5p shown on the Award plan, but the plan on the indenturas shows that
in addition te the 3a.1r.35p wrongly described as "vart Portobello Furlong", the Tye

no longer ineluded some other land to the south of the Brighton-Newhaven Road. :

Mr Corham died in 1933 and by his will left his residnary eatate(vhich included Telscombe
Farm)" including my grazing rights at Telscombe Tye" to the Brighton Corporation

to be retained in perpetuity and preserved in order that the public and especially the
inhabitants of Telacombe, Piddinghoe, and Brighton might have recourse thereto for -
quiet and peaceful recreation and meditation. Effect was given to the testators
wighed by =z scheme made in the Chancery Division of the Hish Court in 1934, which
s==<*1ad +ks Charity "Gorhnam's Gift". It appears from the plan annexed to the Scheme

that in adii=isa to Talscczbe Farm the testator had acguired the whole of North Dean
Laine (except the sirip allotted to the rector for Glebe) and the whole of West Laine.
On ‘he other hand, he had disposed of his holding in Portokello Furlong and part of that
in WYes+ Down Turlong and Coney Furlong in South Laine. _—

Evidence was given regarding grazing om the Tye by tenants of Telscombe Farm. At the
conclusion of +he evidencs Mr FcCullech indicated that he accepted that there wars,

some grazing rights appurtenant to the farm, but he did not accept that those rights

any longer exiended te the smaller areas to the north west and north-east of the village
or to the sm2ll areas %o the south of the Brighton Newhaven Road, mnor did he acceent
that the quantification of the rights at 292 ayes and 77 tegs was justified.

liw 17oCullnch w2lizd on the description of the areas to the north-wvest and north-east
of the village in the Award as "Penantry cowns" a3 indicating a distinction batween {h2
main part of the Tye on the one hand and the two smaller arees on the other. This, so
¥r Folulloch argued, schows that it was the copyholders who had rights of common on tha
tepantry downs, while the freenoldsrs wers entitled to graze on the main part of the Tye.
If this were so, it would mean that the coprholders who had 21% yard lands betwesn them
vefors %ae Award had a much smaller area on which %o graze than the freeholders, who had
nly 14+ yaré lands. This is so improbable that I could only zccept it as correct if it
wvere the only possible intarpratation of the terms of the Act and the Award.

¥

RN

There i3 nothing in the Act to indicate any distinction beiween different parts of the
shzep dovns,while the Award gives one total area of 2%fa. 2r.35p for.the sheep downs, and
on the plan referred to in the Award all three parts are marked "Sheep Down'" and the name
"Manantry Down' does not appear. I have therefore come to the conclusion that all trhree
arsos together constituted one common. TFor what it is worth, the Tithe Apporiionment
draws no distinction batween the parts of the common, ineluding 211 three in one parcel.
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However, even if it were right that only the copyholders had rights to
- graze on the small ncrthern areas, this would not exclude the Trustees of
Gorhan's Gift from those areas, because parts of the land now included in
Telscombe Farm were allotted to copyholders. These paris have since been
-enfranchised, but the enfranchisment would not extinguish the rights of
coamon appurtenant to those. parts. ' -

My Melulloch. furthzr contended that the rights of grazing over the ncrthern

areas had been extinguished by abandorment, fox there wag no evidence of any
substantial exercize of such rights over those parts for many years. -If each

of the northern paris was & ‘separate common, it might be prossible on the evidence
to draw an inference of abandonment,though,in'the circumstances of this case that -
would be difficult, since the trustees of Gorham's Gift have always asserted their
rigat to graze on thasa parts and ought not to be prejudiced by the failure of
their tenants to o:orcisze the right, which has been included in their leases.
fdowever, in my view, as already indicated, it could be vrong to regard the sheep
dorms as three sepsratve commons. . The three were but rarts of the waste land of tha
Danor over the whole of which each commoner was entitled to grase. . It is well
seitled,and accepted by Mr e Culloch,that evidencs that grazing has besn confined
o on2 part of a common doas not prove abandonment of the right over the remainder.

S0 far as the land to the South of the Brighton-Fewhaven Road is concerned, lMr
MeCulloch argued that the grazing rights over that land had been extinguished
T2zauss the traflic on the road had increased io such an extent that it kad
become iztracticable <o graze sheep on it., Tt seems obvious that no sansible
flock-master would turn out sheep on the land %o the north of the rozd and leave
them to wandor asrsss the road to the land to the south. On the othor hand, there

is grass on the isnd to ihe south and it would be ohysically possible to put shzep
1o graze on it, though the <dst of shepherding on such 2 small srea would probably
be unecononmic, mils thers appears to be no direct authority on the voint, it
2ppears to me thzt a rizht of common only btecomas extinmuished vhen it is icpossible

to exarcize it, and that if i+ is poczitlz to exercime “he rijat it Taonine in
giistence even though 4o person entitled to it may cloose not io exarzize it,

Mir-IeCullozh chzllenged ths gquantificaztion of the righ

ts oppurienant to Ta2lsconbe
Torm at 222 snzer and 77 teys on the ground that thz vas 5
da

¢ of such quuntification

is wmoun znd that the only evidence for it is the in nivure of 1923, which is not
binding on the Lorxd of the Hanér, being res inter alios g2va.,  The premer |
qurntilication of the rights, so iir Melulloch argusc, would be by refaersace *o
lewzrmor and couchancy or, in default of evidence of that, by raferenca *o the aztual
axercize of the rignt within living memory, which couvli be 7t ot zboub 150 sheap.

£ the 1923 j 1ure werc the only evidence on this asracy of the case, I should
be inclined o cept IMr licCulloch's arpument. To nmy rind, however, the ey to tna
matter is to be found in the Awerd and the pDlan »eferred to in it, At the foot of .
" the plen there is 2 sumiary of the allotments to the 54ith Trustees and each of the
copyholders with a statement -of the yard lands to vich they had. raspactively ba2en
entitled, The part of the Award: dealing with the extra rights of ths Smith Trustess
-already referred to makes i+ apparent that each yard lend corried with it the right
to graze 20 sheen. The Saith Trustees formerly had 143 yard lands wiaich gave them %
rigat to zrazs 290 sheep and their extra right gave them a2nother 40, After the
avard they still had their right to 290, but the extra rignt was reduced to 20.
erefore, if the allotments to. the Smith Trustees had remained in their ownership

eE
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hay would have been entitle& to graze 310 sheep. However, by the time that they sold
elscombe Farm in 1923 they had disposed of some of their own allotments and had

couired some of the copyholders' allotments.

1though. there is no direct evidence of these transactions, in the absence of evidence
0 the contrary it must be assumed that the Smith Trustees took the grazing rights
prurtenant to the allotments which they acquiretand parted with the rights appurtenant
.5 those of which they disposed. The problem, therefore, is to determine what rights
-he Trustees were left with at the end of this series of transactions. .

Since --2 table on the plan referred to in the Award only gives the total mmber of
rawi lznis revresented by the allotments of each allottee, and the Smith Trustees’
:1timzte holding was made up of fractions of the total numbers of allotments of a
n=ser sf allotiees, the table does not directly give the number of yard lands
recrasented by the Smith's Trustees! ultimate holding. However, the table does provide
*ne angwer indiractly. .

: a=—-z=igon of the previous holdings of yard lands with the arsas set out in the table

0f -2z allstments made in subsiitution for those holiings snows that in each case the
alls=-23e receiied something over 12 acres in substituiion for each yard land. The
f~sationg of an zcre over 12 are not constant, but the averazz works out at slightly
under 122 acrss. Therefore, since the part of Telscombe Farm which consisted of former
allatments hai an area of 175a 3r. 3p. in 1923, that part rust. have represented 14 of
the former yard lands and therefore carried with it a right to graze 280 sheep. The
Smith Twustees also had under the Award the extira right to graze 20 sheep (reduced Irom
vy favmaw *2), ™erefore, the toizl rumber of sheep which were appurtenant to
—sIlgsamha Towm on this basis in 192% was 300. The discrepancy between this and the 299
sri=ztz =2m<izned in the indenture of 1923 may be due to the fact that 122 aczes to the

.- Tis: wac been salculated from the areas as nurvaed in 1310, whilz the arez stated

—_imemm  mdmw e W

"2 fndan*uve was based on the modern Ordnance survey Hap.

Zcwever  this may beythe division in the indenture of the 299 animals into 222 sheey and
—azs —e=ains unexplained., Accepting ir icCulloch's point that the 13523 indenture was
az imtaw alisg acta and considering only the evidence which is binding on the Objector,

~ave sode o the conclusion that in 1923 ‘there were attached to the land then
consissing Telscombe Farn the total number of animals stated in tle registration without

-

-+ <o vemains to consider the effect of the disposal by ilr Gorham of the ébutheé@ost
zzxt of the land which he purchased in 1923. £ would have been possible for him t2 have
azread with the purchaser that he should retain all the rights of grazing for the henafit
o *he land which he retazined, There is, however, no avidence that he did so. In the
zrzanze of evidence to the cantrary, the general rule is that, save in special circuzstenc
»izhts of grazing are apportioned on the disposal of mari of the land 1o which they are
at<zsna2d ratezbly to the areas of the alienated part and the retained part: see puEr.
Zuziler J (as he then was) in Yhite v Tavior (0. 2)(1969) Ch. 160, at p. 190. Miss
nemerie zrzued that there were special circumstances in this case in that the land was
coii Tax building development, for which grazing rights would have had no valusa.
Tha land has in fact been so developed, but what has happened since the sale is, inny
+, irrslevant. The circumstanceswhich have to be considered are those at ths date of
sals. There is nothing in the evidence to indicate that the sale of an area of '
~igultural land was in any way umisual. It was, so far as is now ¥mown, open to the

-
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purchaser to contimis to use the land for agriculture. If he had it in mind

to use it for some.other purpose,he might have bargained for a reduced price if ha
‘took the land without any grazing rights, but there is no evidence that he did this.
I have therefore come to-the conclusion that I must proceed on the basis that the
rights were apportioned rateably to the areas sold and retained. The total area
" gold was about 33 acres, but if the land to the south of the Brtzhton-Newhaven road
is left out of account, the area sold .to which rights were attached was 2%ac. 1lr.35p.
Applying the divisor of 124 derived from the Award, this was equivalent to 2. 437
yard lands and would earry with it the right to graze 47 sheep. Miss Cameron suggested
that the apportiorment to the part sold should be 55 sheep, but her caleculation was
based on the totzl area of the land comprised in the 1923 conveyance and the total
area of the land subsequently scld, but having observed that neither of these aresas
consisted solely of land in the former common fields, it seems right that I should
make the necessary adjustments. I shall therefore confirm this registration with the
reduculon of the specified animals to 252 sheen.

The registration at Entry No. 2‘is of grazing for up to 100 sheep over the whole of

th2 land coapriszd in the Register Unit attached 4o YirHy Farmm. Kirby Farm consists or
t:2 ireas in %Yest Dowm Turlong and Coney Turlong in South Laire, having total arees of

. 97.0. agcres. This land, hav1ng been allotted by the Award; muzt have had zrazing rigats
attached o it at thot time. Tts total arez of 37.04 acres iz equivaleni to 7.76 yard
lanis, which would have carried a right to graze 155 sheep.

The Ministry acquired Kirby Farm by 2 coaveyance made 26 April 1955 between (1) Willia -

Elijah HeComb (2) Minister of Agriculture,Fisheries and Food., There is no mention

of fraziz: rights in the parcels of iliis conveyance, but any suchirights which were th
avtached to-tle land weould pass under th:z conveance by virtue of $5,62 of the Law of

Pron,-." .o 1923,

Mr ileComb acquirad the farm by a conveyance mads 5 June 1519 made between {1) Frederic:
William Harman (2) William Z1ijah Helomb, The parcels of this conveyance included thx
riz"% of grazing 100 sheep (bus not more) upon and ovar tha Telscombe Ty2. The
convayonce includes a covenant to producs an indenture ol conveyancz on sale cade 5
FPebruary 1917 between (1) C S Beaxd and E D Beard (2) T Wolmes (3) F W Harmer and a
declaration of 30 January 1917 of Jharles 5isvning Deari. If the quan:zification of %1 ¢
gracing rights at 100 sheep iz coxrect, there must have been z conveyance at some tizo
petween 1811 and 17137 in which grazing _1ghtu wer: 3% apnortioned rateably according
arez, This may De tH° rapaon for e inslusion :f the words "(but not "ore")

My attention was dravm to on indeniure nmade 13 June 1905 between (1) James imhrose Jors
(9) Steyning Beard. It is therein recited that }Mr Harman was desirous of using *he Tye
conizining 23%6a 2r,35p. for the purpose of polf, that lMr Beard claimed that he had the
right to graze cheap on the Tyﬁhttachad to "his Telscombe Faran", and that such clain
wvas not adnmitted by lir Harmen. Thz indenturs dealt with several other matters, but it
incluled a provision that Mr 2eard should not use the Tye for grazing during Jaruary,
Febtruary and Decamber in any year if requested not to do so by Mr Horman or anyone
authorised by hix

This indenture can only be material for the purposes of iz prasent case If .
Steyming Beard was the predecessor in title of the Minister and "his Tbﬂscombe Farm"
consisted of the land now knowm as Kirby Farm.

It annears from the covenant to produce documents contalned in. the indenture of §
Juné 1919 that Frederick William Harman had acquired the land now known as Kirby Farm
with other land from Charles Steyning Beard. Charles Steyning Beard was not the same
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rson as Steyning Beard. This ig shown by their tombstones in Rottingdean Churchyard.
eyning Beard died on 3 December 1909, aged 64, and Charles Steyning Beard died on
. Pehruar 1962, aged €0, While it is possible that Charles Steyning Beard acquired
r¥by Farm from Steyning Beard there is pnothing to indicate that he did so, oT if he
d, that Steyning Beardowned Kirby Farm in 1905 or,if he did,that "his Telscombe Farm"
s the land later known as Kirby Ferm. Indeed guch evidence as there is indicates the

nirary. .

e ‘records of the court baranbf the manor of Telecombe show that the connection of the
zeri family with the manor behan on 31 July 1834, when Charles Beard of Rottingdean,
oman was admitted as the tenant of several copyhold tenements formerly held by :
ra=2s Sogers. . These tenements did not include the allotments in the Laines made to
szars in the Award of 1811. Charles Beard, by now described as "gentleman", acquired -
fu=+ner copyhold tenement in 1842 and later regquired 2 mumber of others. As Charles
eari, Mesquire”, he made his Will on 17 December 1867. His executors were his
or=aws Steyning Beard and George Humphrey Beard,who were granted §eizn by the rod of
1l ig copynold tenements on 31 July 1271. These tenements are described in detail
n <ze record of the court and they included only two of the allotments in the Laines,
=—27-- =22 strips numbered 1 and 2 in Porto Bello Furlong, which had been allotted to
1izzbesh Snermold and Thomas Rogers. Tt is thus clear that Steyning Beard did not
azuire the ¥irby Tarm 1and through Charles Beard. There is no evidence that he owmed
a2t 1land at any time. The only lmowva connection of that land with the Beard family is
nas Olavleg T:omins Bzard owned it in 1917. I therefore cannot draw the inference
z= Sieyming Beard ovmed it in 1905. Turtiermore, even if he did own it in 14905,

3 evidence that it was the only land with rights of ‘common attached which

hers is no

.2 s-mei in Talscombe yunich would have to be proved in owrder to identify "his Telscombe
st itk +he Kirby Tarz laad.

~~2wa iz no evidence that sheep from Xirby Farm have been grazed on the Tye for many
T22r3 T~ tha apsence of such evidence, lr MaCulloch argued that T ought to find

--z= +ha rights attachad tc the Xirhy Farm land had been sbandoned. Hgwever, noil-—
sca-=iga of a right of common is not in itzelf an abandorment of the rignte:
tpzmispmant is a matter of intention, and ncn~-2xercise is evidence - from which

~ance of intenticn to abandon canl he dravn. That evidence must, however,

2 infergnce

L L] eea Lln  manes Ta - [ T I 3 .
~a asnsidered riSh onyn oTasr ralevant svidance. On 22 .0 21 the Tys was
Y B I S B T P S T N fakAe - s
ol Cu Coovtancetion {D2fgnez] ‘ot a%3, On 20 July 195% a

isi-x ~1z2im for conpensation for the requisitioning was mzde by 1ir Meville as

vul_..‘..- o

Aumar of the freshold, Mr M Thornton-3mith (the tenant of the Corham's Gift Trustees)

Viamme o

:w =azmact of gheep leases for 299 sheeyp, the Rev. g 1] Harries, in respect of sheep

P S

iszc2s for 8 sheep, and Mr McComb in respect of sheep leases for 100 sheep, the
iazt-nazad until the date of scquisition by the Minister. This claim was signed by T

B R

“avi1le and by Surveyors as agents foy the other claimants. From this I drawv the
zhis

=1

Al Y m

infexance that Mr McComb had no intention in 1956 of zbandoning his grazing ri

and <hat Iir Neville acceptec that those.rights wers still existing.

- thase weasons I confim the registration ai Entry Ho. 1 with the followirg
isng:- nzmely, the substitution Af the figure and word 1252 Sheep" for the

figore and woris n399 eywes and 77 tegs" and the delation.of the words "and estovers"”,

=~2 T confimm *he registration at Entry Wo. 2 without modification.

e
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Miss Cameron asked for an Order for Costs agamst the Objector should the registration
at Entry Mo 1 be confirmed. Since Miss Cameron has succeeded on some points and Mr
MeCulloch on others, I have come to the conclusion hat the proper order is that

the Objector should pay half the costs of the GeidTrustees to be taxed on County
Court Scale 4, if not agreed. Co

I am required by regulation 30 (1) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations 1971

to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneocus in voint of law
may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent to him,
require me to state a case for the decision of the digh Court.

DATED THIS l'lcz DAY OF mf&‘j o 15:!9
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