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COMIIONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference flos 274/D/19 to 32
inclusive

In the Matter of ¥r Eifl Sheepwalks,
Yr zifl, Trefor, Pistyll and
Llanaelhaearn, Dwyfor D

DECISICH

These disputes relate to the Zniries at ilo 1 in the Land Section and Zntry
los 2, 3, 6 to 13 inclusive and 19 to 22 inclusive in the Rights Section of
Register Unii Ho CL. 7C in the Zegister of Common Land maintained dy the
former’ Caernarvonshire County Council and are occasioned by:-

Cbjection Hdo 1Ol made by Z C C juarries Ltd noted in the Register on 30 Sertember 1970

" "O1o& M " R oand I J Owen AL " " 30 September 1970
3 "oog6 w5 P Iritchard noonooon " " 30 Septemoer 1970
A v g7 oo " 2 I Reooverts " " i " " 30 September 1970
w3k v oD D gpiffith noow " " 30 September 1970
i L "I 0 iughes n " i " ** 30 September 1970
H tHo 115 ‘S o Tigmas H " 1" 1 LS September 1970
" no115 v 2 Pritsciord Jones " 4l AL " 30 Sentember 1970
" A = it Tritghaord Jones H i " " " 2D Septemper 1370

ield a hearing for e nturvose of inauiring into these disputfes at Swllheli on
1 z

1876, ~ne nearing was attended by:= ir J D 2 Jatthews renresenting ¥ 7 C

o HrofTywel iiecitor, representing ¥ and J I Cwen, lr'I & Cwen,
i t3 and ith, ¥r I Ap 3 Zugles, solicitor,
- - N L e . Cta T
cf Jones) wnd I Q0 lughes, (x0T
4G, Tistyl Communitby Council.

Zr J C Trhomas {Objection 115} did not aprear to support his Chjection.

Zzjections ilos 101, 1G%, =06, 37, b and 7% a2ll claimed that the lands identified on
tne nlans annexed to these objeciicns were not common lands 9eing in the ownership
and exclusive occupation of the »esvective Qbjectors. These respective parcels

of lanc are identified on the vlan annexed to this decision. Z=3IC juarries Ltd,
Cbjection llo 101, has a Land Deglzstry title to its land and for the assistance of
tie legistration futlorii; I will annex 2 my direction a copy of the _and Registry

=lan,

ar Mmoo~

ir rifchard (Objection I
land 1in gquesilon was zart of
his deeds wuich e said were w
nis lond. The land in question isiden

uced some documentary evidence that the

es [y Carol though he was unzcle to produce
oreutry Commizsion to whom ne sold part of

iZied on the nlan annexed to nis Objection.

da
12)

»r & E Roberts produced a conveyance dated 23 August 1960 Jones to R T Roberts with
rlen attached which established that he waz the owner 8f the land identified on the
rlan annexed to ais Cbjection.
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Mr D P Griffith (Objedtion ilo 84) produced a conveyance dated 13th December 1959,
the Public Trustee to Griffith, with plan attached which established that he was
the owner of the land identified on the plan annexed to his Objection.

Mr I O Hughes (Objection Mo 74) produced a conveyance dated 13th October 1964,
Grace Williams to Hughes, which established that he was the owner of the land
identified on the plan annexed to his Cbjection, '

There remains the consideration R & H J Owens Objection No 106. They produced

a conveyance dated 22 December 1886 but they were unable to identify the land
owned by them. This inability to identify their land led to a dispute vetween
them and iir I O Hughes as to ir Hughes' right to graze in the area of Tre Ceiri
znd in the result liessrs Owen and Mr Hughes agreed to provide me with a plan
agreed by them of the land to be excluded from the Entry o 1 in the Land Section.

Hir Pritchard Jones (Objection ios 116 and 123) on investigation by his widow now
Mrs.J Roberts she found that he nad no interest in any of the land comprised in
this Unit.

All parties attending the hearing were agreed that I should exclude the
respective lands owvmed by the respective Cbjectors from the Intry at iio 1 in
the Land Section.

Tor these reasons I conZirm the Intry at jo 1 in the Land Section meodified so as
to exclude the lands the sutject of Objection i'os 101, 106, 95, 37, ¢k and 7% and
T confirm all the Intriss in the Righis Zection to be applicable to the Intry Lo 1

in *he Land Section nodified as aforesaicd.

I am reauired by regulation 30(1) of the Commons Commissicners Regulations 1971
to explain that a pgrson aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous ln‘n01nt
of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice oflthe decision is sent
to him, require me to state a case for the decision of the Yien Court.

v > ,
Dated this f day of /& 1976
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Commons Commissioner



4
o=

103

>

1, .. M \\
iy X1} SN




