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COMIIONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965 Reference Hos 233/3/15
233/9/15
2335/5/17
2553/0/18
233/3/15

1 the Eatter of The Holms, -“e “ocund
atn, gqcnauo e, Licnfield
Ct

sirations at fatry No 1 in the and Section

oS wnership Section of Register Unit ilo CL., 76

in the Register of Common Land maintained by the Steffordsnire County Council

and are occasioned as to the Land Section Entry by (D/19) Ovjection No 23

made oy i |r liicrzel Roger vy {D/18) Objection ¥No 33 made by Mr Walter Jonn Ryman
n forris Foden (as trustees of I ¥ Foden deceased), and (D/15)
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1 1'o B0 made by the Staiordshire L01ntv Council and are all noted in

J'ster on 27 Yctober 1G7C, and as.to the ownersnip Section Bntries by

(D/16 and D/17) these intries (made on the apnlication of ¥r slfred Charles Smith

and Shenstone Yarish Council) being in conflict with each other.

I held a hearing Jor the nurpose of inguiring into the disputes at Lichfield on
1h December 1777.. At the hearing (i) Staffordshire County Council were
represented by Hr 5 Rlower of the Solicitor's Departr ent of the oifice of their
County Clerk and Chief Executve, (2) Hr % J Ryrnan and r R M Foden were
represented by ir A Parker of counsel inctructed by iladen & Stretion, Solicitors
cf Licnfield, {3} &r A C Swmith was represented also by Hr 4 Sarkor on the
sturctions of land Morgun & Owen, Soliciters of Ltuflord, and (M) Mr Cecil

.*thur Zurton and iir Jonatndq mdgar Burton were re-resenucd 2y hr 1 J S Zoyland
articled clerk with Moseley Chapman and Skemp, Solicitors of Lichfield,

The land (“"the Unit Land") comprised in this Register Unit was registered in the
Land “ectlon on the application of Shenstone Parish Council ané is in their
application and in the Register described as "The Holms {(nortn side), The Pound
(nort" side) and Broadheath (east side)"; thne plans referred to in the application
and in the Register show the Unit Land as being four vieces which for the nurposes
of exposition I will (dividing the largest into two parts) refer to as (1) the
VVest of tie Railway Pisce, {2} the East of the Railway Fiece, (3) tae South of the
Zrook Piece, (4) thze Pound Piece, and (5) the Broadheath Piece. The est of the
Rallway Piece is a little to the north of the road which crosses thne ?ailway by
Srhenstone Station; its east boundary is @rane 3Brook, where it flows nearly
parallel with and very near fo the Reilway fence, and is there about 170 vards
long; its west boundary is also the boundary of some land anparently belonging
to the VYater juthority end is somewhat irregular; for the nost part the width of
the plece is about 30 yards., The Tast of the Railway Picce is about 100 vards
long from north wsouth and is bounded on its west side by the fence of thne
Dallway and on its north side by a short lengtih of vost anc barbed wire fence
which sepuratesit from the rest of the largest piece. The louth of the SBrook Piece
is irrezularly-shaped being bounded on the north by Crare 3rook and being there
(if the irrezularities of the 3rook be disregarded) about 400 yards or a little
more long; it is crossed by a public footpath (''the Chesterfield Path") leading
frem a point on Pinfold ®ill (a road so called which runs from the 45127 read
P
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Trom Lichfield to Sutiten Coldfiald o a

/illaze near the Railway 5tatizn) o a 3
morthwesiwards in the direciicn of Cheste

wimately triangular, being atout 0

situate on the north side 57 zni at a Ser

2238 of iha i d ol terlield
apnroxima & a TWO tie m

100 yards o} crned Irom the 25127 road ny 501ng eastwards a‘onv
Zroadneath Lane until this Lane at a2 “ord acorss Crane “rook ceases to Ser usable
by ordinary motor cars, and thence oy crossing the footbridce and Foing down a
Iraclk for ﬂbouthO Fards; the Zroacdheath Ticce is on the soutin-side of the track,
veing at first glance not easily distinguishable from the adjoining land on the
east, north armdwest,
The grounds of Objection No 40 {(nmade by the County Council) are: "The area of
iand xnowin as the Pound is not registrable as Common Land™. ¥r EBlower in

support of tils Coujection szid that the Found Piece was known as thne Pound

and re oroduced a map (“SI1M") apparently based on the 03 1/2500 map, which he
said had been provided by the Parish Council and which showed the Unit Sand
tiiereon coloured green; on tnis map the Pound ?*ece nas been marked {such marking
agparently naving been added to and Tormi rt of the 05 map) "POUND (the

L)

coriginal vinfold)™. !ir Blower said {(in ef

e ziven on benalf of the County Council,

reglstration authority to see that the 1495
land which waz or had deen a pound or ninfol

registered, could not pronerly be registered as common land. iHe referred me to
my decision dated 2 August 1972, re Pinfold, Higham-with-West Close Booth, Lancs,
Ref No 20/D/2 renorted in the nglSlOﬂS of tae Comnons Commissioners published in
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) ,lat alzhough no evidence would

Jetober 1972 Ly Commons, Open Snaces and Footnaihs Freservation Society, and sugisested

that such decision of wine so far as it was contrary ‘o his contention had been
overruled dy the High Court in Clwyd v C:GB 1973 1 VLR

The grounds of Objection o 33 (mode by the Foden Trustees) are: "fhat the land
was not common land at the date of registration and is owned by the Trustees

of ¥ ¥ Foden Dec'd". Although the grounds contain nothing to limit the Jbjection
to any particular part of the Unit Land, paragranh 5 of the form of Objection

{printed '"Register Unit Mo") has been comnleLed by inserting the words: CL. 76(Part)",

and the Objection was acconipanied by a plan which showed edzed red the west part
("The Foden Oogectzon “ana”) of the South of the Zrook Piece. Ir Barxer said
speaking on behalf of his clients Mr W J Ryman and Mr A ¥ Foden that their only
concern with these proceedings was to obtain a decision which would result in the
“oden Objection “~and being removed from the Register, although speaking on behalf
of his client kr A C Smith he contended that additionally o the Foden Objection
land all of the remainder of the South of the 3rook Piece should also De removed

from the Register.

On behalf of Mr W J Ryman and Iir R }) Foden oral evidence was given by MNr XJyman
nimself, by ir harles denry Foden (he is 70 years of age and is one of the
cnildren of the said H M Foden ceceased) and by Yr % G Snelson who is and has been
since 1952 tenant of the Foden Trustees of all {(or most of, see below) of the
“oden Objecticon Land and of much of trhe adjoining land to the east and south.

in the course of his evidence Mr Ryman produced: (1) a conveyance dated 25 i-archl$20

oy which #ir J T Glover and his mortgagees conveyed to Mr “arry Toden First the
Shenstone Fall Zstate (1nclud_“g Shenstone =all) containing 295.649 acres as
described in the first part of the First Schedule coloured pink on the plan and
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L8 3eglnil Tart 0l tne

es included {according to

ouraed

ca ela

Lamnas rignis):
¢ 25 to the secendly
from the cciesiastical
tiie Trustees of
the Shenstone ilall Tstate
den who died on 12 May 1§33,
8 april 1646 vested in
es of nis well; (3) a
eed of “GOldumeﬂt dated
+
(%

e place of Mr ¥ Toden

Ur A D Emith odn the course of His evidance ﬁroﬁuced- (L) a conveyence dated

J April 1948 by which » T X Zellapyand Mr J Ryman ccﬁ"e}ec to him a2 plot of

iz2nd seing OS No. 325 and containing .5?? acres; {(2) three let<ers dated

26 Tabruary 1952, 9 iarch 1968 and 12 ray 1958 from the Sua--o“"Sere County

Council's County Surveyor, ZSnenstene Parisn Clerk and the Lichkifield Rural District

Council Clerk; and {(3) a convevance dated 23 November 105) vy wihich the Churéh

Commizsioners for Ingland conveyed M ZT...lanc situate and being part of

the Lammas lands of the Parish of Shenstone...containing in all (La. ir. 37%A.)
nt

3 a
as delineated o ¢ plan annexed thereto and thereon colcoured red".

The grounds of Cbjection iio 23 (made by !ir Manley and dated 25 Jentember 1G70)
are;- “"That the =z ae land as shown colowred red on the planattached was not
cemmson land ~i the date of registratica™l the wnlan so attachned shows the
Hroadheath Plece. iir Boyland in the course of his evidence produced: (1) a
conveyance doted 15 Septembor 1976 by whic* Crogcswall Investnonts Limited and
Vhitwell Limited ("the Hominees") witl the congent of Granville Reversionary
Company Limited ("Granville") and ilenderscn {Quernsey) Linited {"ifenderson')
conveyed to «r C & Burton sand Mr J I Burton the properiy known as Streetway Farm,
watling Street cemurising about 60 acres in ¥eeford and about 136 acres in
Snenstone ns spgcified in the First Schedule thereto and delineated on the plan
thereto and thereon edged red, and (2) an epitome of title comprising a list

and a number of copy documents or abstracts of documents including a conveyance
dated 18 Harch 1920 by which the personal revresentative of dr ¥ ¢ Fanley
conveyed to tir Roger Shaw Manley (as devisee uncder his well) all the Hanor or
Zordship of Thickbron and the freeiwold land containing 1G1l%a. 3r. 3n. as
particularised in tne Schedule thereio, a conveyance dated 2 april 1964 oy

whiecn ¥r ¥ 5 Fanley conveyed to Mr MMichael Roger Hanley {the Objector) part of
the Manley Hall Estate comprising 785.72% acres as described in the Schedule
inhereto, an aceig"ment dated 11 Harcn 1976 by which certain interests in thne
land were agzsigzned Ly ienderson to the Nominees, an assignment dated 18 March 1976
by winich certain interests in land were assigned by iir M R ranley to Granville.

or the day after the hearing I inspected the South of the Zrook Piece in the
vresence of ir Foden, !ir fnelson and Hr Zmith, I inspected the round Piece in
the presence of ir i ected the Broacdheath Plece in the presence

1
Emith, and Iinsnect t 3ro
er I walked over (by myself) the Zast of the Railway Piece
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€ in %the same way as I
with a semparate Unit aumber,
ad seen five.
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fact that lang is

o}
zinfold does not by iisell estavlish il
bl = :

as =z
“waste la;a of & manor’ within these words as ucsed in cdefinition in
section 22 of tne 1555 &ict of Yecomwon land'.

sr Imith under the Comnons Commissioners YP"ULau*DES 1571 had no entitlement
©o ve heard on t

e guestion of whether or not the Pound Piece is common land,
Jecatse noi hoving ”gce any objection to the Zniry in the Land Section ne is
rot witain paragranh (1) of regulation 19. The circumstance thai he had such

entitlioment in “csnev; of hig registraticn as owner of the Pound Plece (a
registration in coxnflict with arother registration in the Ounership Section
made on the application of the Parish Council), does not help hinm. However under
saragraph (5) of regulation 23, at a hearing of a dispute as to the registraticn
of land as common land, a Jommissioner may taxe evidence from any person present
at the hearing; although this saragraph may have been intended to prevent a
regisiraiion of land as common laud being (against the zublic 1nte*eat) lost
oy lack of support by the person who made 1%, such paragraph can in my opinion
be used for the surpose of establishing that a registration has been wrongzly

. e \

-a.dlrg that the verson volunteering the evidence {(as Iir Zmith

e was) is nersonully intcerested in avoiding the registration.
crotmith said (in effect):- In 1948 he boupnt C8 plot No 325 wnich adjoins the
Pound Piece on the north and on which now stands the dwelling house in which he
now resides. At fhe time the Pound Piece zad been levelled off, although he had
heard said that years ago it had been a pound. Shortly afterwards (in about
1950) he planteceahnnunrn hedge across the Pound Piece; while doing this he

discovered an old rictal catile trough all rusted away. Noobody had ever complained

about his hedge, or about the resulting enlargement of his garden. I admit this
evidence under regulation 23(5).

Mr Sarker conceded tiat Mp Smith in the 1943 conveyance did rot exnressly
include any part of the Pound Piece, tut contended that he had a nossessory
title at least to the part within the hedge.

On my insnection it appeared that much of the Pound Pilece was crossed by the
and (plot no 325), that some of the west zart of

entrance drive of jr fmith's 1

the Pound Flece was. enclosed by a low nawthorn hedge about 5 fetit :&gn as described
Ly ¥r Emith =nd that on the part open to the public roac (Pinfold Hill) there is

a2 lamp post, a post carrying telephone wires, and a post mariking the yoSition of

a hydrant,
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e oot on wanort withdn ohie weoning of tivg Joction inition, ‘'hu evidence
outlined sbave nud Loa aregonh sppenconae Ly ugadnst thia, and I oconeluds tierclore
trat on the fochs the Pouna riece should not have been rogisterecd, I necd aot
thoreforo expregsy nuy opindion on the point of law raised by (r Slower.
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to the 1920 conveyunce, theo Ur
25 Lo A very ons prart to the noritnwest corner ©
: ttor nard tc nlct no 3G in the Zchedule i

ot j5° and as to far
uded eltn other "pPlantations"
3

“o 2007 ned Mditto - @ 3o 221, In the 96# conveyance the two
ubers are included being therein described as '"Plantation Broadheath
ne "do. <o. LECHM.

vel from much of the surrounding land, and
: a th and west has on it a large number of
troes aotie of wideh must have n planted; the boundary of plot 360 is reasonably
distinet bLurt Lt sacms likely that the inclusion on the registration of any part
0f pnlot 258 wag a mistake. uch of plot 360 uppears to be or at one time to
have bheon o nond.

o that the track to the north of the Broadheath Piece
tran now and that the pond was of some value to
marks land oot far away on the north as

tne ndjoining land was at one time heath land
It way te that fo

On arpearance it is possid

was at one tise

5 T r these reaseons tie Broadheath
Piese has cn rogarded by some ag onlag comuon land within the popular meaning
of ds., I ¥ : reason why the Jroadhcath Plece could

an thinu o- no otner
i )

e regarded a words; neither its
avnpearance nor fne mar it is within the meaning
of tae 1G85 ic i above quoted from the

e Hoyla.d was against the land being

et east, north and west; indeed apart from
censecuence of ne land being damper,

‘ I conclude therefore that on the evidence of
=aw cn @y inspection that the croaaneath Piece should

inG 2N ITGL o wWnol o4

AS regards iha Zouth Erock Plece:-
is divicded by a fernce in*to two narts ('the Footpath Area' and ''the Foden irea'),
Tnig fence i3 not wvery substaniial but it is caitle-prcol and has existed at all
t ng a line approximately north-south, from a point a

relevant times; it is alo

-5 -
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tittle to the west of the middle of f{ne north boundary of 0S nlot no 32

{arca 2.464) to a point on tne Brook. The Foden Objection Lanu comnrises Lne
wnole of the Foden Area and also the adjoining east part of the Teoipainr .rea
up to a line drawn northward from the northwest corner of 0S5 nlot no 325
{area 2.577).

iir Foden said (in effect):= In 2920 his father bought the Shenstone Estate
including Shenstone Hall. In 1522 the family went into possession and he lived
in the Hall until 1932; he still lives in Shenstone; he had always known the
Footpath Area as "the Lammas Land" on the Holm, that is land on either side of
ihe Chesterfield Path; it was mown occcasionally but generally they grazed it all
the year round with cattle and not sheep.

Ur Srelson said (in effect):- e nad known the land since about 1G83/; his father
toGK over tuetenancy in 1939 (being that which he himself took over in 1952).
:is [father was tenant of the Toden Arer and also tenant of the Fooinath irea;
e ltHer ne nor his father grazed the Fooipath Area during the Lemmas period
wheaning Ausust to :eoruarj), but from rebruary to Augusi they grazed both the
Foden Area and the Footpath Area. Ie never knew any part of the Foden Area .
veing called Lammas Land. To graze the Footpath Area he left a gap in the fence
for tie animals to come through [rom the Foden Area.

It was not until a late stage in the hearing that it was realised by all those
oresent that the Toden Objection Land based on thel920 conveyance does not
correspond withh the Foden Area. The first Schedule to the 1920 conveyance includes
"nt 432 Pasture., 2.687" and "'pt 432 (subject to Lammas Rights) 2,021 and the
second schedule includes “pt 342 (subject to Lammas Rights) 4.506". The plan

in the 1920 conveyance is somewhat rubbed and is not very easy to read; in oy

view it is clear enough that the Foden Area corresponds with pt 432 (2.687) and
tiie Footpath Arca with pt 432 (2.031) + pt 342 (4,506}, ¥r Foden and jir Cnelson
when giving their evidence (as they made clear on the inspection) did not realise
and had apcarently never knowathat the ownership of any part of the Footpath Picce
could (centrary to what might be inferred from the fence visible on the land)
belong to the Foden trustees.

Sy the 19735 conveyance there was conveyed to Mr Smith the land described as
being '"part of the Lammas Lands of the Parish of Shenstone...containing in all...
{(4a 1r 371p)...delineated on the plan annexed..." Such plan shows the Footpath
Area not included in the Foden Objection Land.

“r Barker emphasised that the 1920 conveyance was expressed to be "sutject...

2s to tne pieces of meadow land marked "pt 432 subject to Lammas Righis' on th
=aid plan to such rights of pasturage (if any) during the Lammas season August to
Tebruary as may ove subsisting in respect thereof.

is to the Foden area, nothing was said by any of the Winesses anc there was

notlking in any of tre documents produced which would suggest that this COulQ in

any sense be common land within the 1965 iAct section 22 definition. Cn my inspection
it was apparent that it was liable to flooding now particularly at the east end,

and .r Foden expéﬁi& that when the mill a short distance lower down the 3roox isw=
in use (it is not now in use) it was flooded much more frequently; its aprnearance
and situation in my view in no way support the suggestion that it might be common
land, !y conclusion is therefore that it was not properly registered.

-6 -
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I have as sel out above considerable evidonce tna:
- -

% €. Land so descrited is r'eﬂo“ad_,J commonadle land nela

in = L o0 theyvesr but when the crop nas been gatnered it is
tiro lLanmas 2ay, 1 or 12 August) for grazing oy the severalty
guners and otner classes of commoners. Clearly Lammas Land which
18 subject to rights coumon of tiis kind is within the 19465 ict section 22
definition; but land is not within the cdefinition merely uecause it may have been
@t one time properly sc descrived. Both r Foden ani Mr Snelson said thats they

‘}
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ver imown graci on tne Footynati Area otherwise thnan by themselves) Cai
SRm—Eave-eviEsase £iot.ite area was owned in severalty by the Zoclesiastical
Comuigsioners, and their successors the Church Commiszsioners and [r Imith as

i

L

v

nelr successor and by ir J T Glover, and by iir I Foden as his successor cy his
Tustees in succession to himy axd=tist as between them the land was (at any
rate until 1973 when iir Zmita purchased part of it) grazed by lr Snelson and
fils father and- s sz under leases made W& by the Eccle51nst1cal Commissioners
and the Foden Trustees.

Tawever the land 45;1k have been grazed in the past, the facis summarised above
do not in my opinion “establish that it was at the date of registration -
(28 Cune 19868) land subject to rignts of common or waste land of a manor.
nccordingly my conclusion is that it was not properly registered.

In my oplnion I am not nrecluded from pgiving effect to this conclusion as

regards the whole ol the Footpath Area merely because Objection No 33 was intended

by 1ts maker to apply to part of it only, The Objection is not clearly subject

to any sgneh limitation. Furtiuer the evidence in support of the Ubjection to the

nart applies to the whole, and I consider I ought to give effect to it, notwitihstanding
that Mr Smith moy incidentally benefit.

AS regards tne YWest of the Railway Piece:-

it the hearing I had no evidence about this land at all. On my inspection it
appeared to be waste land, such that the public miznt possibly obtain some
venefit from its continued registration., If it had been registered separately,
trere would have been no odbjection to it and the registration would have tecome
final by section 7 of the 1965 ict. I consider that I ought to produce the same
result, and accordingly I conclude that the registration was vroperly made.

is regards the East of the Railway Piece:-

4t the Learing about this land also I had no evidence. But &s appearance is
extraordinary in that (so far as I could find) any person seeking access to it
(even on foot)} would at scme point wonder whether re was not doing soemething
winich was wrongful as against some adjoining landowner. The west boundary is

a well constiructed fence of the Railway land. The north bouadary is a

substantial post and barbed wire fence above referred to, sufficient to discourage

all except a determined pedestrian from any attempt to climb through or over it.
“ne west boundary is a well grown hedge, appareatly sep arate_; it from wholly

rrivate land, The south boundary is open to tne adjoining field on the south

ard there is little if any difference in the vegetation on either side of this
cundary; yet tie adjoining field has no obvious public entrance except at a

toint benhind scme buildings fronting on the nearby public recad, oy which there

is a discouraging notice, However from the other side of the Railway, there is .

-7 -
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& nhq:tnutial Trick uriage wide enough to carry venicles over Crane Hrook and

e Railway Line; nere too my sunnosed access~"n'z-nb nerson wWould
cause the bridge has no sides,and althoush ne could easily et
way line from tiie west side, there is a su ustanyla; coatinuousa fence

QZ‘.C o ACLOLS

The apponrwnce of the Tnst of the Railway Plece supgests that ¢
time oprosite tiue urick bridpe an accommodation crossing. Jurin

5 tné hnearing
e oZmitih nonded e a letter in waich He zald there was such a crossing vat it
was demoli Ir I inferred tine

ished 50 years ago. quite anart Irom such letter,
Jormer existence of such a crossing from the appearance,

In zy view I ouzht to reach the same conclusion as regards this Piece ns I aave
done as avove ztated as regords the Yest of the Railway Piece. The result may

te somewhat strange, but I assume that the Parish Council when they apnlied for
“ne registration realised this. )

Tre Uwnersaip Section Entry iio 2 (made on the application of the Parish Council)
relates only to the Pound Pilece and the Broadheath Piece. The Cwnership Section
“ntry tio 1 {mnde on the application of Ir Smith) was intended by him to relate
only to nart of the Soutih of the Iroox Piece which was by the 1953 conveyance
coaveyed to nim, that is the west part of the Footpath Area. As a result of ny
decision, t“at these lands are not properly registered, their registration in the
Land Scection will be cancelled, and in accordance with section 6(3) of the

1965 ict, the County Council as registration authority will bYe obliged to cancel
the Lntry in the Zwnership Section apnlicable to the land so removed from thne
Recister, It is I think clear under the 1965 Act that my jurisdiction to
consider the ownershin of any land is couditional uvon suchland being registered
under the 19485 Act; accordingly I refrain from expressing any opinion as to the
ownership evidence offered at the hearing in support of Ownership Section

ntry lo 1, because such opinion could nof have any legal effect.

The sald two OQwncershin Section ¥Fntries refer to a red-verged line and a zreen-
vergeé linc on the Register map. None of the maps upplltd to me nave wmariced on
them any such lines; so it is JUot possible that one or both of these Entries
could be read as being applicable to the Yest of the Railiway Plece and the Zast
of the Railway Piece, being the only land which will as a result of my decisien
remain registered. Being of the opinion that Mr Smith cannet on the evidence
osfered by him properly clnim the ownership of any of these Pieces, and no
evidence of ownership having been offfered by the Parish Council, T formally
conclude that the Ownership Section Entries so far if at all as they could apply
to these Pie¢ces were not properly made,

Tor the above reasons I confirm the registration at EZniry ilo 1 in the Land Section
with the modification that there Le removed from the Register (1) the part of

tne land east of the Lichfield-Sutton Coldfield road, A5127, being the part known
as "uroadheath"”, (2) the land adjoining Pinfold Road being that known as or
reputed at one time to have been the Pound, and (3) all tke land by the side of
Crare Srook which is north of the short length of post and barbed wire fence
marked on the C$ mar scale 1/2500 procuced to me on 14 December 1977 by

‘r 3 Blower and therecon shown as approximately west-east from a noint on the

fence of the Ruilway land to a point on tlie northwest boundary of plot no 475
(area 2.835 acres) or which is north of the boundaries as shown on such map of

lot nos 322, 323, 324, 325, 326 and 431; and I refuse to confirm the registrations
at Zniry lio 1 and 2 in the Ownership Section so far if at all as they are not by
subsection {32) of section 6 of the 1965 ict wholly cancelled by the registration
authority zs a consequence of the foregoing modification of Zntry Mo 1 in the Land

Section.

—a

"
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because tiie descrintion in the Land Section of the land as 'the folus (asrta side),
the Dound {(norith side) and Broadhenth (east s I may as a result of this

decision be no longer agpplicavle, I give to the Shenstore Parish Council and to

the County Council liberty to anply to me within 6 weeks “rom tre date on which
notice of this decision is sent to them as to the modification if any which

should be made in thece words; any such application should in the first inetance
ce made by letter to the Clerk of the Commons Commissioners.

to nim, reguire me to state a case for the decision of the iigh Court.

~
Dated this {-** — day of

,F-f.f-.«‘:,j"ﬂ.f-"-:!', —_— 1978
f

( 4 /i(:— Ao~ jb' b '
Al - o

Cotimons Commiissioner



