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COMMONS REGISTRATION ACT 1965

Reference llos,34/U/60
34/U/61
3L/U/62
34/0/63

In the Matters of (i) Shipmeadow

Common, (ii) High Common, (iii)

Little Common, and (iv) Furze

Common, 3arsham, wainford R.D.,
Zast Suffolk

These references relate to the question of the ownership of lands ‘mown as (i)
Shipmeadow Common, .ii) #izh Common, (iii) Little Common, and {iv) Furze Zommon,
all in Barsham*, “ainford Rural District being the lands comprized in the Land
Section of Register Unit (i} Ho.CL.46, (ii) Ho.CL.47, (iii) Ho.Il.48 and (iv)
70.CL. 49 respectively in the Register of Common Land maintained 2y the Zast Zuffolk
county Council of which no person is registered 25 owner under secticn 4 of th
Commons Registration act 1865 as the cwner.

Followinz upon public notice of these references Mrs. ii. Sucklinz claimed ownershis
of the lands in question and no other person claimed to have information 25 to
their ownership.

I held a hearing for the nurrose of inguiring into the question o?f

oI the lands at ialesworth on 3 Jctober 1973, The hearins was ztzended oy

cra osucikling in person.

“rs.Suckling in sugsort of her claim relied on the following documents (she produced
copies; since the hearing her solicitors have sent me the originals):- (i) Office
copy of the will dated 2% lovember 1623 (proved 12 .iugust 1924) 57 lirs . . ii.
Suckling; (ii) Yesting Jeed dated 15 ilovember 1931 under which iznds subject to th
trusts of the said will vecame vested in the Rev. C. 4. 3. .uckh ing; (1ii) Probate
dated 21 August 1944 limite~ to settled land held by him under the zaid will; and
(iv) .assent dated &.Octoberl®i4S in favour of lrs. suckling, In the will, *he lands
devised expressly included: "my ianors of Barsham and Shipmeadow in the county of
fuifollt with their respective manorizl rights customs ancé all appurtenancies’”, 1In
the Vesting Deed the lands dealt with expressly included the same lapors, but the
—chedule of other lands amounting to 166.551 acres as delinected on the annexed plan
did not include the four Commons now under consideration. - In the -ssent the lands
dealt with are described by reference to the Vesting Deed.

Hrs. Suckling and her son !'r. J. R. 3uckling save oral evidence: she put in a
statement signed by Hr. 5. J. Springall as written evidence by hin. after the henring
I inspected the Commons.

All the Comzons are crossed by é public highway (a metalled through road) which has

* Note:-~ Part of Shipmeadow Comrmon is in the Hegister said to be in tpe parish of
Shipmeadow; the Ordnance Survey map 1927 shows part as being in Ilketshall
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been included in the registration. All are subject to grazing rights, registered
in the Rights Section of the Register. Mr. Suckling who lives at White House near
by said that all are locally reputed to be part of the Hanor.

Shipmeadow Common, Hign Common, Little Common and Furze Common.contain (as I estimate
from the Register map) about 13, 3, 2% and 7% acres respectively. To a casual
visitor they would appesr less, because the Register includes marginal lands which
are not obviously part of them. Shipmeadow Common was during the last war taken
over and cultivated under the "Grow more food campaign'; Mrs, Suckling said that
after the war it was handed back by the binistry of igriculture to her, meaning that.
she corresponded with the iiinistry on the basis that she was the owner and no one
suggested she was not; since then it has been and now is for the most part rough
grazing land. In 1957 i3 Suckling granted a way leave over High Common to the
Zastern Electricity Board and is now in negotidion for a similar grant over Little
Common. iir, Suckling said that about 7 yearu ago the Parish Council asked him to
trin the hedges on High Zommon (apparently on the basis that his mother was the
owner) and that about 15 years ago he had cut back some of the shrubs growing on
Furze Common. The last thwee mentioned commons are nowmuch oversrown with bushes

and are in places impenetrable; although all have substantial patches of zrass
suitable for grazing.

Cn the documents vroduced I conclude that iirs. Suckling is now entitled to the
Lordship of the llanors of DBarsham and “hipmeadow =znd as such is zlso (having regard
to section 62 of the Law of Property .ict 1925) owner of the commons reruted or known
28 part thereof. The Crinance Jurvey map Jdeted 1927 markss all the commons now .
under consideration by nome, On ay inspection I vas impressed trat they all appesred
to be old pieces of waste land such as might be exrected to be nart of the leocal

t

manor; I have therefore rno ihesitation in accerting lir. luckling's evidence that they

arc all reputed to be part of ihe ilanors owned oy his nother,

rYor these reasons I am satisfied that lirs. suckling 1s the owner of all the lands,
and I shall accordinzly direct the Zast Luffolk Sounty Council, as regisiration authorit
to register rs. fatharine .Jybrew Suckling suckling of 3srsham licuse, 3eccles, Suffolk

as the owner of the lands under section 3(2) of the ict of 1963,

I am required by regulatizn 30(1) of the Jommons Commis-ioners degulations 1971 to
axplain that a rcerson aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous in noint of law
may, within & weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent to him,

e for the decision of the High Court,

require me to stzte a cas

bated this DG4 day oo (ekelar 173
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Commons Cotmissioner



