COMMORS REGISTRATION ACT 1965
' A Reference No. 14/U/126

v

" In the Mattér of a triangular pisce of land
south of Phoeniz Inn, Hartley Wintney, Hart D.,
Hampshire : ‘ : :

' DECISION

This reference relates to the question of the ownérship of a triangular piece
of land of about 0.05 acres south of Phoenix Inn, Hartley Wintney, Hart District
being the land comprised in the Land Section of Register Unit No. CL.124.in the.
Registér of Common Land 'maintained by the Hampshire County Council of which no
person is registered under section 4 of the Commons Registration Act 1965 as the

_owner.

Following upon the publie notice of thig reference no person claimed to be the
freehold owner of the land in question and ne person claimed %o have information
as to its ownership. o : o : o

I held a hearing fof the. purpose of inquiring into‘the ﬁuesfion'of_the ownership
of the land at .Tinchester on 17 October 1574, : ‘

‘4t thehearing Hartley “intney District Council were represented by ir L. 7. Jallis,

assistant director in theirradministration and legal department,

» ) .
Lr Tallis said (in effect):-= He lad examined varicus deeds held by the Council,
and this land iz net within any of them. The Council did not clzim ovmership and
could not offer sny evidence of ownership; they would be interésted %o ‘mow whether
there was any clzim of ownership; they did not themselves wish tc be owmers.

‘Being curious about. this unwanied picce of land, I inspected it. It ig (if T
-correcily identified it) bounded on its two longer sides, on the east by an open
‘mesh wire fence which separates it from 1z recently developed building 'estate, =nd -
on the west by 'a ditck beyond which there is 2 narrow strip of woodland scrub =nd
bSFEmd=mgarr t1:¢ A30 road, and bounded on'its shorter side on the north by a Qizh

© close Dboarded fence. It is grass land wish two (apparently recently planted) trees.
7ith some difficuliy I gained access by walking ‘across a steep bark where the 7ater.
frem the ditch flowed into a pipe. ' -

This land is by section 10 of the 1965 4ct coneclusively deemad to be common lsnd;
heverthelass, I cannot imagine how it, as it now is, could with sdvantage be used
or 2njoyed by anyone. I am not surprigsed that the Counecil de not want it. Never-
theless it ias been registered under the Act; so T record, as I an required by ths

~Act.to do, that in the absencs of svidence I am not satisfied that any serson is
the cwner of the lanc and it will therefore remain subject to protection under
section. 2 -of ths Act. ' : : :
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I am rEqu:.red by ragulatlon 30(1) of the Commons Comrissioners Regulations
157% to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous
in point of law may, within 6 weeks from the date on which notice of the
decision is sent to hlm, rnqulre me to state a case for the decision of the

'ch,h Court. )
" day of N""W 1974
o e (Botan

Commons Commissioner

Dated this . ?_3 (E




