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COIDIONS REGISTRATICH ACT 1965
Reference lNos 215/3/304
to 308 inclusive

n the Matter-of Long Meadow,
Pembridge and Eardisland,

--Leominster District, Hereford
and Vorcester County

. DECISION

These disputes relate to the registration-at Entry No. 2 in the nghts Section of
Register Unit Nos CL136 in the Regigter of Common Land maintained by the Hereford
and lorcester County Council and Im/occasioned by Objection No. 304 mads oy

¢xr Vere Egarion Cotton, lir Beriram Lyle Rathbone and Mr William Rathbone and
noted in the Register on 26 November 1970, and - by Objection MNoe 312 made by

Mr Zvan Edward Thomas Evans and noted in.the Register on 30 November 1970; and.
to the. registiration at Eatry Noe 2 in the Ownership Séction of the said Ragister
Unit and is occasioned by Objection loe 264 2130 made by Mr E E T Zvans and noted
in the Register on 13 September 1971.

I held a hearing for the purpose of incquiring into the dizputes a2t Hereford on
12 Fepruary 1981. "At the hearing Mr Zvans who not only made the said Oajection,
but also was the applicant for ihe registration at Righis Section Entry NHoe 5,
was represented by Hr W D Turton solicifor of Lloyd & Son, Solicitors of

Leoninstiers

The land ("the Unit Land") is a tract extending to about 31 acrese The disputed
reyistration, both mede on the anplication of .ir James Androw Bridges, are:-
Zgnts Section Noe 2 of a right attzched to land at ZTast Street Pembridge to

i
graze 2 horses and & head of caiile and 12 sheep; and Ounership Section Tmtry
flos 2 of his owmership of a part of the Unit lLand about 25 yards long and aboud
15 yards w1de. :

& aosence of any other evidence I could: treat the

Chjections simmed by h:s lient as evidence of the facis stated in th2 grouwis.

therein set cut, which were olliows: {to the Rights) "ihat James A“draw Sridzes
is not enti tled to th2 grazing righis claimed or to graze at all on ithe

Long Headcw"; and (%o the O:mershin) Mthat the area co1oured rinit on the agcenpanying
pian {(shich I have signed) does not belong to the Clai ant, James Andrew 3ridzes, bul

the freehold thersof balongs to me and I hold the tmtle documew*s"

Mr Turton suzzested that in th
c

o]

A8 T0 the Ohjection ef llessrs Coiton, Rathbone & Rathbone zrounds of which are "that
the alleged rights do not exisi:~ I have copizs of letters daied 29 April and

3 Santember 1974 from Lambe Lorner & Co Selicitors of Hereford (see file 215/D/289
relating te Regicter Unit Mo, CL141) saying in effect that iilmoors and Long Meadow
nzd been D”“CFEQEd b their "ll-T:S Hrs J Lloyd and Hr T F Lloyd from Messrs Cotton,
Pathdone & Rathbone {theredy effecting transfer of the objactions to the N
rexistration); and second thet Irs J Lloyd and xr ¢ F Llofh had sold Milmoors io

i Robert Bernard Davies of Hew Nills Parm and "the Plots in Long Meadow have been

£z%2 to lr Tvan "il"*w' Thonas Zva "
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ne grounds of oo]eczlon ca ;be treated as more cogent chan the statutory doe l“rﬂ ion

T doubt wisthor thers i ony genoral rule thal ia the absence of any other svidencs,
-
:

g

made by the appl icant in support of a registration; I doubt toc whethor thers is
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any general rule that in the absence of any other evidence an applicant who fails
to attend 2 hearing should.be treaited. worze than an Objector who doese However I
am by the 1965 Act required to give a decision whatever may be the evidence
offered at the hearing. .I have some small knowledge of the Unit Land, having
walked over part of it on 10 February 1978 following a hearing about a dispute
relatirz to the nearby land in Register Unit No. CL141. Although it is possible,
-it is perhaps rathér unlikely that there is a grazing right such as thal recorded
at Entry Mo 2 over all the Unit Land attached to a property so remote as '
East Street; further I think the information before me shows that Mr Evans haa
sufficient connection with the Unit Land to call upon lir Bridses to prove his

" rights; on these rather slight grounds my decision is that the right was not
proverly rezistereds.. As to the owmership:— it is also rather unlilkely the piece-
in cuestion, very-small in comparison to the whole of the Unit Land, should be
in separate ownership; so upon similar grounds my decision about ownership is
sinilar. ) :

FPor these reasons I refuse to coniirm the registrations.

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

%0 explain that a person aggrieved by this decision a2s being erroneous - in noint
f low moy, within 6 weeltsc from-the date on which notice of ihe decisions iz seni
0 him, recuire me to state a case for the decision of the High Court.

Dated this [$i ——  day of fl'ayf,_ 1981

a.a.ﬁ
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Commons Cormisgioner



