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Reference Nos 215/D/235-288 . -
C1II0MS REGISTRATION ACT 1965
In the Matter of Sellack Common,

Sallaclk, South Herefordshire District,
Hereford and UWorcester

DECISION

These disputes relate to the registrations at Entry No 1 in the Land Section and at
Iniry Nos 1 and 2 in the Rights Section of Register Unit No CL 165 in the Register
0f Coz=on Land maintainec by the Hereford and Worcester County Council and are
occasizned by Objection Hos 390, 391 and 392 made by Heyland (Hereford) Limited
ani noied in the Register on 15 and 21 October 1971.

I neld a hearing for the furpose of inquiring into the dispute at Hereford on
- 12 January 1979. At the hearing lir John Andrew Child Edwards of Caradoc Court,
Sellzcit was represenied ©y lliss B A Davies, articled clerk with Beaumont Snith & Davies,
Solicitors of Hereforéd as agents of Hall Pratt & Pritchard Solicitors of Bilston,
Hest Midlands. '

#iss Davies said that Ir Edwards on 19 December 1977 bought the Caradoc Estate

fron Heyland (Hereford) Limited (they are not only the objectors, but also in the
Ovmership Section the uwmdisputed owmers of all the land in this Register Unit).

Snhe produced a copy leiter dated 4 Jenuary 1979 written by Hall Pratt & Pritchard

to *he Rev E H licselay; ine now disputed registrations were made on his application,
zs regzrds Eatry No 3 in the Rights Section as "parishioner™ and Entry No 2 in

the Rizhts Section as chzirman of Sellack Parochial Church Council (Owmers). Tae
letter indicates that a =zimilar letier was sent to Ir Newton as being or having been
clerk of the Parish Council, She alco produced a letter dated 8 January 1979 from
r lioseley in which he says:— "Forms of withdrawal were signed with John Stallard & Co
‘of Forcester, acting for Heyland (Hereford) Limited, as long ago as 14 July i977.

t is very remiss of someone in not passing over all papers at the time of the
purchase of Caradoc Court. I have been in touch with the District Agent for Herefordshir:
with regard to my personal withdrawals and that of the Parochial Church Council
concerning Sellack Common. A letter has been sent to him to pass to the Comsissioner'.

"I hzve on my file 2 rcguest that the Commons Commissioner do refuse to confim

" the rezistrations made by the Rev T H lloseley of rights of common and to give his
decision without a hearing, and this request (dated August 1977) is sizned not only
by nim, bui alse on behalf of ‘Heyland (Hereford) Limited, Sellack Parochial Church
Council, Hereford and Worcester Couniy Council, and South Herefordshire Distriess
Council. Wo action was taken on this request for the reagson I suppose, that it was
defective in that it does not include the registration in the Land Section and was
not in respect of such regzistration sismed on behalf of Sellack Parish Council.

fise Davies at the hearing applied for an adjournment becausethisisrhattheJﬁnu:ry'1979
itter ¢f Hall Prati & Pritchard contemplated would then on behalf of IIr Edwards ue
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dome. But in my view I zn not obliged to gront this application unless I consider

an _dJour ment would serve some useful purpose. Althouzh the various papers signed

by ir Hoseley never seemed to have coaplied with the resulation which enables a
Cornons Coumicsioner to dispose of this matier without a hearing, they indicate
c¢learly enough that neither he nor the Parochial Church Council who he is representing,
wish to support the registratiomseither in the Land Section or in the Rights Section,.
Having held a hearing of which notice has been given to those entitled to be heard

and which has been publicly advertised, I think I can properly conclude (as

iir Bvans would I suppose wish me to dc) that the registrations should noi have been
nade, and that accordingly there is no, good reason why 1 should adjourn the proceedings
or why I should not act on this conclusion.

For the above reasons I refuse the application made on behalf of Hr Edwards to
adjourn these procﬂed1n~s and I refuse to confirm the regisirations.

I on required by regsulation 30{4) of the Commons Commissioners Regulations 1971
to.explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erroneous in point of 1
maJ,u1,h1n 6 weeks from the date on-wvhich notice of the decision is sent to nin,
regquire me tqQ state a case for the decision of the High Court.

YA P
Dated tais | LIS day of . l"‘-ff’*"*““,{" 1979

Commons Commissioner



