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Reference No,s. 252/1)/146 to 153
+  and 287 and 291

'."I'Hnse d.lsnu*es relate to the reglstration a.'b Entr:{ No. 1 in the Land Sectlon and
Tntrizs Nos. 1 and 2,in_the Rights. Section of Register Unit No. 'CL 144 in the- Reg*ster
.0f Conmon Land maintained by the Somerset Couﬁty Council and occasianed by Ohaectd_ml ’
"No. Q/66 made by the Administrators of H E Chard noted in ‘the Register-on T May I970.
"Objection. To,. 0/71 made by A S Chard noted on the Reglster on 8 May 1970. Objection
“Fo. O/o— =mzde by the Administration of H E Chard noted on the Register on 8 May 1970.
“Objectioz Hb. Q/72 mads b7y A S Cba:d.nn .ed on. thae Register on B Moy 1970. Ohizction No.
0/8: mafe br the Administrztors. of B E Chard noted on the Register on % Novenbex 197C..
Objectiom Yo. 0/88 made by A S Chard noted on. the Register on 5 November 1970, and-
Objecticz No. 0/50 :nad° b“ Sir ¥ H Mordaunt noted on the Reg,.ster on 6 May 1970.

I held 2 hearing for thﬁ pu:nose of lnqulrlné into these disputes ai Weston Super Mare
on 14 November- 1978

The hezring was attended by Mr R P D Gibb of Messrs John A4 March Son and Gibb on behalf
of the idministrators of = Z Chard dec'd and A S Chard; by Mr P T Jacobsen of Hessxs
‘Bircham and Co on behalf cf Sir ¥ J Mordaumt and Mr T Drivexr on behalf of Somexrset
County Council. . : :

There were only two clairmanis for righis in the Rights Section of the Register No. 1
m2de by lM»s S B Gurm who 3i4 not appear to supprort her claim and No. 2 by Mr B Butt
‘whose application was withdrawn. The Entry in the Land Section was consequeniial on
Frs Gunn's application I Rights.

Mrs Guom not having azcea—s€ to support her registration I have no altermative but o
refuse to confirm the Ent:y in the Land Section and both the Zntriss in the Rightis
Section.

Mr Gibb made an application for costs ard in supnort of that apjlication he produced

a copy leiier dated a2 long ago as 28 Junes 1973 written by his firm to Mrs Gun, the
effect of which was to inform Mrs Gunn that in the view of his firm her application for
rights was misconceivad and offering to provide her with the evidence on which that viev
was based. Mr Gitb further informed me that there were at one sitage other applicants
for rights who had all withdrawn their applications.
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I.n these c:.rcmnstances I mus‘!: conclude tha.t if Mrs Gu.nn had ava.iled herself of the offer
nade by Mr Gibbs firm she would have come to the conclusion that her c¢laim to- nghts
vas misconceived and withdraw her application thus avoiding .the expense of a hea.ring
..on.f:.mation for this is to be fou.nd in Mrs Gunn s fa.:.lure to a.ttend the hea.ring

E‘or this reason I a.wa.rd the Administrator of H E Cha.rd. a.nd Mr A S Cha.rd one Bet of
sosts against Mrs C—unn’ on Scale 4 ,of their a,ppea.ra.nces a‘b th:.s hea.ring a.nd a.n E
aa:r:l:.er abort:.ve hearing on 21 May 1975. T‘-'-'_ R R U ._-,—:-. LT
[ am requ__red by regula.tlon 30 (1) of the Commons Comm:.ss:.oners Regulations 1971 S
to explain that a person aggrieved by this decision as being erronecus in voint of law
nay, within £ weeks from the date on which notice of the decision is sent to

1im, regquire me to state a case for the decision of the High Court.

Dated this ' J’ : day of Dcrm_z‘&/ - 1978

YA

Cormons Commissioner



