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PROPERTY BRIEFING: ARTICLE 4
This edition of 1 Chancery Lane’s Property Briefing Zachary Bredemear discusses the
jurisdiction of courts and tribunals to determine boundaries.
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The problem is illustrated by Murdoch v Amesbury
[2016] UKUT 3 (TCC), a case decided by HHJ Dight, a
county court judge sitting in the Upper Tribunal.
In Murdoch a deputy adjudicator of the Land Registry was considering an application to determine a
boundary. She dismissed the application because the
applicants’ plan was defective but proceeded nevertheless to determine the true position of the bound-

on inadmissible evidence of the subsequent conduct
of successors in title but he could not view her
conclusion on an argument based on adverse possession as being incorrect.
HHJ Dight is a member of the CJC Working Group on
Property Disputes and it will be interesting to see
what proposals for reform the CJC puts forward.
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ary. The applicants appealed on the basis that she
had no jurisdiction to determine the boundary. This
submission had been rejected by the deputy
adjudicator herself as being “unduly restrictive and
contrary to good sense”. Whilst HHJ Dight expressed
sympathy with this view he held that the statutory
jurisdiction conferred on an adjudicator (and now
the First-Tier Tribunal) was limited to a determination of the application before her (it). As the
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