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_ Mr. VENABLES: Sir, the case of the Wandsworth Common
Bill is a Bill for vesting the management of the open space known as
Wandsworth Common, in the county of Surrey, in a body of Con-
servators with a view to the preservation thereof, and for other pur-
poses. It resembles in many respects the Bill which the Committee
have had for some days under their consideration about Wimbledon
Common—but I am happy to state the opposition is less—I think
that there are no private opponents whatever ; and in some respects
it is a simpler Bill, I think. No doubt the Wimbledon Common case
we had to defend upon special grounds, a somewhat exceptional mode
of rating—in this instance, the circumstances are spch that we can
adopt the usual equal rating. If the Committee have got
copies of this small map they will see by looking at it
that Wandsworth Common which formerly contained about
300 acres now consists of a set of fragmeuts which look, I think, very
like the torn leaves of < books, as if the whole might at some
former time have been preserved, and as if it was quite time now to
preserve what is left. About one-half the common has escaped from
the control of those who otherwise would have been intere;steq in it ;
and it is to preserve the remainder that the promoters of this Bill now
come forward. Lord Spencer is the lord of the manor, he has all the
manorial rights in this, as in the former case, whatever the common
rights are will be protected in the usual way. This Bill proposes
that a certain arrangement with Lord Spencer .shall be 9arr1ed out,
and that henceforth conservators as proposed in the Bill shall be
appointed to protect the common.

Probably, from the appearance of the map there may have been
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encroachments at earlier times, but in quite modern times there have
been some very large interferences with the property.

I think it was in 1852 that some land was sold to the Justices of
Surrey, you will see the Justices of Surrey in one part of the map as
owners. In 1857 a much more mischievous and injurious interference
was effected by that large patch of land, which was sold to the Com-
missioners for the Royal Patriotic Asylum, which comes right in the
centre of the common, and cuts it in two. That was the worsto f
all encroachments, whatever might be the patriotic advantages of the
Patriotic Asylum. 3

At a later period, the Brighton Railway Company, or rather the
company in whose shoes the Brighton Company now# comes, and the
London and South Western Company, took powers over the common
—1I suppose took compulsory powers—and under those compulsory
powers, the Brighton Railway Company got, I think, about 29 acres
out of the common—that is, the West London and Crystal Palace
Railway,

The CHATRMAN : They claim the A » and «B” pieces. It
is the West London and Crystal Palace. '

Mr. VENABLES : Yes, that is now the Brighton ; and the Tondon
and South Western Railway also took a considerable portion of land by
compulsory powers, At a later period the Brighton Railway .bought
from the lord of the manor, by agreement, a piece of land, which you
will see marked ¢ Railway Enclosure ’—that was by voluntary con-
tract. It is not marked  Railway Enclosure,” but it is put, See detail
of plan in corner.” It is the upper part that was bought, and at a later
period the Brighton Company contracted to sell a portion of what they
had bought to a Mr. Todd, who bought it for building purposes. Up
to this time, I believe the neighbouring inhabitants, and probably the
commoners, whatever they might have thought about it had acqu%esced
in the successive encroachments, but Mr. Todd having let a portion or
the whole of his land to a builder for building purposes, when they saw
the preparations made for commencing building, that at last aroused
their alarm, they did not wish the common to be built over, and they
then objected, There was a large meeting, I believe took place upon
the common, probably, there was some intention of pulling down the
fences, however, nothing violent was done, but a large meeting was
held to remonstrate against it, and a committee was then appointed to
wait upon Lord Spencer, they did wait upon him, it is not material to

state what happened, because nothing was done in consequence of that.
Afterwardsa publicmeetingwasheld of theinhabitants of Battersea, there
are only two parishes concerned in this Bill, Battersea and Wandsworth,
alarge meeting was held of the inhabitants, and it was determined that a
subseription should be raised for the purpose of trying the legal right.
A gentleman of the name ot Digby was fixed upon as the plaintiff in
the suit, and, as in the case of Wimbledon, a suit was commenced, but
like many other suits it lingered, partly perhaps in consequence of the
difficulties of the question, and parly perhaps from insufficient funds.
As the suit seemed to be coming to nothing, some of the inhabitants
gfs giflétttegiea'dwh? Wezg 1nt<131rested in the question memorialised the
: ard requesting them to apply to the Metropolitan Board
of Works to see if they would give them any assistance. Nothing
coming of that application, a deputation from th i i
! P e parishes waited
upon the Metropolitan Board of Works, who, I believe, intimated
their approval of their ohject, and that they were willin t e b
fhem, but they again did nothing, tho reason being, T suppase, if they
ever 1ntended to do anything, that if they had : :
Common Enclosures Act, tl?e’y would h y proceeded under 1.3}-1.8
ation tha ine ot ave been stopped by the liti-
g t was going on ; eV}dently they would have heen )Ir)owgrless,
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bué; whether %hat was the particulay yeason of their doing nothing I am
7'10 awar(;]. t was, at any rate, a gufficient reason, and it is rather a
reason, whatever was their grounq for not interfering, it is a reason if

there were no other reasons fop 3 A
the common., or not depending upon them to protect

In the year 1870 Mr. Peo
active a part in the Wimbledon
sonally interested, at least, not t
resident on the borders of the o
Mzr. Peek made the extremel
£1,000 to a fund for protecti

k, the same gentleman who took so
matter, being evidently here not per-
0 any great extent, because he is not a
ommon as he was at Wimbledon, but
¥ munificent offer that he would give
o
othex: persons interested woulg{}agf ;ézr(x)l(;go;) ;)151 tg(’;‘;—ﬁ(‘fﬁptﬁ;‘: Slflt:fl
?If‘x(i:)l({x(;(l)’ t’mi Mi-IP(z?k’S offer wag received with great approval by
ortants. dMeetings were held, and steps were immediately taken
’go collect further subscriptions, a large fund xgas raised—1I do no{ think
it ever reached the £5,000, but arrangements were afterwards made
with Mr. Peek by which there .would have been a large fund available
f?b the purpose. A meeting having been held in the neighbourhood,
Alderman Besley, who as the Committee remember, took a part in the
"IVV;;mblc%lont }3}11151?.(353, a}DndehE is a resident in f‘ic‘he dneihghbom'hood,
1lappened at the time to be Lord Mayor, and offered those persons
who were interested in it the use of the Mansion House to hold a
plei%ng (lm.the 1:wxll)ljlec‘c. The meeting was held, with the Lord Mayor
In the chair, at the Mansion House; and at that meeting, where
the subject I suppose was generally discussed, Alderman Besley,
}:lhta Il,)ord Mztxyor(,1 announced to the meeting that commuliica(;:ii)lns
ad been entered into with Lord Spencer, and that his lordship
was willing to make an agreement, as in the case of Wimbledon,
for the transfer of the gcommon to the proposed conservators.
Of course this was immediately felt to be the best way of dealing with
the matter. ~And, gentlemen representing the promoters of this Bill
had various interviews with Lord Spencer, and in the first instance it
was intimated, I think, not by Lord Spencer himself, but by the agent,
that he would require £500 a year for his rights on the common. This
was thought a very large sum ; and after further negociations, which
I will not trouble the Committee with, because they will probably be
stated by the witnesses, the result is more important than the dg;,ails
of the negociation. Lord Spencer made this alternative proposition,
that a pond called the ““ Black j?:ea 4 _sllllould I\Re %};hler taken or mnot
taken by the conservators. ou will see Mr. Wilson’s estate, pur-
chased b);r Lord Spencer. There is an outline which representspthe
pond. Lord Spencer at that time intended to fill up the pond, and use
the land for building purposes; and he was willing to include the pond
in the property which was to be transferred. But if the pond was in-
cluded, the consideration was to be £500 a year ; and if the pond was
excluded, and left to Lord Spencer, it was to be £250 a year. In
cither case the pond was to be filled up, and the only question
was whether they would give £250 a year additional for the property
of the soil of that pond, They decided to take the offer
which was smaller in point of money qonsuleratmn, anr_l it was
arranged. There was a give and take line made, by which Lord {
Spencer got a little addition to the Black Sea, z.md gave up a little : !
of the Black Sea, but substantially the pond remained his property ;
the conservators covenanted that they ‘VQI}M make no other pond
within a certain distance of that pond. This agreement having been
come to, it became necessary to deal with the London and Brighton
Company, and with Mr. Todd, who was their purchaser. I thll:lk I will
not go into the details of that arrangement, because the object was
this, not to take back the land which My. Todd had, but he or his
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a1 1ine up to the edge of his propert 9
of bmldui;% that power. °If he had doney Soalll](;

had the power
lleis:ﬁeve he intended totﬁerser ornamental row of trees Whicﬂ :
would have desfroyel,l which is on the ground to be PreServgs

: d :
adjacent to thflt }’Ourlsldmg;lagrraﬂgcment was, tultlfnilt_elg arriveq ¢
by the COnSSFRC " Sh detail by 029 of the wi }l]l.eSbes 5 but ‘the efp
which will be gilvt Mr. Todd agF ced to remove his boundary backwards
of it was this, ttoa - otect these trees, on the consideration of getting ,
sufﬁclently cflal' hic%l the London and Brighton Company were to give
strip of land W G onl of negotiation, the London and Brightoy,
up; and aft?}foa;) ear, I suppose, to protect their interests here, came
Company, W it lw?ith the conservators, and are no longer' Opponens
to an ag_reemTh <chedule, which is now before you, I believe, which
of the Bill. St d to the Bill, contains the agreement which

- orieinally schedule .
l‘;‘;assl?e%tno;iﬂsg 1 5; t with the London and Brighton Company.

. ‘ties W 1ly concerned at least

Now here all the parties who are really 'ned most of

the pagt‘;es really concerned seem to 'be of one ;nmd m that matte,

This rather complicated business with the Brighton Company angq
ht have caused some trouble; but it has beep

their purchasers mig AL
; angement, and probably it will be thought that the

finally settled by ;
conservators have made the best bargain that they could, and that j¢

desirable that that bargain should be cgnﬁrmed. The inhabitants of
Battersea and of Wandsworth are, I believe, the only persons interested
in this, except that, of course, the inhabitants of the Metropolis ang
all the country round the Metropolis are interested in keeping it open.
And as our interests happen to coincide with the public interest, we
submit that we shall be the best conservators of the publie interests as
wetll as'lo'ur own. er propose, as I say, in this case to have an equal
rate, which is to be limited to the maximum of a halfpenny rate, The
halfpenny rate, as it will be stated by the witnesses who have examined
the rate book, will produce from the two parishes aho t £60 T
Of course, if £600 a year is not required ]’zhe whal ut D
levied ; but £600 a year will provide the’£2' ot R o
T ) X > 50 which is to be paid to
pencer, and the remainder will be applicabl i
purposes of the conservators who will, of A B0 0 (ol
15 required for the Purpose’ The re o for s
here rather thay |1, i ; reason for taking an equal rate
fending, because it is the : o perhaps hardly  requires de-
Wimbledon case wo by i natural and obvious course. In the
exceptional kind of patine W?lmilWhat up-hill, besides defending an
that the person who WGI‘GG;Z,O alctl Ty endeavouring 10, 800
gerty would be improyed, peg’ Ile rate were the persons whose pro-
Cig;lélll'atlon of the residue of {he ceo apprehend partly from the con-
mstances, that the advantag m’;“‘)?l.’ and partly from other local
ge of this work will be not so much

In givine the ad

g Vantao

10" oon gt ges of fron : AR X
considerable numbep tage to their houses, as in giving aid

Smaller pieceg of o of roads, and small h

of the neic mmon gre ! er houses. Also the

paria o o0 Which s et & Vel 0 ll hoiuhabiants

g(f) 13,000 inhaitanqg IVING at the time of the I:Q%Oeg‘sl;s? wards

20,000 Inhabitan g Si’nand the parish of Battersea, in 1861 Iilearly
¢ that time, it has not been ascertained what

1t iS under t e
. 1 pre en cen
ra‘pldly; an HoR t Sus ; but it iS knOW ‘ h v d
n 1o have increase Uel}

conservatops 1. lS€quent]y i ;
he gy, (o Totson o oS @ ¥ery large population. The
Yather ao i haye ST that the general body of

the 38rieved tho, ¢ been disposed t : S
contributioy o theOthern'lse if thgy had Qbethmk 1“:16’318%;
take 1"n th’re.ma, able pml:)(}fore excluded from g shaf-: i;xghg ::lanage-
Is ig fllrnished’ andOf];déi hilxllit(_az'e-st which the poorer classes

1L1s a very extraordinary thing
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by thi : nti Yy
Fted o 13 A i s st o st
made for subscriptions the wo (;{ry on.y Where there was a canvas
tributed £40 or more to that sype o " the factory actually con-
workmen contributing with greon ol think that when we find
8 With such exfraordinary liberality, appreciating
L 1t confers upon them, and thejr neigh-
Mvidious thing for the wealthier classes
e bur_dqn or the control.
Tassoth W n the dil‘ection, which o(}f(c):z%rlsfa l’cshglg;g](:;rltr}:(?’: Jlﬁxl;?:a
Elllleef?eseliney ocfortlltlleﬂ;gltle.b‘- course we have taken steps to ascertain
e favgour oA tha m?ﬂ‘ts on this subject. Wo have got a petition
vestry of Wandsw ‘tlo l\;estly of Battersea. T regret to say that the
N S uaye Pfetltloned against usti1 but lllf}vllll]% Eeasorg
5 Or some reason or other, whic 0 no
understand particularly, the vestry of Wandsworth did ot represent
g wishes of the iuhabitants, the promoters of the Bill took steps to
c:%ll 2 publilc megtmg of the inhabitants of Wandsworth, and gave it
s;;;yléﬁéilblgt];l;ld uOlfl_pub‘lic:ity_by putting up handbills, and in every
ho0d was e £o tho ahabs, s an e B the neighbour
meeting, which T think the Committee will be satisﬁgd, really repre-
sen‘ged the feeling of the inhabitants, voted in favoar of the Bill. The
chairman .on that occasion, requested a certain number of persons who
were not inhabitants of Wandsworth, being inhabitants of Battersea,
not to vote; and there is reason to believe that his wishes
were attended to; because a show of hands was first taken,
In which all voted; he then said that it ought to be a
vote of the inhabitants of Wandsworth only, and he requested
those who were not inhabitants of Wandsworth not to vote ; and a con-
siderable number who had previously voted answered his appeal by not
voting on the subsequent division ; but notwithstanding their absten-
sion, on the final division there was no doubt whatever that the feeling
of the meeting was in favour.

Now the district board, so-called, of Wandsworth is also opposed
to the Bill; but although it happens to have the name of the district
board of Wandsworth, it represents six parishes, of which Wandsworth
and Battersea are iwo, and four others, Tooting, Streatham, Clapham,
and Putney, of which the inhabitants are not at all concerned in this
matter. Some of the inhabitants of Putney, no doubt, are very favour-
able to it, but the great body of the inhabitants are indifferent to it.
The Committee are perfectly familiar with the argument which would
induce the district board to object to any rate being put for a purpose
in which the majority of the board took no interest. If at the meeting
of the board the representatives of the two parishes had been only pre-
sent voting, there would have been a majority in fm_zour of it. The boa_rd
have not petitioned, but of course it will be mentioned to the commit-
tee that they passed a vote qgamst it. They have not petitioned, and
the only opponents to the Bl]'.l are, I !)eheve the Metrppohtan_ Board of
Works. I should say that in addition to the public meeting there
has been a canvass systemamqa_lly gone through, of which we have
here the result. This is a petition in favour of persons rated to the
poor rate of Battersea and “Tapdsworth, and it is simply a petition in
favour of saying—* Your petitioners are persons l:ated to the poor rate,
and who, according to the 42nd clause of the Bill, _?ﬁnf} o‘th(g'. Prol?;;'
ions, s sl i b i txthe lapans o he Bl (v the
same to the words) ‘ attaining th .

round by canvassers appointed for the purpose, who will be called

D i rateabl
before you, and this is the result. Parish of Battersea, total 1a2eab e
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Then rateable value of property in
lue of proPel‘tYs £256.’77:' has been signed in favour, £75.384,
value ho petltlo T hich of course must be ex.

«pect of which tho pe roperty, . . ;
Public buildings and similat B8] o6 000. Becichioninlnatye
cluded, as those parties Thereforé We have of the whole_voting popy_
void houses, £84,000. r, and those who have not signed the

r favour; may, nevertheless, indeed, mogt

tion, £75,384 in ou likel ARAES
;l)?at,i(t)ilcl)n in favour, but'g ‘i‘:chv(z'o‘lﬁfiy T 3’11 t to £84,000, which is large
ro

) ; Lt : . In Wangs.
likely, be in favou ge it ineludes the V?}d houses e

than the real 31]1'°‘t1nt1’)11ée$;{1ue is £101,000—£45,000 1n faw,;ﬁ > void
worth the total ratea £92,000 ; residue, £34,000. erefore,

houses and public buildings, ty of the whole rateable value,

! , ) ge majori
ifx‘l '/Zhat nll)sgil:lafleec‘;g lrf‘:j?)r?‘t.ly?ra VVeJhaVC a great part of the whole
if 1t can ¥

rateable Vo ue RA[AN : Taking out the public buildings and void
e itive assents. A !

housﬁi, y%%gﬁ%i%sh:a]{&oshave that exactly. Then we give the
numbe:.of assessments in the two parishes, which is 8,199.  We haye

got there a large majority. Of the total number assessed, we have 55
ent ol\fToi?,.Sir, the only opponents of the Bill. are t}lfz Metropol_ltan
Board of Works; and T will now refer to their petition. I believe
Messrs. Frere and Cholmondly appear for them, and when I have re-
ferred to that petition, T will refer more full}'7 to thp ag.reegnent Wl_th
Lord Spencer, which was scheduled to our Bill, and which is now dis-
tributed into clauses. The Committee will see that the aetual terms
of the agreement are as between us and the Metropolitan Board of
Works not very material. The Committee of course will see that the
agreement is one which ought in the public interest to be confirmed,
or otherwise—but as between us and the Metropolitan Board of Works
Committee will find there is no question. The first is a rental as to
the main sewers, the power of supervision, and so on. Now I am not
going into a discussion of the statement, in paragraph 5: * That by
the Metropolitan Commons Act, 1866, your petitioners are constituted
the local authority for the purposes of the Act for Metropolitan
Commons.” They are the local authority for the purpose of
applying, as many othep persons besides the local authority may apply
;‘?lttﬁl(; iltndfos~u$ Commissioners and they are in no instance the local
otod b ya Zlae 'elnllxanagement of commons, unless they are so consti-
yaspeclal Act, or by a proceeding of the Inclosure Commis-

part of the paragraph, they practicall
local authority in certain caseg, becausg

SO > empowered to contribute, N -
:3?d§zrtl tcﬁulttnll)lute to that of which he pays the whole. Tt ?:V i)e]i'(f)'egslry
at when Parliament authorised them to contribute, Parlia-

ment contemplated th t 8
ek fundsl,) atod Wea atr];erc should he somebody else to provide the

to contribute, T i i

i _ - I may sa -
:eiigse;}iailrze ﬁhgl_ﬂd 10t object to one conservatoir begnlg{l;;l;oif;lxrtitllfclo
etropolitan Bogyg Then they refer to the subject of

case, means man:lgementobmegt’ I o= g i e in the Jormer
gantﬁe“igl?j b);' s Metry Persons who live '.[‘llrllethemlaocallgity, and no(f
local authorit; athe o 2o, or by any comglonergr, gl‘ P{):'pozﬁe
ey o pieh 10 doub, “, PS8 HHOY 50y fhat thoy may be
» the “n;ay. ’l‘tl}e_y say this, which is

. S 1 -our petitioners will he iniuriousl
possible that ffqy czﬁlnﬁ " Sbject thereto,”" Tt s\ abaolitelotius
to relieve thep b Mjuriously affecteq, because we rg’ 0se
1Y possible rate, They may, if theI;' {)ike;
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contribute; we shall b
v aFiy [¢) ver .

are injuriously aff Y glad if they will:
Then fhey Sg’y’ ff,%elg ; b{) 01 contriéf&n;ﬂlf (limt how they
is proposed to confirm t}y R tion: (6 6 the SO 'ant kuow.
dule and by such agreem e agreement sot forth said Bill, it
annuity of £250, agrtées toent Ear] Spencer, in considg; t-the sche-
interest in Wandsworth convey to the Conservat h_a ion of an
clauses of the agreemen}c .(;lnpmoﬂ-” And then th?ars rés'?tate and
» Which T say is now turned izxto ccllalisc?: l‘f;alg
, ALl

it is proposed to enact that ¢
the common open, unenelosedthe Conservators shall at all times kee
parts thereof as are at the Pass’-and upb.ullt on, except as regards sucII;
except as otherwise in the sch ing of this Act enclosed or built on, a d
aii Shal R St a e o l<:,d£119d agreement, or this Act eXpre;se](ll
«but there is 1o power by thea e all encroachments on the common »
rights of the comm said Bill to prevent the exerci :
the intended pur o;): eri and others which might be incorle;i(;ltsee ?;f t'he
: g o}
for the use and egjoymoen: hgfsatlﬁl Bll_l, to preserve the said crtl)mgll(fg
want to gtet into conflict with thee szld P ¥Ve el
arguments of the C : ommoners. I will not recall
R it 3 a ﬁ:z;zl;tt&e lo'n open spaces—they expresszd tg:
T o T (0 s it eave the commoners—at any rate it is
REITIL A e tI(l)era to fight. “ That by section 42, of
purpose of | payingsthel anmuit enact that the Conservators for the
ment, and their expenses of mang e ooorin ther s hed o
this Aobiahalita st timeg'.emen’c,an'd otherexpenses of executing
overseers of the parishes of Batterzzzue t‘il%lfr precept to their respective
pay the amount therein specified to tﬁn sl
thoyens ibins o ROl _de Conservators,” and so on. Then
the whole of your petitioners’ Sl . ort - Common i within
for whith therihet jurisdicl;;o i]lm;;d;:ltll.o;l.ﬂ _So it is for the purposes
it-wonldboata i > ich this is not one; “ And it
Commons Act,”’ Whiih, (;sss (iossta;f)y f}})ﬁgc%edmf prdordce Metro_politan
prosecute, probably on the very si;i'ﬁcientoar ofl M L o
Commissioners could have done nothin asgli)onuo{1 t'léat th'e I.n_clos'ure
and very probably they would not hav% troubble?is thwas 11[1 B
CNase, l)klllt at any rate that would have prevented then; nil‘jgnie?iolirlllgar'lg
Yow they say that the have memoriali p s
sioners, and I suppose 23; they say so litaiési(:'u?etl{udosme Cogmns_
proceeded to memorialise the Inclosure; Com&iss?grnsay t:chey Sl
‘same to a large number of commons and open s Gl
metropolis,” but I believe there is onl R
they have ,got a decisionve RHENE7 Ono. siigl fnstsnon iaeich
The CHATRMAN : All that we can enquire iato i
MAN : quire into if
Mr. VENABLES : Then they say that « there is 1anne:§::ary.
between Lord Spencer set forth in the schedule to the Bill wlt;icltin'aePt
Inany respects disadvantageous to the public, and contains provi ortd
in favour of his lordship which you ought not to sanction 'Pan:rllséﬁns
the proposed payments to Lord Spencer are too large. A d th o
say that the agreement does not in fact includg t.he x;lbol enfthey
lands which of right belong to Wandsworth Common ; and t?le% tlflhe
Parliament ought not to sanction the raisiug of mone l; an additi S
the_ poor rate of the parishes of Battersgu and WZstworth \lvc;n' tﬁ
parishes form a portion of the metropolis, and as such cantributé to l':fle
expenses incurred by your petitioners in putting in force the pr
visions of.the Metropolitan Commons Act of 1866 ; and, inasmuclll) g;
the mhab.ltan_ts of the said tyvo pqrishes are liable to contribute to the
metropolitan improvements 1n which they have no special local interest
{)ge{’.OUght ’I';lOt to.be' at the same time rated under a special Act oi‘
rliament.”” This is an argument which the Committee have heard




8

: , ich perhaps will appear again now. It is
1n‘ 2 ggzg“:; g]ﬁle)’m?;flﬂ‘]?;c& (I;)ontrill))ute. “PX?ery m%my of the' rate-
P;‘)Ie)ars of the parishes of Batterse and Wandsworth strongly object to
ghg provisions of the Bill.” I take it that many of the drate%){ay&xl-s
supposed that the Board of Works had the power to under a’c $ he
management, and that they would do it without any expense o the
parish, except their share of the common thing. The Committee
know how it stands, and they know also that the Metropolitan Board
of Works have not applied their funds in that way, and are not likely
i a}%)}){‘fhs?g'the most material allegation there is, that the agree-
ment with Lord Spencer is disadvantageous ; but to that I have a
complete answer, as far as the Board of Works are concerned, becauss
they have forwarded us an amended Bill amended in their sense,
which I daresay is before the Committee, of which the substance is,
that they adopt the agreement with Lord Spencer, and that they adopt
the whole of the Bill, I may say, in substance, including the agree-
ment with the London and Brighton Company, who are the pur-
chasers, and to put themselves in the place of conservators.

The whole scheme is impracticable, if it were expedient, because
this Bill could not be passed as a Bill substituting the Metropol.ltan
Board and imposing a new charge upon the rates of the Metropolis of
which no notice has been given—they certainly could not do that,
therefore the thing is absurd,—but it is valuable for this purpose, that
it is an admission, that all our arrangements are just, except the
arrangement which makes us the rating body, which imposes a burden
on the two parishes, which gives the power to the representatives of the
two parishes. In every other case, I need not go through the terms
of the Bill, but if the alterations suggested by the Board of Works are
examined, it will be found to amount to that, that they adopt the
whole of the Bill, except the rating clauses and the administative part.
I say the effect of assenting to the present view of the Metropolitan
Board would be that no Bill at all would be passed, because this Bill,
that is to say, the draft Bill, which they have made here in red ink is
an impossible Bill for this year. They might hereafter, if they like,
promote a Bill in some sense, but this Bill cannot be passed in that
shape. I should probably have argued at some length if you had not
heard the argument at some length already in favour of the reasons
for local management. 'We have the opinion of the Committee on
open spaces, which is the highest authority which has yet expressed an
opinion on the subject. ~We have their distinct opinion that
it is better not to impose this duty, or give the power to
the Metropolitan, Board of Works. We have their opinion that it
oughi to be local management, we have their opinion that it would
be a waste of the money of the ratepayers of the Metropolis to
impose upon them heavy rates to manage these things; at least until
it is ascertained whether the inhabitants, who are more nearly in-
terested in the matter, are willing to find the funds. We have got
the concurrence of the authorities, and we got in this way the opinion
of the Metropolitan Board themselves; because they have repeatedly
expressed an opinion, that the sound policy is, wherever a park or
open space is acquired for the general benefit of the ratepayers of the
Metropolis, and for the more particular benefit of the ratepayers
within the immediate neighbourhood, that it is just to the more distant
ratepayers who get no advantage from it to relieve the rates, by dis-
posing of a part of the land for building. In the case of Finsbury Park,
the inhabitants of the neighbourhood represented that it was a hard-
;h}p that a part of the land which had been intended by Parliament
OF an open space for their enjoyment, should be sold and built upon




9

to pay the expenses of the park; the Board of Works expressed
formally their opinion }vhlph they haye never varied, either in that or
in any other case, considering that the distant ratepayers constituting
tlle great majority, had little or no interest in the opening of any par-
ticular space away from their own neighbourhood, it was just to make
that nelghbgurhood pay its own expenses as far as possible in the
shape of selling a portion of the land ; therefore their policy would be
undoubtedly in this, as in any other case, instead of increasing to the
full amount necessary the rates of the Metropolis, to make the Wands-
worth Common pay for the preservation of Wandsworth Common.
The inhabitants certainly, therefore,—the promoters of this Bill, who
are certainly among the most active and intelligent of the inhabitants
who have shown their right to be heard by the large sums which they
have contributed for the purpose of preserving the common—are
of the opinion that they would rather have the common open than be
saved a certain contribution to its maintenance by the sale of lands.
Now under these circumstarces, I think

T;le CHAIRMAN: We quite understand that theory, it has been
argued.

Mr. VENABLES : Having said so once, I think T shall best dis-
charge my duty to my clients, and shew my respect to the Committee
by not troubling them by arguing any general principle. Any facts
which I have not mentioned, no doubt, will be supplied by the wit-
nesses.

Mr. LOCKE: Sir John Thwaites gave cvidence before the Open
Spaces Committee.

The CHATRMAN : The same principle has been argued before.

Mr. VENABLES : I thought I would not pass it over, but that I
would not trouble the Committee with it atlength. Any facts or details
which I have not mentioned for the sake of brevity, and to avoid a
waste of time, the Committee will be supplied witih by the witnesses. 1
hope, having heard that statement, the Committee will think that ours
is a fair and reasonable Bill. I think, perhaps, I ought to refer more
particularly to the agreement with Lord Spencer, which is contained
in a number of printed clauses. You have got, I suppose, the printed
clauses, which are technically called ‘ manuscript” clauses, I sup-
pose, because they are not manuscript. ¢ Whereas it is expedient that
provision be made”— oy

The CHAIRMAN : The whole effect of it is in the agreement.

Mr. VENABLES: The whole effect of it is in the agreement. It
has been converted into clauses, asin the former case, and as the Com-
mittee have the agreement before them, I may say it really amounts
to this, that everybody’s rights are, as far as possible, to be preserved,

_and that on the whole Lord Spencer has got £250. The other agree-

ment with the Brighton Railway Company which is of a slightly com-
plicated nature, is put in the schedule. :

The CHAIRMAN : Lord Spencer is a party to that, is he ?

Mr. VENABLES : Yes, and as I say I am not bound to defend
either one or the other against the Board of Works, because they pro-

pose to adopt them. (Vide Minutes of Bvidence.)
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