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THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. CHAPTEE I. History of WeWi Land Question—Distinction of Welsh case from Irish and Scotch Cases—Attempt to confuse Land Question with Churchnbsp;Question—Influence and Operations of Welsh Vernacular Press—nbsp;Lord Penrhyn’s Evidence from Welsh Press—“Adfyfr’s ” “ Landlordism in Wales ”—Mr. T. H. Ellis, M.P., and Lord Penrhyn. No treatise upon the subject into which the Welsh Land Commission was requested to inquire would be complete ornbsp;even intelligible without something in the way of a connectednbsp;account of the manner in which the Welsh Land Question, ifnbsp;question it he, came into being and of the progress of thenbsp;history of the Question. And first be it observed that thenbsp;history to be told in this case is not, as it would be if it werenbsp;necessary to deal with the like subject in relation to Ireland,,nbsp;or to the crofting areas of Scotland, distinguished by

greatnbsp;length nor, for the consideration of the matter from a practical point of view, is it essential to indulge the passion fornbsp;antiquarian research. It is true that the Welsh Commissionnbsp;did from time to time digress into those antiquarian paths ;nbsp;and no doubt they will report the results of their inquiries; itnbsp;is also true that from each digression something in the naturenbsp;of profitable information was reaped; but the harvest went, in A



THE LAND QUESTION an unthresbecl condition and in the form of wheat sheaves with a large admixture of tares, to the general storehouse ofnbsp;knowledge. For practical purposes it was of no value savenbsp;from a negative point of view ; it was of no use save to shownbsp;in rather a vague way that the case of Wales is entirely distinct from that of Ireland or of the crofting areas of Scotland.nbsp;This is a matter of some importance, because it is clear fromnbsp;the fact that three revolutionary Acts, contradicting andnbsp;nullifying one another in some measure, have been passednbsp;in connection with Irish Land Tenure within the last thirty-five years, and that the Crofters Acts have also been in activenbsp;operation for some little time, that there is a large body ofnbsp;British citizens, more or less adequately represented in Parliament, who think that special circumstances may justifynbsp;legislation contrary to economic principle, reactionary innbsp;tendency and confiscatory in

spirit. For our part we venturenbsp;to hold the contrary opinion and to believe that, great as arenbsp;the present evils which have arisen from the Irish Landnbsp;Acts, they are not to be compared with those which mustnbsp;inevitably follow from attempts to tinker at and improvenbsp;a system which is bound to produce increasing evils, since itnbsp;is an attempt to defy those laws governing human actionnbsp;which are, as sound economists know, essentially laws ofnbsp;nature. But it is idle to pretend to ignore the existence ofnbsp;persons, some of them earnest men and thoughtful, whonbsp;hold in complete sincerity an absolutely different theory.nbsp;Prudence and generalship, therefore, dictate that, withoutnbsp;surrendering for a moment the impregnable fortress ofnbsp;principle, we should meet our opponents first on their ownnbsp;ground. Is there any similarity between the peaceful story of the advance of civilisation in Wales and the troubled historynbsp;of Ireland ? A glance at

the annals of that unfortunatenbsp;island makes the answer to that question apparent at once.nbsp;Almost from the beginning of authentic history up to the



IN NORTH WALES. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;3 time of William III., the tide of battle, of conflict with invaders and of domestic warfare, of conquest and reconquest,nbsp;?bbed and flowed over her fertile soil. Time after time shenbsp;Was half devastated and half dejDopulated; time after timenbsp;groups of invading Englishmen were planted upon her, thenbsp;native owners being dispossessed to that end. So late as 1774nbsp;we find Arthur Young writing: 1 “ The lineal descendants of the old families are now to be found all over the kingdom working as cottiers on thenbsp;lands that were once their own ... it is a fact that thenbsp;descendants of the old landowners regularly transmit bynbsp;testamentary deed the memorial of their right to thosenbsp;?estates which once belonged to their families.” A fatal policy of thwarting Irish manufactures in the interest of English manufactures tended to throw annbsp;inordinate portion of the population upon the land.

Oldnbsp;customs, such as tanistry and gavelkind, died exceedinglynbsp;hard. New customs, such as the Ulster tenant-right, werenbsp;imported. The tribal idea survived long by the side ofnbsp;English law, which was imposed by force only. In short, thenbsp;development of civilisation was slow in Ireland. Each successive Parliament found her people backward, discontented,nbsp;prone to acts of violence, a century at least behind theirnbsp;fellow subjects. Such, in brief outline, are the factors, ornbsp;some of them, which have gone to make the Irish problem asnbsp;a whole; and such also are the facts which have inducednbsp;English statesmen to try the application of empirical remediesnbsp;to a social disease which has baffled their best efforts. It isnbsp;Worthy of note, by the way, that the Welsh Land Commission, while it declined to accept evidence from the counsel ofnbsp;the North Wales Property Defence Association with regard 1 “ Landholding and

the Relation oE Landlord and Tenant,” Field. Calcutta: Thacker amp; Spink. 1883.



4 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;THE LAND QUESTION to the operation of the Irish Land Acts, and was eventually satisfied to do without any such evidence, did accept evidencenbsp;on the operation of the Crofters Acts from Mr. Donaldnbsp;Macrae, the best-known of crofter advocates and from Sirnbsp;Colin Scott Moncrieff and others. In the case of the crofting areas history tells a slightly different tale. That the Highlands also came comparativelynbsp;late under the influence of civilisation is true enough. Butnbsp;the main causes which brought about the Crofters Acts, wenbsp;will not say justified them, were the following. Firstly,nbsp;teste Lord Napier’s Commission, the tribal idea survived,nbsp;with some reality of living force, to a late period and, wellnbsp;into this century, the people had a hazy idea, based not uponnbsp;any fanciful theory of political equity, but upon local traditionnbsp;that they had a right to the land. Secondly, the tack system,nbsp;by which

large tracts of land were leased to the relationsnbsp;and hangers-on of the proprietors, to be sublet in their turnnbsp;to minor tenants, was not, according to modern views,nbsp;conducive to sound estate management. The proprietor,nbsp;divorced from personal interest in the land, had certainly nO'nbsp;inducement to invest capital in it; the tacksmen could notnbsp;improve the land because for the most part they had little ornbsp;no money, and further, if they had possessed the means, wouldnbsp;have had little inducement to expend them in the improvement of the soil. Still, as the Duke of Argyll showed plainlynbsp;in the eloquent and convincing evidence which he gave before-the Welsh Land Commission, it was never fair to assume-that the whole of the building work done was effected bynbsp;the crofter tenants. What does seem tolerably clear is thatnbsp;the system of extensive sheep-runs introduced, probably withnbsp;much agricultural wisdom

at the time, did tend to the detriment of the crofter tenants, who were, at the best of times,nbsp;miserably poor; and did tend to kindle a vague sense ofnbsp;grievance in their minds. The story of forcible trans|)lanta-tions of crofter populations, a story which has been used over



IN NORTH WALES. and over again to stir up sentiment, Las doubtless some foundation in fact, but His Grace’s evidence shows clearlynbsp;that it has been greatly exaggerated. Reverting for a moment to the case of Ireland, it may be added that absenteeism, albeit the stories concerning it mustnbsp;be taken cum grano, was an early fault of the Englishnbsp;landowners who replaced the native owners, and that it isnbsp;matter of common belief that the capital invested by them innbsp;the great industry of agriculture had but a very small pro-poi-tion to that invested by the tenants. On that belief, nonbsp;doubt. Parliament acted to some extent in passing the seriesnbsp;of Irish Land Acts. Recent investigations, made when thenbsp;steed had been stolen, so to speak, have shown clearly thatnbsp;the number of exceptions to the rule was very large, andnbsp;that the confiscation of the fruits of landowners’ investmentsnbsp;has been more considerable than

was intended by Parliament.nbsp;In fact, the Irish landowners as a body did not marshal theirnbsp;solid army of facts and figures until it was too late. On thenbsp;other hand, the vast mass of impregnable statistics whichnbsp;Welsh landowners have placed before the Commission showsnbsp;that the fate of the Irish landowners has given them a timelynbsp;warning which has not been neglected. Be the reasons what they may, it is an undeniable fact that whereas the Irish Land Question has been a burning questionnbsp;from time immemorial, the alleged Welsh Land Question is anbsp;plant of quite recent growth. Twenty years ago, nay, fifteennbsp;years ago, it was unheard of. Nor were the causes far tonbsp;seek. Since the conquest of Wales no part of the Unitednbsp;Kingdom has suffered less from the ravages of war than thenbsp;Principality. In no part of the kingdom has there been lessnbsp;impediment to the steady march of civilisation. The

tribalnbsp;idea died very early. The native owners, as the rolls of sherilfsnbsp;for various counties prove by the endless series of Cymricnbsp;names, were never dispossessed. Colonel Cornwallis Westnbsp;drew the attention of the Commission at Ruthin to the great



THE LAND QUESTION preponderance of Welsh names among the owners of property in the various counties of Wales enumerated in the return ofnbsp;1873; and he might have supplemented his argument bynbsp;showing that in almost all the cases where a large estate isnbsp;held by an owner bearing a Saxon or Scottish name the resultnbsp;has been brought about by the marriage of Englishman ornbsp;Scot to a Welsh heiress. Industry has never been thwarted.nbsp;On the contrary, it has been encouraged by the great land-owners. Lord Penrhyn and Mr. Assheton Smith do but follownbsp;the traditions of their predecessors in employing armies ofnbsp;men at the famous quarries. Sir Watkin Williams Wynnnbsp;and other great landowners have spared no effort to developnbsp;the mineral resources of Denbighshire, Flintshire, and Montgomeryshire, and it is their misfortune, not their fault, thatnbsp;the lead-mining industry has fallen into decay.

In Southnbsp;Wales the whole prosperity of Cardiff is due to the enterprisenbsp;of the Bute estate in creating the great docks which, aidednbsp;by the coal behind in the hills, have turned a village into anbsp;city of 150,000 inhabitants within the period of the century. English law has been administered to Welshmen equally with Englishmen from time immemorial. No vestige of thenbsp;old Welsh laws has been seen, except by virtue of antiquariannbsp;research, for many centuries. The law regulating the relationnbsp;of landlord and tenant has, for all practical purposes, beennbsp;identical in England and Wales for many centuries. Thenbsp;changes of tenancy in Wales have been far less numerous thannbsp;in any other part of the kingdom, due regard being taken fornbsp;the proportion of population. The relation of landowner andnbsp;tenant was, until the agitation was started a few years ago,nbsp;uniformly friendly, and is really as friendly as ever

in thenbsp;overwhelming majority of cases now that the Commission hasnbsp;done its work. It may be asked how it came about that the appearance of a Land Question was brought about in a community having, onnbsp;the whole, so happy a history as that which the Principality



IN NORTH WALES. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;7 can boast. The answer is to be found in the weighty words addressed to the Commission by Lord Penrhyn at Llangefni,nbsp;on the 14th of October, 1893 ; but before those words arenbsp;cited it is necessary to make a few observations summarisingnbsp;what is, for the most part, common knowledge, in order thatnbsp;the position may be clear. It is well known that at the time when the Welsh dioceses were united to the province of Canterbury, through the effortsnbsp;of him whom ancient Welsh divines were wont to call “ thenbsp;accursed Awstin, the monk,” the Ancient British Church andnbsp;the Church of England became one. Such changes as thenbsp;lleformation involved were made in England and Walesnbsp;equally. Simultaneously with the accession of the presentnbsp;dynasty to the throne, and in pursuance, as the writer believes, of a mistaken idea that the Welsh could be absolutelynbsp;Anglicised,

a practice of appointing English-speaking bishopsnbsp;to Welsh sees arose and produced exceeding bad results. Innbsp;any case (whether through the default of the clergy or notnbsp;matters little for the present purpose) Nonconformity begannbsp;to make strong headway at the beginning of the presentnbsp;century, and was not very long before it parted company withnbsp;the Church. It must be remembered, however, that the earlynbsp;fathers of Welsh Nonconformity, the men who brought aboutnbsp;a religious revival and started the Sunday-school system were,nbsp;almost to a man, ordained clergymen who desired nothing lessnbsp;than rupture from the Establishment. Then gradually Nonconformity became hostile to the Church, the said hostilitynbsp;originating, at any rate, among the ministers of Nonconformity, amongst whom are to be found in this day the mostnbsp;active Radical politicians and journalists in Wales. Theirnbsp;political

influence in Wales, especially in the agricultural districts, is not at all inferior to that of the Roman Catholicnbsp;priests in Ireland ; they are the makers of members of Parliament. To men thus circumstanced the passage of Mr.nbsp;Gladstone’s Irish Church Bill opened a new horizon, and



THE LAND QUESTION from that day to this they have agitated incessantly for the Disestablishment and Disendowment of the Church in Wales. Now, though it is by no means true that all Welsh landowners are Churchmen, or that all Welsh tenants arenbsp;Nonconformists, it is probably true that the larger part of thenbsp;acreage of Wales is in the hands of Churchmen and that thenbsp;majority of the tenant-farmers are Nonconformists. Evidencenbsp;will be quoted in due course to show that the actual cases innbsp;which it has been alleged that a tenant has been at any disadvantage in dealing with his landlord by reason of his creednbsp;are so very indefinite and so remote in point of time as notnbsp;to be worth thinking about. But that is not the immediatenbsp;point. Between 1880 and 1890 the agitation against the Church was at its height. It took the form, on paper, of the Antitithe League; it took the form in practice of organisednbsp;resistance

to the payment of the tithe-rent-charge culminating in riots, some of them of a very serious character, atnbsp;Mochdre (Flintshire), Meifod (Montgomeryshire), Amlwchnbsp;and Bodfordd (Anglesey), and spread in an acute form tonbsp;the counties of Carnarvon, Cardigan, and Merioneth. Innbsp;fact the Welsh people, who are by nature as quiet and peace-loving a people as any in the world, were, during the decadenbsp;mentioned, in a state nearer to general lawlessness—for thenbsp;Kebecca riots were local—than during any other period of thenbsp;century. Against this spirit of lawlessness a number ofnbsp;individual landowners did undoubtedly set their faces; and itnbsp;is submitted that it was their duty as men of position so tonbsp;do, for although Mr. Justice Wills (a Nonconformist judge bynbsp;the way) did lay it down that a refusal to pay the tithenbsp;was a lawful protest, it is beyond question that such lawfulnbsp;protests against the

payment of debts, which in their turnnbsp;were also lawful, ended in violent disturbance and werenbsp;un obstacle to husbandry. So much must be, to use thenbsp;word which will seem applicable from some points of view,



9 IN NORTH WALES. aclmitted; from another point of view it may he said that so much must be protested. But, descending again for thenbsp;moment to the platform of the adversary, it is necessary tonbsp;add that there were not wanting occasions on which thenbsp;clergy, on their part, complained that the landowning classesnbsp;bad not stood by them as firmly as might have beennbsp;expected. W^here one party avers that a class has done toonbsp;much, and the other party declares that the same class hasnbsp;done too little, the chances are that the class accused hasnbsp;chosen the golden mean, only to find, as is the common rulenbsp;cf human experience, that the sterling character of the gold is not recognised. Be that as it may it is certain that until the anti-tithe agitation in Wales became acute, nothing whatsoever wasnbsp;heard about a Welsh Land Question; and certain it is alsonbsp;tliat, if there had been anything to hear, it would have

beennbsp;made manifest in the columns of the vernacular Press.nbsp;Something no doubt had been said in 1859 when, it is beyondnbsp;cpiestion, there had been evictions for political reasons innbsp;Wales as there had been in Bngland. But if the memory ofnbsp;these evictions has not faded away, as Mr. Thomas Ellisnbsp;usserted firmly in his evidence that it had not, the fact stillnbsp;remains that his assertion dealt merely with a matter ofnbsp;opinion, while there is not a particle of doubt that the Ballotnbsp;Act and the Corrupt Practices Act have been passed as anbsp;?matter of fact. Still less doubt is there that the tenantry ofnbsp;Wales, like all other intelligent persons, have always understood that the Act was effectual, and have acted on the know-?iedge. In fact the whole of the indignation which arose fromnbsp;the evictions of 1859, exaggerated as the accounts of thosenbsp;evictions undoubtedly were, was dead and cold, and defied

thenbsp;efforts of the most ardent resurrectionist. It was only innbsp;connection with the fact that the Church and the landownersnbsp;stood in some measure side by side, that the Land Question,nbsp;in an acute form, was really raised. It was raised in the



10 THE LAND QUESTION vernacular press in the form of threats, repeated and violent, in which landowners were warned of the fate which theynbsp;would incur if they persisted in supporting the cause of thenbsp;Church. Such was the tone used that one must suppose thenbsp;conductors of the vernacular press to have forgotten a factnbsp;which, none the less, they can hardly deny; to wit, that evennbsp;landowners are citizens of the United Kingdom endowednbsp;inalienably with no less freedom of thought and action thannbsp;Nonconformist ministers, tradesmen, farmers and journalists.. Hence came it that Lord Penrhyn addressed to the Commission the words (Q. 2279 and onwards) to which reference has been made. Speaking as the chairman of a body ofnbsp;landowners practically representing the whole of Northnbsp;Wales, of a body which had resolved in 1886 “ that land-owners should meet their tenants fairly and liberally in thenbsp;existing

depression of their business,” he said: “ I next desire to lay before the Commission, in the most earnest manner and as being vital to the whole question,nbsp;facts which, in my opinion, prove that the agitation upon thenbsp;Welsh Land Question was unreal in origin, and had not itsnbsp;source in any genuine sense of grievance on the part of thenbsp;agricultural community. The said facts consist of articlesnbsp;and letters published in the Welsh vernacular press. Promnbsp;the foundation of this Association, and for some time prior tO'nbsp;that date, careful watch has been kept on the publications ofnbsp;the vernacular press and translations of articles and lettersnbsp;affecting the interests of landowners have been made for thenbsp;Association. The accuracy of such translations can benbsp;proved to all reasonable satisfaction and in the vast majoritynbsp;of instances the originals can be produced. The said translations have been submitted to Mr. J. E.

Vincent, who isnbsp;present, and I now tender them to you, believing that theynbsp;will prove that this agitation was deliberately fomented bynbsp;journalistic sensational writings, with the object of creating-



11 IN NORTH WALES. a feeling in the country which would tend to the advantage of the proprietors of the vernacular press, and to the detriment of the Church and landowners in Wales; for thisnbsp;purpose I rely on extracts which I shall quote briefly. Inbsp;shall, moreover, be able to show from those extracts that thenbsp;agitation on the land question for some time was a failure,nbsp;and that for years past landowners have been abused persistently and without regard to truth in the vernacular press,nbsp;that obsolete prejudices against England have been resuscitated, and that all manner of threats and contumely havenbsp;been poured on those tenants who might not be inclined tonbsp;join in the movement. I hand in the extracts believing thatnbsp;no argument of mine is necessary for explaining their obviousnbsp;meaning. I hand in also a list of the articles giving thenbsp;date of each, the paper in which it was published, with anbsp;few words indicating

the nature of the article. I now, withnbsp;the permission of the Commission, propose to read some ofnbsp;the extracts referred to.” His lordship then cited an extract from the Herald Cymraeg (Carnarvon) of May 26, 1886, notifying the factnbsp;that a meeting was to be held at Khyl in June, with the viewnbsp;to the establishment of “ a society similar to the Irishnbsp;League,” and “ earnestly requesting all farmers in the Principality to be present.” This was the first occasion, it isnbsp;believed, upon which a public endeavour was made to bribenbsp;the Welsh tenant with a promise of the legislation passednbsp;undeniably to the pecuniary benefit of the then sitting racenbsp;cf Irish tenants (although to the detriment of all succeedingnbsp;tenants), since it simply gave them, without considerationnbsp;paid, a portion of property which formerly belonged to theirnbsp;landlords. The Rhyl meeting was not promising in advance, and it was found necessary {Qenedl,

June 9, 1886) to invite the



12 THE LAND QUESTION co-operation o? the labouring classes, whom the agitators tempted in the following manner : “ You, labourers and working men, do not keep like Dan in his ships while we are fighting our enemies, but come with us, and you shall get a share of the spoils.....Within less than three hundred years ago all the land belonged to the people, but by this time it has been usurped by a class ofnbsp;men who call themselves the lords of the land, which is hideousnbsp;unrighteousness.” If it be hideous unrighteousness to enunciate a deliberate untruth, such as that contained in the italicised passage, annbsp;untruth for which there is not so much as a sand-grain ofnbsp;even apparent foundation, then it is to be feared the editornbsp;of this Genedl, who circulated this statement amongst thenbsp;monoglot Welsh, was hideously unrighteous. The attempt to transplant Irish methods to Wales does not appear to have been followed with immediate success.

Butnbsp;the sequel will show that the suggestion was not quite barrennbsp;of fruit; witness the recent and cruel outrage in Merionethshire. As early as the 29th September the Gwyliedydd hadnbsp;to announce that a meeting was to be held in Liverpool “ fornbsp;setting up a Welsh national movement on the plan of thenbsp;Irish.” How this scheme failed, how every scheme failednbsp;which emanated from the fertile brain of Mr. Thomas Gee,nbsp;proprietor of the Bctwernewspaper at Denbigh and “ministernbsp;of the Gospel,” shall be narrated in due course in the wordsnbsp;of Dr. Pan Jones, himself one of the most fiery agrariannbsp;agitators in Wales. Meanwhile, to the diligent student of the Welsh Press_ and it was wise indeed of the North Wales landowners to be such students—the failure at that time of the attempt to createnbsp;a Land Question where none existed, and to convert a contentednbsp;body of tenantry into lawless and discontented persons, was



13 IN NORTH Wj^LES. plainly visible. Obviously the agitators bad nothing to hope from their original scheme. Although agricultural depressionnbsp;(which, fortunately for Wales, has never been so intense asnbsp;that of corn-growing England, and has been^varied by occasional touches from the “ magic wand of prosperity ”) mightnbsp;have been expected to incline the farmers to listen to thenbsp;Voice of the grievance-monger, they remained [quiet, bearingnbsp;their misfortunes, of which their landlords took a generousnbsp;share, with such patience as they might. In this crisis the persons responsible for the conduct of the Baner newspaper conceived an idea as iniquitons asnbsp;malicious. Now the Baner is a weekly journal in the vernacular, much read in Wales. It is the property of Mr. Thomas Gee,nbsp;of Denbigh, a Calvinistic Methodist minister, who, when henbsp;gave evidence before the Commission at Denbigh, betrayed anbsp;remarkable

desire to evade his proper responsibility fornbsp;articles which had appeared in his paper,fand appeared to benbsp;Unable to remember numerous extracts which seemed to outsiders to possess a character such as would certainly strikenbsp;the attention of a newspaper owner. It was in this paper that the attempt to use religious prejudice as a weapon against landowners was made with a persistent venom which, to those who have the intelligence to perceive and the candour to confess the absolute distinctionnbsp;between the two questions, will carry its own condemnation.nbsp;The campaign began in November 1886 thus—the translations given being those used by Lord Penrhyn, all of whichnbsp;had been verified carefully. All the originals were handednbsp;m to the Commission.* * Some apology is due to the purely English reader for the style of these translations and for the precise renderings of Welsh idioms quot;whichnbsp;they contain.

Having regard, however, to the fact that these translationsnbsp;were all verified carefully for the purpose of being given in evidencenbsp;before the Commission, it has seemed proper to reproduce them preciselynbsp;in their original form. Where the result of fidelity has seemed likely tonbsp;tend to obscurity brief explanations are inserted in brackets and italics.



14 THE LAND QUESTION From the “ Herald Cymraeg,” published at Carnarvon, May 2Qth, 1886. “ It is understood that vigorous preparations are being made by the Committee of the Agricultural Society of thenbsp;counties of Denbigh and Flint with regard to the naeeting atnbsp;Ehyl. It is not finally settled whether it is to be on the 15thnbsp;or the 22nd of June, but this will be settled soon. Mr. Johnnbsp;Koberts, M.P.,Mr. Samuel Smith, M.P., and Mr. Thomas Gee,nbsp;and several of the foremost men in the land movement havenbsp;signified their readiness to accept the invitation given themnbsp;to come and take part in the proceedings. The chief objectnbsp;of this meeting is to sketch the means of establishing amongstnbsp;the farmers of North Wales a society like the Irish League,nbsp;and to plant branches of it in every county in North Wales.nbsp;All the farmers in the PrincijDality are earnestly requested tonbsp;be present, so that a prosperous and thorough

beginning maynbsp;be made of the parent society.” The “ Genedl,” June 2th, 1886. “ You labourers and working men do not keep like Dan in the ships while we are fighting our enemies, but come with usnbsp;and you shall get a share of the spoil. ***** “Within less than three hundred years ago all the land belonged to the people, but by this time it has been usurpednbsp;by a class of men who call themselves the lords of the land,nbsp;which is hideous unrighteousness.” * * * * ? The “ Gtoyliedydd,” September 22th, 1886. “ Arrangements are being made in Liverpool to hold a meeting for setting up a Welsh National movement on thenbsp;plan of the Irish one.”



IN NORTH WALES. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;ir, In the Baner of November Srd, 1886, there are threats ?against the landlords if they support the Church ; that is thenbsp;subject of this quotation:— “ Neither can the landlords, at this time, afford to come between the farmers and the parsons in the present contest.nbsp;The land question is far from being in a satisfactory condition,nbsp;?and undoubtedly they will have need of every help that isnbsp;within their reach tosettle itsatisfactorily. Andwewould advisenbsp;Ihem not to forget [i.e., obliterate] the relics of good feelingnbsp;that subsist between many of them and their tenants by this unnecessary intermeddling. Let it be remembered that the firstnbsp;?cry which was raised in Ireland was ‘No tithe,’and then becausenbsp;of the meddlesome and molesting behaviour of the landownersnbsp;Was raised the shout ‘ No rent.’ Circumstances in Wales arenbsp;not greatly to be distinguished from what took place

innbsp;Ireland, and if the latter shout should be raised in Wales theynbsp;?i-e., laTidotvners] will have no one to blame but themselves.” The “ Baner,” November 24:tk, 1886. “ The battle of the Welsh nation against landlordism is beginning in earnest. The feeling of fairness and justicenbsp;which the nation possesses has condemned the operation ofnbsp;Ibe system long since; but now, need and poverty andnbsp;misery have begun to put the verdict into operation. Thenbsp;days of soft and sweet words about the landlords are quicklynbsp;passing away. The farmers, the countrymen, and the villagers of Wales have been praising and showing respect to thenbsp;landlords with their lips, whilst they knew in their hearts theynbsp;Were thus paying a discontented tribute to the devourers ofnbsp;?the marrow of their bones. ***** “There has been a generation or two of Irish farmers trampled down by landlordism, hundreds of them and their



16 THE LAND QUESTION families have been starved to death, and thousands have left their beloved land for America, with a curse in their heartsnbsp;for the system that trod them down. “ The Welsh farmers are going through the same sufferings. But the farmers of Ireland awoke, and they have bruised the head of Irish landlordism. They sought, as thenbsp;Welsh farmers are seeking, for a reduction in their rents bynbsp;humble petitions to their landlords; but the burden of thenbsp;landlords’ song is warning the farmers against forming themselves into associations. But united and determined associations won the battle in Ireland. This alone will win innbsp;Wales. One of the chief duties of these associations, andnbsp;friends of the farmers, is to publish the villainous andnbsp;horrible acts of landlordism, in particular crushing downnbsp;families to poverty and wretchedness by exorbitant rents.nbsp;In this manner the Irish reformers worked upon Mr. Gladstone, and

on the public conscience of Britain.” The “ Baner,” December llth, 1886. “We confess that the unfaithfulness of farmers to each other is a very exceptional thing in Ireland, More the pity,nbsp;in Wales this is a common evil. In the ‘ Emerald Isle,’ thenbsp;landlord’s oppression and ‘ boycotting ’ have wonderfullynbsp;cemented the tenants together; at the same time there arenbsp;a few examples to the contrary even there, and the Torynbsp;papers make a great stir about them as independent andnbsp;fearless people. Traitors and servile flatterers rather, likenbsp;their Welsh brothers.” The “Baner,” December 22nd, 1886. “ The landlords ought jJarticularly to beware of giving the slightest support to this measure. “ Because if they do, if—to use the words of ‘ John Jones,



IN NORTH WALES. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;17 Bryniau lal,’ in one of his talented letters in the Baner— they insist upon making themselves shields to the clergy, letnbsp;them be informed that the fate of shields will be their lot.nbsp;The country is determined to insist upon having the tithenbsp;from the parsons for the sake of having it to lighten theirnbsp;own burdens.” The “ Baner,” December ISth, 1886. “ The object of this, of course, will be to give timely notice to owners of land that it is at their peril they agree to thenbsp;trick of the Ministry in letting themselves to be madenbsp;shields between their tenants and the parsons, for thenbsp;question that will arise then will be ‘ No rent ’ as well as ‘ Nonbsp;tithe.’ ” The violence of the foregoing passages is unmistakable; the menace addressed to landowners is in no way disguised.nbsp;What Mr. Gee allowed to be printed in his paper was, innbsp;effect, this: If you who are landowners dare to support

thenbsp;Establishment we, as newspaper proprietors, will encouragenbsp;the farmers to inaugurate a system of boycotting and a conspiracy not to pay rent. Attention, also, may be called to such expressions as “ devourers of the marrow of their bones,” “ villainous andnbsp;horrible acts of landlordism.” It may be noted that thenbsp;extract of December 11th, 1886, also points clearly to the factnbsp;that the farmers refused to hear the voice of the charmer. In 1887 there was a slight variation in the policy and a change of tune was tried. An Anti-tithe League was alreadynbsp;iQ existence; an attempt was made to change it into a Landnbsp;League, or rather to merge the two Leagues in one; andnbsp;inasmuch as neither League ever had any substantial existence except on paper the task was simple. For the rest thenbsp;extracts of 1887, which are appended, are noticeable chiefly



for violence of tone and for a naif confession, in the form of correspondence obviously solicited by the editor, if indeednbsp;it was not concocted in the newspaper office, that the circulation of the Baner was not all that its proprietor’s heartnbsp;could desire. It is also entertaining to observe, from thenbsp;extract of December 21st, that the same old League or Leagues,nbsp;under a new name, could collect for the support of agitationnbsp;during 1887, 1888, and 1889 no more than the sum ofnbsp;?82 13s. 2d. in all, of which ?10 came from the pocket ofnbsp;Mr. Gee, and ?10 from an unhappy Eadical parliamentarynbsp;candidate. The Banerf July mh, 1887. “This week we will only suggest the two following changes:—1. That the scope of the League be enlarged. Nownbsp;only the tithe is taken into account. But could not manynbsp;other important questions connected with the land be included, and that, too, without relinquishing anything as tonbsp;the tithe ? We

believe it can be done. If so, would it notnbsp;be prudent henceforth to use this name and call it the Landnbsp;League instead of the above ? ” The Baner,” August ISth, 1887. “Notes:—Of one thing we are quite certain. If the Church and Tory landlords were to leave their tenants alone,nbsp;they would make short and unceremonious work of the tithe.nbsp;The landlords are fools enough to shield the clergy. Thenbsp;effect of this will be to change, or rather to extend, thenbsp;battlefield.” “ They ought to have them for half their present rents. He that denies this, let him deny that the sun rises.’ Also



19 m NOETH WALES. there is need for more unity amongst us as farmers. We ought to stand out for a general reduction in our farms. And if anynbsp;‘ Judas ’ happens to come to sight, he ought to be chased outnbsp;of the country.” The “Baner,” September 10th, 1887. “It is not right for us to publish as much as is known regarding the intention of establishing the above League innbsp;Wales, and we had not thought of making known the intention at all, till the Anti-tithe Society at its yearly meeting hadnbsp;declared its opinion that it was advisable for it to extend itsnbsp;Sphere, and take under its notice other questions besides thenbsp;tithe, and take, besides that, a more appropriate name for itsnbsp;new position. * # * # ? “ After full and careful consideration, the following were nnanimously agreed upon :— “ I. That it would be wise to change the name of the Association, and henceforth call it ‘The Welsh National League.’ “ II. That the operations of

the Association should be extended so as to take in the following:—(a) the tithe; (b) the disestablishment and disendowmentnbsp;of the Church of England in Wales; (c) all thenbsp;important questions connected with the land. * ? * * # “ Allow us to state that the movement would have taken place some months ago, except that the leaders of the move-Qient in the Vale of Clwyd were desirous of seeing if somenbsp;other towns were not ready to take the responsibility. It wasnbsp;expected that Carnarvon or Aberystwyth or some other largenbsp;town would have taken the lead, and the Liberals of thesenbsp;districts would have given every possible support and assistance to the League, wherever it made its home. But since



20 THE LAND QUESTION there appeared no such sign it was determined to undertake the work in these districts, since it is high time to beginnbsp;operations. “We will now leave the question by saying this; If the above proposals are approved of, the association will appear innbsp;a new guise, and will be much stronger, and will be known bynbsp;the name of ‘ The Welsh National League.’ We believe itnbsp;will receive the warm support of the nation everywhere.” Tlte “Baner,” October \2th, 1887. “ In a report of the Aberystwyth Liberal Conference, Dr. Pan Jones,* of Mostyn, in proposing a resolution (which wasnbsp;passed unanimously) that reform of the Welsh Land Laws wasnbsp;necessary, said that no reform would be sufficient unless it putnbsp;a stop for ever to the oppressive power now exercised by thenbsp;landowners. The landowners claimed all things in heavennbsp;and earth. The landlord system was insufferable in the extreme, as it made the tenant bow down

before a trinity ofnbsp;robbers—the landowners, the agents, and the clergy. Thenbsp;blackest spot on the history of the country was the conductnbsp;of the landowners.” The “Baner” October 2amp;th, 1887. “ Allow a word to be said by one who would like to see all your fetters shattered, and to see you in the possession of allnbsp;your rights. I am afraid that many of you are quite contentnbsp;to remain in deep ignorance of the important questions whichnbsp;bear the closest relation to your comforts and your prosperity.nbsp;In other words, I am afraid that many of you do not see ornbsp;read the newspapers which advocate your rights. I do notnbsp;say this at a venture, but from knowledge. There are three Dr. Pan Jones is a Congregational minister localised at Mostyn, in Flintshire. He is also the editor and proprietor of the Celt, in which thenbsp;theories of land nationalisation are advocated in strong language.



21 IN NORTH WALES. national newspapers in the Welsh language which serve you with praiseworthy fidelity, namely, the Baner, Herald, andnbsp;Genedl ; and several Nonconformist newspapers, as thenbsp;Goleuad, Tyst aW Dydd, do the same. And yet—which isnbsp;almost incomprehensible to me—I know many of you intonbsp;whose houses not as much as one of these faithful servants isnbsp;received one day in a year. You complain of your burdensnbsp;and sigh for release from them, but yet ignore those who arenbsp;doing their best for your deliverance. Is that kind of you ?nbsp;Is it fair ? Their price is not in the way, because the highestnbsp;of them is only twopence a week—the price of a half pint ornbsp;half an ounce of tobacco. Believe me, it is you who lose bynbsp;it. It would not be so much in my sight to see the circulationnbsp;of the newspapers of the Principality increasing, as it wouldnbsp;to see you as a class increasing in knowledge of the

greatnbsp;questions now before the country, and which are so closelynbsp;connected with your future. You will see what my object innbsp;this letter is. I admit that I cannot reach the eye nor the earnbsp;of the careless by it; but I trust to be able to increase thenbsp;zeal of those under whose notice this will come, to move othersnbsp;to follow their examples, because it is indispensable that therenbsp;should not be one farmhouse throughout the whole of Walesnbsp;into which one newspaper or other is not received and read.nbsp;—I am, amp;c.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;“ Horace.” [The above letter was reprinted in the Baner for October 29th, 1887.] The quot;Baner,” November 2nd, 1887. “ Be ‘ Horace ’ and Welsh Farmers. “ Will the letter of the above correspondent in your last number have a good effect upon Welsh farmers? Indeed, itnbsp;ought to have. It had a wonderful effect on me. I felt whennbsp;I read it that it was the request of a ^man whose heart was



22 THE LAND QUESTION bleeding on account of the distressed state of the agricultural classes, and who wished them (the farmers) to know that, and tonbsp;recognise the labours of those who labour on their behalf, andnbsp;exei’t themselves to remove the burdens which oppress them,nbsp;and make them (the farmers) acquainted with the points discussed for them by societies and individuals. They can donbsp;this by reading the accounts of meetings which are publishednbsp;in our newspapers every week, as well as the strong articlesnbsp;published in their columns week after week. Six Welsh newspapers were named by‘Horace,’which the Welsh farmers wouldnbsp;do themselves a service by reading. Eemember, friends, thatnbsp;the day of your deliverance is not far off, but before thatnbsp;perhaps some of you will be called upon to state your opinionnbsp;on the position of things and the way in which you wouldnbsp;like to see them settled, as

was lately the case in connectionnbsp;with the tithe inquiry. And such fools you would make ofnbsp;yourselves if you did not know the A B G of what j onnbsp;grumbled about. If you took ‘Horace’s’ advice and purchased one of the newspapers mentioned you would be enlightened on many subjects which are dark to you now. “ Tsbeyd Llewelyn.” The “ Baner,” November 2nd, 1887. (This extract is one of the gems of Welsh journalism.) “Some of the Welsh landowners are about the best men. who ever wore shoes. They are kind and affectionate, andnbsp;have shown their sympathy with their poor tenants in a substantial way. But it is surprising how few of these there are.nbsp;It is almost as difficult to get hold of a white rook in Wales,nbsp;or a white elephant in Bengal, as it is to find a kind landlord.nbsp;It is necessary for a man to walk scores of miles over hills andnbsp;vales, through the wilderness and the forests, past many anbsp;village and hamlet,

before he will see the cheerful face of onenbsp;of these characters. A kind landlord ! He is a lamb amongst



23 IN NORTH WALES. wolves, a Liberal amongst Tories, a John Howard amongst slaveholders, a kind John amongst bums and scamps. A kindnbsp;landlord ! Let every child lisp his name, every maid sing hisnbsp;praises, every philanthropist declare his praise, and every bardnbsp;make a crown of roses for him. The common idea of a landlord is a man who has the mouth of a hog, the teeth of a lion,nbsp;the nails of a bear, the hoofs of an ass, the sting of a serpent,nbsp;and the greed of the grave. The sailor knows vmll about thenbsp;sharks of the sea, and the farmers know well the sharks of thenbsp;land. The landowners of our country are, in general, cruel.nbsp;Unreasonable, unfeeling, and unpitying men. It does notnbsp;uiatter to them who gets drowned so long as they are allowednbsp;to be in the lifeboat; it does not matter to them who suffernbsp;the mortal pangs of poverty and hunger, if they have plentynbsp;of luxuries. Many of them have been

about the most presumptuous thieves that have ever breathed. When a mannbsp;kills thousands of his fellow men he is called a hero, and hisnbsp;praises are sung by the bells and trumpets of the kingdom,nbsp;but when he kills one he has the privilege of shaking handsnbsp;with the hangman and of feeling the rope rather tightly roundnbsp;his neck.” The “ Baner” December 21st, 1887. (This article deals with the formation of the Land Trade and Labour League.) “ Formation of Land Trade and Labour League. The League of those oppressed by the Tithe has determined tonbsp;widen the sphere of its operations, and consequently itnbsp;Was thought better to change its name as it appears above.nbsp;The objects of the League are: (1) A more just arrange-uient for determining the amount of tithe ; and to continue,nbsp;as before, to assist those oppressed by the tithe: (2) The disestablishment and disendowment of the Church of Englandnbsp;iu Wales,

and the transfer of all its revenues to national pur-



poses; (3) Eeform in laws relating to land, building leases, royalties on collieries, mines, amp;c., in tbe Game Laws, Pishingnbsp;Laws, and in all other laws relating to land, that are notnbsp;beneficial to the prosperity of the country and its inhabitants ;nbsp;(4) To elect Members of Parliament who understand the needsnbsp;of the farmers, tradesmen, and workmen of the kingdom, andnbsp;to get assistance from the National Treasury to support them.nbsp;To carry out the objects of the League a large sum of moneynbsp;is necessary, and since the League considers the above questions of national importance, it appeals with every confidencenbsp;to all who approve of its objects, and urgently requests contributions to its funds, which may be sent direct to the treasurer, Mr. Thomas Gee, of Denbigh, or they may be paid atnbsp;any of the branches of the North and South Wales Bank,nbsp;Limited, or the National Provincial Bank, Limited, from

wherenbsp;they will be forwarded to the account of the treasurer of thenbsp;League at Denbigh, and will be duly acknowledged. A copynbsp;of the constitution, rules, amp;c., of the League will be sent fornbsp;\^d. by the financial secretary.” In 1888 the confessions of failure are such as almost to excite compassion; the reproaches addressed to the farmersnbsp;for their “ servility,” which was at least capable of interpretation as lack of interest in Mr. Gee’s scheme, become morenbsp;bitter-, and the passages amounting to invitation to crimenbsp;become more conspicuous. To them may be appended thenbsp;extracts from two copies of the Baner in 1889, and finallynbsp;the betrayal of the rottenness of the whole scheme by Dr.nbsp;Pan Jones, who, actuated by what motives we know not,nbsp;revealed the secrets of the successive leagues and their utternbsp;failure to attract the popular mind. ?62 13s. 2d. in threenbsp;years—that is the

enthusiastic desire of the Welsh farmernbsp;for the reform of the law of tenancy converted into pounds,nbsp;shillings and pence.



25 IN NORTH WALES. The “ Baner,” April 25th, 1888. “ How many landlords also are acting upon the same principle ? The majority of them (i.e., landlords') live in England, and the poor Welsh, through the sweat of their brows, arenbsp;collecting every halfpenny in the neighbourhood for them tonbsp;have the pleasure of spending them in England or on thenbsp;flontinent. 'Eemember that the above are facts and notnbsp;groundless dreams; our country is in a truly serious state,nbsp;and we ought to acknowledge gratefully the services of thenbsp;Liberal Press, and the Baner particularly, for bringing ournbsp;cause before the world.” The “ Baner,quot; September 26th, 1888. “ And we should also have a new land measure instead of the present disgraceful oppression, that is like a plague consuming the strength of our country, and instead of ournbsp;farmers being like slaves, being compelled to give more thannbsp;All their earnings to their landowners and those

living onnbsp;delicacies, fatness, and splendour, in baronial palaces, quitenbsp;regardless of the sweat on the face of the sons of toil, andnbsp;the hard corns that are on the mighty hands of the childrennbsp;cf the soil.” The “ Baner,quot; September 26th, 1888. “ It is very little that I have read these last weeks on the Land League in the Baner. Surely not too much can benbsp;Written on the subject. ‘ Many a knock breaks the stone.’nbsp;I^uite true, but many a double knock is required to break thenbsp;prejudice of the farmers and shopkeepers also about thenbsp;League. They are as dull as moles. There are many of mynbsp;brethren the farmers spending sixpence or ninepence for



26 THE LAND QUESTION tobacco, but a penny or two for a newspaper they consider too much. Poor fellows ! I know of some farmers theynbsp;must have two, three, or four to buy the Baner \i.e., combine in bodies of two, three, or four.'\ They are capitalnbsp;smokers for all that, and all ending in smoke. But if anbsp;good newspaper was bought, such paper would bring somenbsp;blessing with it, both to them and their children. And wenbsp;would have better hope for success to the League. Thenbsp;League is progressing in this neighbourhood, but not fastnbsp;enough. Those who believe in it should induce others to joinnbsp;them. If what I have heard concerning some farmers isnbsp;true, it is a great shame. Some run after a farm when thenbsp;tenant has given notice in order to get a reduction. Thenbsp;Irish in their rags are better people than us, as true as breadnbsp;is in a loaf. Shame to the grasshoppers, I say.” The “ Baner,” October 10th,

1888. “ Secondly, the agricultural class, of all classes, reads least newspapers. Perhaps the hard times, scarcity of money, andnbsp;want of time have a deal to do in this matter. Our farmersnbsp;will not spend a penny a week for a newspaper as they consider that waste, and it is looked upon as a penny givennbsp;away for nothing! When many a penny is spent by thenbsp;tin-workers and colliers of Glamorgan, Monmouth, and Carmarthen, and the quarrymen of Carnarvonshire and Merionethshire, and by the artisans of all kinds. But the poor farmer;nbsp;he does not feel that he can spare a penny a week ! Very fewnbsp;in comparison are received of any newspapers in the ruralnbsp;districts [i.e., very few newspapers are taken'l, to what couldnbsp;be and ought to be received.” * * ? ? * He continues to say; “ I believe the circulation of the two Baners is great from the fact that their influence is so considerable. The name of their able editor creates

alarm through



27 IN NORTH WALES. the foreign OhurcliA camp, and especially amongst its officers —the persons who get the fat of the tithe—getting hundredsnbsp;and thousands annually for doing almost nothing. Thirdly,nbsp;there is no class so unadventurous and cowardly as our farmers.nbsp;They bear everything from the agents that no one else wouldnbsp;do, so appropriate are those words of the prophet to thenbsp;farmers of Wales, ‘ As sheep to the slaughter they were led,nbsp;and as lambs in the presence of their shearers are dumb, sonbsp;they open not their mouths.’ ” The “ Baner” February lOf/i, 1889. “ A great number of persons believed that the aristocracy Was one of the essentials of life, and that if the aristocracynbsp;Was lost, peace also would be lost from the country, andnbsp;life certainly become a failure. While people were consolingnbsp;themselves with these reflections, the sick were getting worse.nbsp;Ait that time a letter tuould be

occasionally sent from thenbsp;ofhce of Dr. Gee, Dr. E. Pan Jones, and Dr. M. D. Jones—nbsp;three old experienced doctors ivho have spent years in thenbsp;study of aristocracy. In those letters they called the attention of the people to the state of the aristocracy in Wales.nbsp;It teas little notice their letters received for years.'' The Banerf October I2th, 1889. “There is a terrible feeling in the neighbourhood of Pihon about P-. This farm is to let, and a good and respectable man applied for it, with a reduction in the previous rent, but while negotiation was proceeding another well-known mannbsp;Came forward and offered four pounds more than the previousnbsp;rent for it. This latter is a prominent man in the parish,nbsp;hut it is considered an extremely shameful act to raise rentnbsp;against a neighbour. One farmer, the other night, regretted



28 THE LAND QUESTION that this person was not in Ireland, that the Irish are more plucky than the Welsh when such foul play takes place.”—nbsp;This effusion is signed by “ Humphrey the Poacher.” The “ Baner,” October QOth, 1889. ? 1 1 ? 1 “It is plain to every man who is possessed of any common sense, that if disestablishment and disendowment werenbsp;obtained, it would lighten to some extent the demandsnbsp;that are upon the tenants. But many of the landownersnbsp;must be too dull to see a thing so evident, and they are sonbsp;foolish as to be led by their ‘ tails ’ 1 against their tenants—nbsp;the men who are doing their best towards supporting them.nbsp;The existence of an Established Church is at the root of all this.nbsp;The Established Church is a greater curse in Wales than isnbsp;known to any one. Hence arises the coolness and disagreement between the landowners and the tenants these years.nbsp;What is the reason but that for

widows and others in somenbsp;counties getting notice to quit ? And it is said that blacklegsnbsp;from the neighbourhood have been so inhuman as to takenbsp;their homes from above their heads. Many things of thisnbsp;kind are carried on these years. Boycotting from all directions is carried on, and not the farmers only are boycotted,nbsp;but Nonconformists in general—tradesmen, artisans, andnbsp;workmen of all kinds and degrees. There is nothing too lownbsp;and inhuman for the Tories and parsons to do in the way ofnbsp;boycotting the Dissenters and the Liberals. It appears thatnbsp;the landlords (English mostly) and the parsons have leaguednbsp;together to stamp Dissent out of the country if they can. It 1 The expression “ tails ” requires a passing explanation. In full it is cynffonwT, and the word may be taken to express the extremity of loathingnbsp;and contempt. Literally it is based upon a shockingly bad translation ofnbsp;English, for strictly it means

“ tail-bearer,quot; but the Welsh use it as if itnbsp;meant “tale-bearer.” Perhaps “toady” is its nearest equivalent innbsp;English.



IN NORTH WALES. Diay be supposed that tbe great sin of the Welsh, in the opinion of that class, is going to the chapels.” In the Baner of November 20th, 1889, is an article headed “ To arms ! To arms !! ”— “ ‘ To arms! To arms!! ’ is the cry heard from afar, and if there be any foundation for what is published these days asnbsp;to the conduct of landowners and clergymen in Wales, nonbsp;doubt this cry will get louder and louder continually until itnbsp;resounds through the Principality and every other place wherenbsp;Dissenters are located. If it be found that circumstancesnbsp;call for the national newspapers of Wales to join in thenbsp;shout ‘ To arms! ’ we believe the nation will rise as onenbsp;man in obedience to the call and that all will be ready for thenbsp;battle. * # * # # And if the landowners and clergy are for boycotting care will he taken to pick up the glove at once, and fight the battle innbsp;earnest. There is mention made of behaving towards

somenbsp;as if towards leprosy; perhaps the Welsh can show thenbsp;meaning of Mr. Gladstone’s words when he refers to a people’snbsp;right as to ‘ exclusive dealing ’—to deal with whom theynbsp;please.” Finally, in an instructive article, which can only be accounted for by the saying “ When rogues fall out, amp;c.,” Dr. Pan Jones, the well-known land nationaliser, exposed thenbsp;?whole affair in Y Celt, of February 27th, 1890. This articlenbsp;IS Written by Dr. E. Pan Jones, and is as follows :— “ Probably no such wavering has been witnessed during the centuries of Christendom as took place in the history ofnbsp;the Baner during the last ten years, and still during these



30 THE LAND QUESTION years of iuconsistency and instability, Mr. Gee will bave us believe that its education on all subjects is like that of annbsp;infallible oracle and everybody was expected to say ‘ Abreck ’nbsp;before it.” “ Time, space, and words will not allow me to particularise on the wavering of the Baner in its various connections sincenbsp;the days of the American War, I shall merely confine myself tonbsp;its wavering with its recent political leagues. “Mr. Gee’s League No. 1.—The first was the Denbighshire and Flintshire Farmers’ League, which was to bring the landlords into order, bring them to obey the law issued from Denbigh, and by fair promises he succeeded to enchant andnbsp;entice many of the Vale of Olwyd farmers to the belief thatnbsp;he was somebody. That League was to reduce rents, securenbsp;perpetual tenancy for farmers, and give them privileges compared with which the blessings of the Irish three F’s werenbsp;nothing

better than child’s-play. These prospects were setnbsp;forth in colours more brilliant than those of the rainbow. Henbsp;describes those blessings as things which, if not actually attained, were available at any time. The meetings of the Leaguenbsp;were held alternately at Denbigh, Rhyl, and Holywell, to whichnbsp;none were allowed admission, except simple and credulousnbsp;farmers. * * # # ^ “Mr. Gee’s League 2.—This was called Land League. It was admittted that the first had failed, and must be removednbsp;to make room for the second. “ Mr. Gee’s League 3.—The Anti-tithe League. This League was not in the design at the beginning—this grew outnbsp;of the failure of previous Leagues, as D. Roberts says, and wenbsp;would never have heard of this had the others succeeded. ‘ Mr. Gee’s League 4.—Farmers, Tradesmen, and Work-



31 m NORTH WALES. men’s League. They began to feel that it was impossible to proceed without the masses. It was asked at the meetingsnbsp;^t Denbigh and at Rhyl, whether the workmen were to havenbsp;fixity of tenure as well as the farmers, that his house andnbsp;garden were so important to the labourer as the farm is to thenbsp;farmer, that the farmers by employing machines, and by cultivating less of their lands, are able to do with less workmennbsp;than formerly, and in their greed for more land, that theynbsp;often push the workmen away, demolish their dwellings innbsp;order to have gardens to their tenements. No, nothing of thenbsp;kind. In view of these things, I desire simply to ask Mr. Gee,nbsp;or Mr. D. Roberts, who bears Mr. Gee’s shields, what part ornbsp;portion is there for tradesmen and workmen in the one or thenbsp;other of the Denbigh Leagues ? They are welcome to shoutnbsp;hurrah, to give their vote when an election

comes, to buy thenbsp;Raner, and subscribe towards the expenses, but is there anynbsp;tendency in one of the Denbigh Leagues to afford a remedy tonbsp;any beside the farmers ? “ Thus Mr. Gee has been throughout the years, hatching on leagues, baptising and burying them hatching on’: i.e.,nbsp;‘ hatching out.’] It is a pity to see the people, many of themnbsp;poor, kept in ceaseless agitation until after wearing out theirnbsp;strength pecuniarily and temporarily [i.e., until they havenbsp;'Worn out], and by then behold the League vanishing like smokenbsp;ander our hands, a new League again commencing, that againnbsp;vanishing, and so on until the people are like sheep withoutnbsp;a shepherd. Here they are now after ten years of wild goosenbsp;ohase, without having as much as a sparrow of blessingnbsp;gained. The pockets of the people have got considerablynbsp;fighter, but the Baner has sold well, and very likely has anbsp;quiet

conscience.” The BaTier was and is the more important paper: but its contemporaries were not left behind in the race. Thus a



32 THE LAND QUESTION reference to the Herald Gymraeg of May 17th, 1887, shows an invitation to “ boycott ” “ landgrabbers.” The Genedl, innbsp;successive passages cited by Lord Penrhyn, sounds a trumpetnbsp;call to the “heedless” nation, urges the adoption of Irishnbsp;methods, rebukes the “ spiritless timid ones, ignorant, fearfulnbsp;—yes, and worse than all, traitorous ” and so forth. Lord Penrhyn’s evidence was confined in the main to extracts showing conclusively the desperate efforts made by the Welsh Press to create a Land Question for its own purposes.nbsp;He did not go out of his way to select passages remarkable fornbsp;extravagance of language amounting almost to criminality, ofnbsp;which passages there is an abundant crop, and it were wrong tonbsp;leave the English reader to believe that the violent sentencesnbsp;which come incidentally in the course of articles selectednbsp;from another point of view could be taken as a fair

samplenbsp;of what the Welsh Press can achieve in the way of ferocitynbsp;when, as they say on the Turf, it is extended. The Welshnbsp;journalist can do better than this by a long way; he cannbsp;indeed rival the mild Hindoo at his best; but even this littlenbsp;sample will probably satisfy the English reader and willnbsp;serve to give him some insight into the influences which arenbsp;at work in Wales. Lord Penrhyn went on to say that in 1891 Y Werin, an exceedingly virulent journal, Y Genedl, and the North Wale?nbsp;Observer and Express (published in English) had passednbsp;into the hands of the Welsh National Press Company,nbsp;the articles of association being signed by the followingnbsp;persons:—Thomas E, Ellis, M.P., Samuel T. Evans, M.P.,nbsp;Alfred Thomas, M.P., William Abraham, M.P., D. Lloydnbsp;George, M.P., David Eandell, M.P., Evan Jones (who subsequently became M.P.), and that Mr. Stuart Rendel, M.P.nbsp;(now Lord Rendel) was

a shareholder; and he concluded bynbsp;saying “ of the scurrilous personalities which, for the purposenbsp;of creating ill-feeling against landlords, have been made use ofnbsp;in these journals since they became the property of the new



33' IN NORTH WALES. company, I will say no more at present than that, if I were to read the report of some of them to the Commission, I feelnbsp;sure that they would be pronounced to be as discreditable tonbsp;journalism as they are false in their statements.” While attention is still fixed upon the peculiar methods and sinister policy of Welsh journalism it is interesting to note innbsp;the official minutes that attempts were made at the outset, evennbsp;by some of the Commissioners, to establish a theory that thenbsp;responsibility of the proprietor and editor of a newspaper wasnbsp;of different degree in the case of a letter or signed article andnbsp;in that of a leading article respectively. Mr. Gee himself tooknbsp;this line of defence when confronted by Lord Kenyon (whonbsp;certainly has inherited powers of cross-examining in polishednbsp;and effective style) with sundry other passages from thenbsp;Baner. But his defence was quite unsubstantial. True

itnbsp;is, of course, that the uninvited correspondents of newspapers will, on occasion, commit themselves to expressions ofnbsp;Opinion which are simply brainless; true also that editorsnbsp;sometimes seek to protect themselves by disclaiming allnbsp;responsibility for “ opinions ” expressed by amateur correspondents. But in the first place we are not dealing here withnbsp;amateur correspondence, but, in the case of the series in thenbsp;Baner entitled “ The Eagle’s Nest,” with a systematic succession of long articles in epistolary form which, whether paidnbsp;for or not, must clearly have been planned between the editornbsp;and the contributor; and in the second place we are not dealing, exclusively at any rate, with merely silly expressions ofnbsp;opinion. To advise that such and such men be “ boycotted,”nbsp;nr “treated as lepers ” is, no doubt, to express an opinion thatnbsp;such treatment ought to be measured out to them. But it isnbsp;also

something more ; it is a distinct invitation to ignorantnbsp;persons to commit that which the law of this country justlynbsp;recognises as a crime, as an offence against the social order.nbsp;To allow amateur correspondents to do this, as Mr. Gee did,nbsp;time after time, involved beyond question the acceptance of c



34 THE LAND QUESTION a moral responsibility quite equal to the legal responsibility which was undoubtedly incurred. Besides the defence turnednbsp;out to be worth little, if anything, even if its fundamentalnbsp;principle had been recognised ; for, while Mr. Gee was givingnbsp;his voluminous evidence, there was ample time to turn up thenbsp;files of the Baner newspaper, and the result of the investigation, which was duly placed in evidence before the Commissioners, was to show that the editorial articles exhibitednbsp;to Mr. Gee by Lord Kenyon and others, together withnbsp;those which Lord Penrhyn had placed upon the record ofnbsp;evidence, were about equal in number to those which, sonbsp;far as form of printing went, appeared to come from correspondents. So much for the purely journalistic side of the agitation. It had also a political side which took visible form in thenbsp;shape of a pamphlet written at the request of and publishednbsp;by the South

Wales Liberal Federation in 1887 or thereabouts. The author was one “ Adfyfr ”—at any rate such wasnbsp;his Bardic name—in common life he was called Hughes : andnbsp;Mr. Stuart Hendel, M.P. (now Lord Hendel), added annbsp;appendix. The appendix, which consisted of the merestnbsp;rhodomontade, need give us no more trouble than it gave tonbsp;its illustrious author. “ Adfyfr’s ” pamphlet was characterised by almost criminal vehemence of language. On his very first page the authornbsp;wrote: “It is useless and worse than useless to try and stifle the bitter cry of agricultural workers. If a remedy is not provided for its wrongs there must of necessity be reprisal.nbsp;How can there be peace where there is no peace ? Thenbsp;Welsh aspect of the Land Question cannot be dallied andnbsp;trifled with without danger. It is about the most urgentnbsp;question of the day, and unless it is equitably settled it 'willnbsp;also speedily become the one question of the

night.”



35 IN NORTH WALES. The italics, which were not inserted by “ Adfyfr,” mark a passage of striking violence and susceptible of but one interpretation. But apart from its vehemence the pamphlet wasnbsp;but a poor production. It disappointed even Mr. Stuartnbsp;Hendel, who played the part of godfather: for Mr. Hendelnbsp;no doubt looked for argument, and evidence, and figures, butnbsp;found them not; so he could say no more in ushering thenbsp;pamphlet into the world than “ I am glad to see that younbsp;bave brought to your aid that which is so often wiser thannbsp;learning and sounder than logic—real human sympathy.” In fact, the pamphlet contained the largest possible admixtures of mere vulgar abuse with the most infinitesimalnbsp;amount of direct statement. Where specific cases were citednbsp;fhe names and the very localities were suppressed. Thusnbsp;“Adfyfr” begins an allegation of hardship in these words : “ Ll-is situated on one of the

largest estates in North Wales.” A moment’s thought reminds us of Llanfair, Llanfair-is-gaer, Llandudno, Llandulas, Llanerchymedd, Llanfairyng-bornwy, Llanfair Caereinion, Llandygwinning, Llanbabo, Llangristiolas, Llanfibangel and so forth ad infinitum. Fornbsp;“ Llan,” means primarily “ enclosure,” and then “ churcb,” andnbsp;IS the commonest prefix to a place-name in the Welsh language^nbsp;Moreover, this particular letter “ Ll ” (for it is one letter innbsp;Welsh and not two) may stand in a place-name before everynbsp;I’owel, i.e., a, e, i, o, u, w, y, and each of the twenty-twonbsp;diphthongs in the Welsh language. Whether any cf thenbsp;seventeen triphthongs would carry it may be doubtful. Thenbsp;search, therefore, after the definite in Mr. Hughes’s compila-fion was complicated by considerable difficulties ; but it wasnbsp;pursued with great patience by the late Mr. George Owen,nbsp;'vith the result that, where the allegations could be

localisednbsp;and where their reference to this or that individual could benbsp;followed, they were completely disproved. The results ofnbsp;Mr. Owen’s labours were published mh titulo “ Tenancy innbsp;Wales ” in 1889.



36 THE LAND QUESTION “ Adfyfr ” also tried what could be effected by the introduction of religious prejudice; dilating at length upon the fact that a large number of chapel sites were held on long leasesnbsp;only. A reference to a table included in the appendix, andnbsp;extracted from the official evidence given before the Commission, will show that the vast majority of these sites werenbsp;and are held at purely nominal ground-rents. When it isnbsp;added, from information in the possession of the Association,nbsp;that the oldest chapel in Bangor was in 1889 a stable, andnbsp;that one chapel on the Dolwyddelen estate, having then atnbsp;least fifty years of a lease to run, had become an assembly-room, and that the vestry-room and house had been let asnbsp;ordinary cottages, it will be clear that, even with the utmostnbsp;generosity on the part of landlords, there is need for caution.nbsp;No sanctity attaches to these buildings. Thus the

writer,nbsp;when holding an inquiry for the Charity Commission intonbsp;the affairs of the Corporation of Nevin (extinguished by thenbsp;Municipal Corporations Act of 1883), had to report upon thenbsp;feelings of the burgesses with regard to the use which mightnbsp;be made of an old and disused chapel which formed part ofnbsp;the corporate property. In reply to a question he was distinctly informed that it might be put to any secular use.nbsp;Indeed, it was proposed to convert it into a wash-house. Itnbsp;follows then that landowners might reasonably fight shy ofnbsp;granting for religious uses in perpetuum, and at cheap rates,nbsp;sites which might at any time be converted to purely secularnbsp;and commercial purposes. That they have not done so is,nbsp;perhaps, to the credit of their hearts rather than their heads;nbsp;find their thanks are indirectly due to “Adfyfr ” and to one ornbsp;two erratic witnesses before the Commission who gave

themnbsp;the opportunity of stating their case. That probably was notnbsp;the intention of either “ Adfyfr ” or the witnesses. Nor did the pamphlet and the vernacular newspaper satisfy the party of agitation. In the House of Commons where, innbsp;pursuit of the really desirable object that members should



IN NORTH WALES. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;87 speak tke truth without fear, a speaker enjoys absolute privilege from the law of defamation, Mr. Thomas Ellis, thenbsp;member for Merionethshire, and the most prominent andnbsp;accomplished of the agitators upon the Land Question,nbsp;deliberately made the following statement concerning the latenbsp;Lord Penrhyn : “ In regard to the question of pasturage, too, the rights of the peasantry have been invaded. In his evidence Lordnbsp;Penrhyn admitted that considerable difficulty had arisen innbsp;his district, owing to the fact that the pasturage of thenbsp;tenants had been inclosed. In the assertion of their rightsnbsp;the tenants had taken down the fences, and what did Lordnbsp;Penrhyn do ? He used his power as Chairman of Quarternbsp;Sessions, if I remember rightly, to obtain a special posse ofnbsp;police for the district, and he levied a special rate to bring tonbsp;submission these farmers who asserted their

rights.” Now it has been pointed out to Mr. Ellis over and over figain, in public correspondence and otherwise, that this passage bristles with mis-statements, due let us hope to inadequatenbsp;information obtained by hearsay upon a subject of which henbsp;could have no personal knowledge. Notwithstanding this, andnbsp;although some of the facts upon which he had been misinformed, and had, therefore, misled the public, were easy ofnbsp;ascertainment, Mr. Ellis (Q. 17,084 and thereabouts) repeatednbsp;the substance of his accusation, withdrawing only the assertion that Lord Penrhyn had “ used his power as Chairman ofnbsp;Quarter Sessions ” (which he never was, as is hereafternbsp;shown) for the purpose alleged. Stimulated by a suggestivenbsp;question from Professor Rhys, one of the Commissioners,nbsp;this Member of Parliament then stigmatised the conductnbsp;of the late Lord Penrhyn as “ infamous ”; and thenbsp;audience, composed largely

of those students of Bala Collegenbsp;who, having received a holiday in order that they might



38 THE LAND QUESTION listen to the champion of liberty, had not chosen the better part of a day’s fishing, applauded; nor did the grave andnbsp;reverend Commissioners rebuke the outburst. Let us passnbsp;from this to the point at which the statements of Mr. Ellisnbsp;were examined and contradicted at Llangefni by Mr. Beavernbsp;Roberts who, having been solicitor to the landowners in thenbsp;parishes affected who caused the Enclosure Act to be passed,nbsp;had an advantage over Mr. Ellis in that he knew what henbsp;was talking about. He showed (Q. 23,016 et seq.), that thenbsp;late Lord Penrhyn, then Colonel Douglas Pennant, had notnbsp;been one of these landowners, had no connection with thenbsp;application for enclosure, had not been Chairman of Quarternbsp;Sessions, had not brought the matter before Quarter Sessions,nbsp;and so forth. He then used towards the assertions of Mr.nbsp;Ellis the same word “ infamous,” which Mr. Ellis had

appliednbsp;to the conduct of Lord Penrhyn as described by him in termsnbsp;absolutely incorrect. And straightway Lord Carrington, whonbsp;was in the chair, requested Mr. Beaver Roberts to withdrawnbsp;the word “infamous,” which Mr. Ellis had used unrebukednbsp;amid the applause of the gallery, on the ground that thenbsp;Commission was very anxious that violent language shouldnbsp;be omitted. The history of this particular charge, of the wholesale fashion in which it was disproved, of the manner in which thenbsp;Commission, acting instinctively, so to speak, and on the spurnbsp;of the moment, treated two identical expressions of opinionnbsp;is instructive. It shows the recklessness with which thenbsp;leaders of the party of agitation hurl at landowners statements capable of complete disproof in detail; and it tendsnbsp;farther to show in advance—the point belongs more particularly to a later period of this volume—the difficultiesnbsp;with which

witnesses favourable to the existing laws andnbsp;system of lantl tenure had to contend in giving before thenbsp;Commission that testimony which they offered as of gracenbsp;and without any compulsion.



IN NORTH WALES. A very flagrant case, also, in wliich an attempt was made, primarily by outside agitators and for purely or impurelynbsp;political purposes, to make a grievance out of an ordinarynbsp;transaction, was that of one David Evans of Cae Einion, whonbsp;gave evidence before the Commission (Q. 8589 et seq.). Thenbsp;flimsy character of the allegations made originally against thenbsp;landlord, Mr. Ellis Nanney, and his agent, Mr. W. B. C. Jones,nbsp;has however been so completely exposed in the public press,nbsp;the accusations have been so severely condemned by the Cambrian Nexus, a journal certainly not favourable to landowners,nbsp;and the whole of the miserable charge has been so thoroughlynbsp;dissipated by Mr. Walter Jones in an able and outspokennbsp;pamphlet entitled the “ Cae Einion Farce,” that the matternbsp;would not be worth referring to but for two facts. Firstly, the main allegation, after the witness had gone through the stock

story of grievances, was that the witnessnbsp;had received notice to quit either because he was a membernbsp;of the Welsh Land League, or for political reasons. Thisnbsp;main allegation was dragged out of the witness by somenbsp;questions (864L to 8643) of Mr. Commissioner Crifiiths andnbsp;by a series of eminently leading questions addressed to himnbsp;by Mr. Commissioner Brynmor Jones. A very few words fromnbsp;the agent, who was severely harried by the chairman fornbsp;expressing the opinion that friendship with a landlord andnbsp;membership of the Welsh Land League were things incom-])atible with one another, disposed of the whole story: andnbsp;the man must have known it would be disposed of. Mr.nbsp;Walter Jones produced a copy (Q. 8716) of a letter addressednbsp;by him to sixty tenants, of whom Mr. Evans was one, whonbsp;received notice to quit at the same time. That notice tO'nbsp;quit, as the letter explained, was given all round

andnbsp;certainly with no political object (for several of the recipientsnbsp;were Conservatives). It was given simply in order to pavenbsp;the way for a new agreement under which the landlord wasnbsp;to pay the tithe instead of the tenant. Other circumstances-



40 THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. appear in the evidence, but they are immaterial to the present issue and to the present purpose, which is to show thatnbsp;the letter received by the tenant, in common with fifty-ninenbsp;others, not only made no mention of politics but also made itnbsp;as clear as daylight that the notice to quit was merely formalnbsp;and was merely the preliminary to a new agreement. Finally be it said that the purpose of this chapter will liave been accomplished if it has succeeded in conveying evennbsp;a vague impression of some of the incidents which havenbsp;accompanied the rising of the Welsh Land Question, of thenbsp;various forces that have been at work, of the character of thenbsp;agitation, of the class of charge which is made against Welshnbsp;landowners, individually and generally, and of the quality ofnbsp;the evidence upon which such charges are founded. It willnbsp;be necessary, in the course of this task, to pay

detailed attention to some of the charges made before the Commissionnbsp;itself. For the present nothing more is desired than to shownbsp;the influences which were brought to bear upon the publicnbsp;mind long before there was so much as a thought in thenbsp;minds of the party of agitation that a Commission was likelynbsp;to be appointed.



CHAPTER II. Formation of North Wales Property Defence Association—its object— not hostile to Farmers—it asks for a Commission in April 1892—nbsp;Mr. T. E, Ellis's Speech of May 1892—His Indictment—Mr.nbsp;Gladstone’s Observations upon it—Mr. Chaplin's Criticism—Mr,nbsp;Gladstone's Snowdon Speech—His Statistics—the Inaccuracy ofnbsp;Inferences drawn from them—the Irrelevance of any Inferencenbsp;from them. There comes a time when human power of enduring in silence, or something approaching to it, venomous insult andnbsp;continuous calumny, is strained to the breaking point. Thatnbsp;time came, in the case of the landowners of North Wales, ornbsp;at any rate of the more considerable members of that body,nbsp;in April 1892. Among the landowners of South Wales therenbsp;Was, at that time, no organisation; but the landowners ofnbsp;North Wales, who, by reason of the greater acuteness of thenbsp;tithe question and the greater

influence of the vernacularnbsp;press in their districts, had been forced by circumstances tonbsp;stand in the forefront of the battle, were already formednbsp;into a defensive association, and had been so formed sincenbsp;1886. The object of the Association was defined withnbsp;admirable jDrecision in a circular issued after the originalnbsp;meeting in December of that year (Lord Penrhyn’s evidencenbsp;at Llangefni, 22,781), of which the material words arenbsp;appended: “ The meeting expressed the utmost sympathy and good feeling towards the tenant farmer, and it was agreed thatnbsp;landowners should meet their tenants fairly and liberally in



42 THE LAND QUESTION the existing depression of their business, and an opinion prevailed that, if allowed to arrange their own affairs, nonbsp;difficulties would arise. At the same time it was felt by allnbsp;that the incessant interference of outside agitators, oftennbsp;totally unconnected with any interest in land, and the opennbsp;encouragement given by a large portion of the Welsh pressnbsp;to schemes practically of confiscation, made imperative thenbsp;establishment of an organisation for mutual self-protection. “ It was therefore resolved (with only two dissentients) to establish this Association, which it must be clearly understoodnbsp;is formed in no hostile spirit, nor as a combination againstnbsp;the tenant farmers in any shape or form.” It may be observed that one of the questions in the official syllabus distinctly suggests the existence of a combination ofnbsp;the character repudiated by the italicised words : and thatnbsp;there is absolutely no evidence of the

existence of such anbsp;body in Wales. Whence then came the idea underlying thenbsp;Question ? It is enough to say that the Association received annually increasing support from the landowners of North Wales-independently of politics ; that it kept a close watch, as itnbsp;was entitled to, upon the progress of agitation; that itnbsp;promoted the feeling that the interests of landlord andnbsp;tenant were identical so far as opposition went to the movements of agitators who had their own axes to grind. It was in April 1892, that the Association, stung by the scurrilous abuse to which its members were subject in the vernacular press and in Parliament, resolved to approach Lordnbsp;Salisbury’s Administration of that date with a request for thenbsp;appointment of a Royal Commission. The terms of the resolution in which the determination to court investigation wasnbsp;expressed were the following: “ That this Association considers that the time has arrived for the

appointment of a Royal Commission to inquire intO'



IN NORTH WALES. the relations between landowners and tenants in Wales, in consequence of the grave charges brought forward, in thenbsp;press and in Parliament, against owners of land in thenbsp;Principality, and that the Government be requested to takenbsp;steps for the appointment of such a* Commission at thenbsp;earliest possible opportunity.” Lord Salisbury’s Administration, however, had at that time nearly reached the limit of its tenure of power and, probablynbsp;for that reason, the request, which was made with all duenbsp;formality in accordance with the resolution, was not successful. The circumstances which led to the making of thenbsp;request were, in the first place, to be found in a righteousnbsp;resentment aeainst the foul abuse which filled the columns ofnbsp;the vernacular press, and in the second place in a just andnbsp;prudent apprehension that this abuse, unless its falsity werenbsp;demonstrated officially (which could not be done unless

annbsp;official opportunity was granted), could hardly fail to producenbsp;an injurious and misleading effect upon persons compelled,nbsp;to a large extent, to draw their information concerningnbsp;the progress of events from the corrupt columns of thenbsp;vernacular press. The causa proxinia, however, the match which lighted the fire, was no doubt the long speech made by Mr. Thomasnbsp;Ellis—a speech to which passing allusion was made in thenbsp;foregoing chapter—in the House of Commons on March 16,nbsp;1892 ; that is to say about a month before the resolutionnbsp;itself was passed. Inasmuch as Mr. Ellis objects to thenbsp;'Times report of that speech, which on primd facie groundsnbsp;may be taken to represent what he did say actually withnbsp;more merciless accuracy than the report in Hansard which,nbsp;having been revised by him (see marginal note in the Parliamentary Debates), no doubt represents what he wouldnbsp;like to have said, we will

take Hansard as the basis of ournbsp;analysis of his oration. Its main points were these :



44 THE LAND QUESTION (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Mr. Ellis complained of the scantiness of the informationnbsp;at the disposal of Parliament on the ground that the Richmond Commission contained no Welsh member, called littlenbsp;Welsh evidence, and employed as Assistant Commissionernbsp;Mr. Doyle, who knew no Welsh and made no “pretence ornbsp;semblance of obtaining evidence from the tenantry.” Subsequent correspondence seems to have directed the attentionnbsp;of Mr. Ellis to Mr. Doyle’s report, a most elaborate andnbsp;valuable document, full of testimony to pains taken, andnbsp;replete with valuable suggestions, insomuch that Mr. Ellisnbsp;actually quoted, in his evidence before the Welsh Land Commission, the authority of the man of whose method of obtaining information he had said, in 1892, “ it cannot be said tonbsp;have afforded much assistance to the House.” But whethernbsp;Mr. Ellis was or was not unjust to the memory of Mr. Doylenbsp;really matters but

little. (2) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Mr. Ellis observed that Colonel Cornwallis West andnbsp;Mr. Stuart Rendel, now Lord Rendel, had asked in 1888 fornbsp;a Commission of Inquiry, but that the “Government of Torynbsp;landlords” had refused to grant it. Well, they did thenbsp;same, when the Welsh landowners themselves asked for annbsp;inquiry in 1892 ; but it is certainly clear that the Welshnbsp;landowners courted inquiry at all times. (3) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He went on to say that the relations between landlordnbsp;and tenant, in England and Wales respectively, differednbsp;because the Welsh landowners and their tenants differed innbsp;language, religion, and politics. There are really two propositions here, of which the first divides itself into threenbsp;sub-propositions, viz., that landowners and tenants differ onnbsp;these three points. The second asserts that these differencesnbsp;have a practical influence on the relation of landowner andnbsp;tenant. Of the three sub-propositions

embodied in the firstnbsp;statement no one is absolutely true, but each contains a largernbsp;proportion of truth than of inaccuracy. The second and morenbsp;important assertion has no substantial foundation in fact.



45 IN NORTH WALES. (4) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He went on to say that tenancy by agreement had takennbsp;the place of tenancy by custom in Wales. He omitted to saynbsp;that the same process of development has been going on innbsp;England, and that customs, having all the force of law, stillnbsp;prevail in parts of Wales. In Glamorganshire, for example,,nbsp;custom of a highly beneficial character has rendered thenbsp;Agricultural Holdings Acts of 1875 and 1883 a dead letternbsp;to the mutual benefit of both parties to the contract ofnbsp;tenancy. (See the Glamorganshire evidence passim.) (5) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He alleged that the practice of permitting a tenancynbsp;to descend from father to son had fallen into disuse;nbsp;for contradiction of which see the Horth Wales evidencenbsp;in innumerable cases, many of them collected in thisnbsp;volume. (6) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He alleged infatuated land-hunger. (7) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He spoke, without specific reference,

of a tenant whonbsp;had been compelled by his landlord to have a poaching dognbsp;shot; of which it is to be observed that a reference which isnbsp;not specific cannot be accepted for the simple reason that thenbsp;statement cannot be tested, and the character of the evidence-on which it is based cannot be known. (8) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He made the accusation against the late Lord Penrhynnbsp;mentioned, and exploded, in the foregoing chapter. (9) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He quoted, without specific reference and with profusenbsp;statements that the landlord in each case had spent nothingnbsp;for 100 years or thereabouts—Mr. Ellis was born in 1859nbsp;—anonymous cases in the “ Adfyfr ” style of rent raised onnbsp;tenants’ improvements. All the cases so quoted were absolutely vague, and can be tested in no known way. (10) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He “ ventured to say that with regard to the vast massnbsp;of the permanent improvements on the agricultural land

innbsp;Wales, including drainage, fencing, and those long and dismalnbsp;lines of stone walls to be seen in many parts of Wales, thenbsp;reclamation of waste and marsh manuring, chalking (this bynbsp;the way is nonsense, since there is no chalk in Wales) the-



46 THE LAND QUESTION land, I say the mass—the overwhelming mass—is effected by the tenants in Wales.” This sweeping assertion, an assertion which is not backed by a single specific instance in his speech, is the most important statement made by Mr. Ellis; it is really the mainnbsp;count in the indictment laid against Welsh landowners, andnbsp;it is the count which they claim to have disposed of absolutely and beyond all possibility of doubt by the voluminousnbsp;evidence given before the Welsh Land Commission. (11) Mr. Ellis attempted to compare the rise and fall of rental in England and Wales respectively for a period ofnbsp;seventy-five years—namely, from the end of the Napoleonicnbsp;wars lip to the year 1890. The basis of the calculations innbsp;which Mr. Ellis revelled were the income-tax returns undernbsp;Schedule B. With this attempt at comparison and itsnbsp;irrelevance to the question before the House, it will be morenbsp;convenient to deal almost at once

since the same argument,nbsp;in a far more business-like form, was used by Mr. Gladstonenbsp;in a subsequent speech. Upon these allegations, added to an assertion that the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883 was a dismal failure, anbsp;fiery attack upon the penal clauses in agreements of tenancy,nbsp;and upon the Game Laws, Mr. Ellis asked the House tonbsp;sanction a Land Bill embodying the appointment of a Commission of three men empowered, Liter alia, to fix the conditions of tenure and to fix a “ fair rent ” at the applicationnbsp;of either party to the contract of tenancy. In fact, Mr. Ellisnbsp;desired to establish the three F’s. The Bill was severely criticised in debate, and some of the remarks of Mr. Gladstone upon it are worthy of remembrance. “The ground on which I am unable to vote for the Bill is that, in my opinion, the question raised by my hon. friend isnbsp;not ripe for a definitive solution such as is proposed by thenbsp;Bill now before Parliament. “ The claims of the

Welsh farmer cannot possibly depend on



47 IN NORTH WALES. the question whether he is a Liberal and Nonconformist or a ?Conservative and Churchman.” Finally, and at great length, Mr. Gladstone declared that, greatly as he had been impressed by the speech which henbsp;heard, he could not feel that, in the absence of official inquiry,nbsp;it afforded sufficient ground for “ the adoption of measuresnbsp;fundamentally altering the relations of all land contracts innbsp;Wales.” In fact, Mr. Gladstone then suggested the appointment of a Royal Commission. Mr. Abel Thomas (East Carmarthenshire) accepted, so to speak, Mr. Gladstone’s offer, speakingnbsp;on behalf of Welsh Radicals, adding: “We are not afraid ofnbsp;such an inquiry; and if it is not granted I hope the Housenbsp;will draw the inference that it is the other side who arenbsp;afraid of it.” Colonel Cornwallis West (West Denbighshire) took up Mr. Ellis’s challenge warmly, made just complaint of the extravagant and indefinite character of his

charges, avowed thenbsp;willingness and absolute desire of landowners to face an impartial inquiry, and spoke indignantly of the confiscatorynbsp;principle which was the underlying foundation of the Bill.nbsp;Various speeches followed, but the most important of themnbsp;Was that delivered by Mr. Chaplin, who spoke, undoubtedly,nbsp;Upon the basis of a knowledge of agriculture far superior tonbsp;that possessed by any other member who had attracted thenbsp;Speaker’s eye in the course of the debate. Without pausing to consider the basis of the figures used by Mr. Ellis—members of the House of Commons, like othernbsp;tuen, are frequently misled by the bold statement that certainnbsp;statistics relate to certain facts, when in truth they do notnbsp;represent those facts—Mr. Chaplin went straight to thenbsp;point. Whether the percentage of increase was great ornbsp;small mattered, Mr. Chaplin as a practical agriculturist sawnbsp;clearly, little or nothing. “

The House must remember that



48 THE LAND QUESTION where the great fall of rents has occurred in England, has-been in the great corn-growing districts of the country— in Lincolnshire, Essex, Norfolk and Suffolk, and in the-Eastern counties generally, which are chiefly devoted to corngrowing. . .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;“ In Wales a comparatively small amount of corn is grown, and it is quite sufficient to account for the difference in the character of the fall in rents.” He went on to point out that the prevalence of small holdings in Wales, alleged truthfully by one at least of the supporters of the Bill, necessarily involved higher rentals than in districts where large holdings were customary, because ofnbsp;the extra expenditure on buildings. In conclusion, Mr.nbsp;Chaplain adjured “ members of this House, in whatevernbsp;quarter they may sit, to take their stand on sound and honestnbsp;principles and reject by a sufficient and, I hope, a significant-majority what I can only characterise as a mischievous,

utterlynbsp;unprincipled and wholly uncalled-for measure.” The House took Mr. Chaplin’s advice and an amendment that the Bill be read a second time “ six months hence ” wasnbsp;carried by 234 to 113. A month or two later, in pursuance of the resolution of the North Wales Property Defence Association which has beennbsp;quoted—-a resolution passed before Mr. Ellis made his speechnbsp;—formal application for the appointment of a Eoyal Commission was made ; which by the way was a crushing answernbsp;to the unworthy taunt of the member of Parliament who hadnbsp;(vide supra) asked the House, if a Commission were notnbsp;appointed, to draw the inference that it was because “ the othernbsp;side ” were afraid. That the request was not successful was,nbsp;perhaps, to be regretted ; but in any case it was no fault ofnbsp;Welsh landlords. In the autumn of that year, the hands which held the reins of power having been changed in the meanwhile, Mr.nbsp;Gladstone

delivered his famous speech on the slopes ofnbsp;Snowdon. The speech, which naturally attracted a good deal



49 IN NORTH WALES. of public attention, was very different in tone from that which he had made in the House of Commons. But that is a smallnbsp;matter. Men who know this world have learned to expectnbsp;in outdoor speeches of politicians anything rather thannbsp;moderation and impartiality of tone, and they are well awarenbsp;that many valuable if unostentatious things must be sacrificednbsp;if the passion for vote-catching is to be indulged to the topnbsp;of its bent. Upon that point, therefore, suffice it to say thatnbsp;if “ the voice that breathed o’er ” Snowdon—Eden wouldnbsp;hardly be the right word—was the voice of Gladstone, thenbsp;words were the words of Ellis. But after a while Mr. Gladstone escaped from Mr. Ellis and his leading-strings. Eor anbsp;comparison between the rise and fall of rents in England andnbsp;Wales respectively he had accepted, in the House of Commons,nbsp;the basis of returns under Schedule B relied upon by

Mr.nbsp;Ellis. In the interval he appeared to have come to the conclusion that there was something rotten in that state ofnbsp;argument, and to have taken refuge in a special extract fromnbsp;the returns under Schedule A, under the heading “Lands.”nbsp;Of the two bases, that chosen by a speaker of Mr. Gladstone’snbsp;financial experience would prima facie be expected to be thenbsp;more trustworthy; and so in fact it was, but that it was notnbsp;entirely trustworthy, that conclusions based upon it dependednbsp;upon quite unwarrantable assumptions regarding unknownnbsp;quantities, was soon demonstrated in the course of a correspondence between Mr. Gladstone and the late Mr. Georgenbsp;Owen (then Secretary of the North Wales Property Defencenbsp;Association) which was published in the Times newspaper. The particulars of that correspondence, which amounts to a precise summary of the argument against the inference whichnbsp;^r. Gladstone

drew from statistics, the said argument andnbsp;correspondence having been given in evidence before thenbsp;Welsh Land Commission, will be found in the appendixnbsp;since, partly because, as Mr. Chaplin said, the inferences fromnbsp;statistics, if accurate, would be absolutely irrelevant, it is not D



50 THE LAND QUESTION deemed necessary to cumber the text with them. But it is interesting to note some points in the correspondence, including some serious admissions by Mr. Gladstone, and tonbsp;observe farther how closely an intelligent study of the figuresnbsp;supports the practical and straightforward points made, onnbsp;the spur of the moment, by Mr. Chaplin. And first—to use a Baconian opening for a sentence— let us refer to Mr. Gladstone’s letter of October 17, 1892.nbsp;Asked to justify the figures which he had used in his Snowdonnbsp;speech, Mr. Gladstone answered, through his Secretary,nbsp;Mr. Murray, that (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Even after search he had been unable to find the figuresnbsp;supplied to him; (2) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;He had obtained a fresh return which did not tallynbsp;exactly with the figures which he had used before; (3) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The case looked worse on the figures which he hadnbsp;obtained since than it had looked before and that “

he willnbsp;be very glad if any authentic arguments can be adduced tonbsp;give it a more favourable aspect.” (Note that in thisnbsp;Pharisaical observation the word “ authentic ” is used in anbsp;sense which is childishly erroneous.) Then comes a sentencenbsp;striking by reason of its admissions and of its assumptions : “ He is, of course, aware that the income-tax figures do not exhibit the whole case, and especially that they do not takenbsp;into account the important class of cases in which freshnbsp;outlay of landlords’ capital without return has stood in placenbsp;of reduction of rent. But his purpose was to compare Walesnbsp;with England; and there is no reason to suppose that fromnbsp;this point of vieiu the incom.e-tax returns give less accuratenbsp;results in the one case than in the other” Here it is clear that the “ authentic ” argument is in the handwriting of Mr. Murray; but the phraseology is Mr.nbsp;Gladstone’s own. First comes the admission, compelled by



61 IN NORTH WALES. candour, that the income-tax figures do not, even from the shallow arithmetical standpoint, exhibit the whole case; that,nbsp;indeed, they do not exhibit that part of it concerning which,nbsp;Welsh landowners and their agents (in spite of the efforts ofnbsp;the majority of the Commissioners to check them on thenbsp;ground that they were covering ground already troddennbsp;whereas in fact they were giving evidence as to estates untouched by the Commission till then) gave an immensenbsp;amount of valuable, albeit tedious, evidence. Then, in anbsp;sentence casting every species of doubt upon the whole bodynbsp;of the figures, and without presuming for a moment to saynbsp;that they are accurate on either side, he proceeds to say thatnbsp;he has no reason to suppose one set to be less accurate thannbsp;the other. As a matter of fact, of course, Mr. Gladstonenbsp;knew perfectly well that neither set of figures was

sufficientlynbsp;accurate to warrant a comparison; also he knew perfectlynbsp;well that the returns under Schedule A “ Lands, amp;c.,” mustnbsp;include sundry items other than agricultural rentals, thenbsp;said items being of unknown, unascertainable and variablenbsp;quantity. A weaker argument, even if it had warranted the mere conclusion in arithmetic which was based upon it, was surelynbsp;never addressed to the public in the hope that it would acceptnbsp;without comprehending it. Its foundation was eminentlynbsp;unsafe. But Mr. Gladstone’s adversary, well knowing thatnbsp;in arguing before the casual public it is wise, where it is possible,nbsp;to turn and rend your enemy in an arena of his own choice,nbsp;took the pains to see how another view of Mr. Gladstone’snbsp;own figures would suit Mr. Gladstone’s position. In particular he had in his memory that quick answer of Mr. Chaplin’snbsp;that to compare pastoral Wales with corn-growing

Englandnbsp;Was unjust even to puerility. So, accepting Schedule Anbsp;“ Lands,” as an index of rental for the moment (though henbsp;Well knew it to be a faulty index) he compared the rise andnbsp;fall of Schedule A “Lands” in four counties in England



52 THE LAND QUESTION similar in character, from the agricultural point of view, and nearly equal in value, with the rise and fall in Wales. Thenbsp;result was striking, for the figures stood thus ; INCOME TAX (SCHEDULE A).—LANDS. Annual Value op Lands Assessed. 1876-77. 1889-90. Cheshire. ?1,186,575 ?1,144,457 Cornwall 930,032 902,556 Cumberland . 824,640 773,569 Westmoreland 351,922 335,812 ?3,292,139 ?3,156,394 Wales 3,221,896 3,088,772 Thus the decrease in the case of the four English counties was shown to be ?135,745, and in the case of the Welshnbsp;counties ?133,124; and the difference, having regard to thenbsp;greater value of the English counties at the outset, is notnbsp;worth speaking of. It is not recorded that, upon havingnbsp;these figures brought to his notice, Mr. Gladstone condemnednbsp;the landowners of these English counties of lack of sympathynbsp;and generosity to their tenants or pointed out to them thenbsp;noble example of

their fellow landowners in Essex whose rents,nbsp;through no will of theirs, had fallen immensely more. Moreover, Mr. Gladstone’s adversary was able to show that in thenbsp;various survey districts dealing with the County of Essexnbsp;from the Inland Eevenue point of view, the rise and fall ofnbsp;returns was so irregular as to prove clearly the inadequacy ofnbsp;Inland Eevenue returns as an index of rental. Nor cannbsp;we do better than quote his figures and observations, tonbsp;which, although they have been repeated frequently for threenbsp;years at least, there is no answer yet forthcoming. Nor isnbsp;any, except in the form of vulgar abuse, likely to be made.nbsp;They stand thus ;—



53 IN NORTH WALES. County op Essex. Survey. 1876-77. 1885-86. Cambridge ?109,345 ?128,968 Chelmsford . 534,645 491,616 Colchester 686,837 484,093 Hertford 78,096 60,945 Stratford 238,983 120,903 Tottenham (portion of ). 137,781 112,625 Conuty of Essex ?1,785,687 ?1,399,150 These are figures of a very striking character, showing that, while the annual value of the lands in the county fell bynbsp;?386,537, the annual value of lands in that portion of thenbsp;county of Essex which is included in the Cambridge surveynbsp;district actually rose by all but ?20,000. True, there maynbsp;have been special local causes at Cambridge, but special localnbsp;causes, which are numerous, go to make our point, which isnbsp;that many varying factors go to make the aggregate figures,nbsp;and that these figures do rise and fall for causes entirelynbsp;distinct from the rise and fall of agricultural rentals. The full argument upon this question will be found in the

appendix, but it is necessary to point out at this stage thatnbsp;the arithmetical aspect of the matter, partly, perhaps, becausenbsp;it took a form calculated to attract the popular fancy, hasnbsp;received far more attention than it deserves from the scientificnbsp;point of view. The real question is and was this : “ Is therenbsp;anything in the relation of landowner and tenant, or in thenbsp;relations of a substantial number of landowners and tenants,nbsp;in Wales so peculiar and exceptional as to call for and tonbsp;justify the application to the tenure of land in Wales anynbsp;legislative principles other than those which are used in England ? ” Such a question cannot be answered upon any suchnbsp;basis as that suggested by Mr. Ellis and adopted by Mr.



64 THE LAND QUESTION IN NOETH WALES. Gladstone later with considerable, and in some cases prudent, reservations. In discussing such an issue a thousand questions must necessarily crop up, and the principal ones amongnbsp;them are these : “ Does systematic absenteeism prevail ? ”nbsp;“ Are the relations between landowner and tenant normallynbsp;friendly ? ” “ Are the conditions under which the farmer winsnbsp;his livelihood better or worse in the one country than in thenbsp;other, and, whether they be worse or better, is this result duenbsp;to human and preventible causes or to physical and inevitablenbsp;causes ? ” These and many other questions following fromnbsp;them are involved in the great problem which is in largenbsp;measure our subject-matter.



CHAPTER III. The Commission appointed—its Constitution—Antecedents of Members —Majority of Radicals over Unionists—the Terms of Referencenbsp;and their Meaning—Issue affects English and Scotch Land also—nbsp;Summary of Complaint against the Commission, its Methods andnbsp;its Procedure. Mb. Gladstone’s Snowdon speech contained, as was recognised on all hands in North Wales, a virtual promise for the appointment of a Royal Commission ; and the North Walesnbsp;Property Defence Association immediately set themselves tonbsp;work to prepare that careful and statistical evidence whichnbsp;they had every reason to expect that a Royal Commissionnbsp;would welcome with gratitude as essential to the discovery ofnbsp;truth. The landowners and supporters of the present systemnbsp;in South Wales, however, appeared inclined to let mattersnbsp;slide, and it was not until the announcement of the imjiend-ing appointment of a

Commission had been made and thenbsp;names of the Commissioners had been published early in thenbsp;Parliamentary Session of 1893 that they began to take stepsnbsp;towards organisation with the view of placing their casenbsp;properly before the public. These facts were made knownnbsp;to the Commissioners at an early date; but, in the face ofnbsp;that knowledge, they elected to begin proceedings in Glamorganshire, where the landowners were confessedly unready, andnbsp;where the very idea of the existence of a Land Question wasnbsp;young. But the course of events must not be anticipated. The Commission, as announced to the public, was thus constituted:



66 THE LAND QUESTION Chairman, Lord (now Earl) Carrington; Lord Kenyon; Sir John T. Dillwyn Llewelyn ; E. Seebohm, Esq.; Professor (nownbsp;Principal) Ehys; Edwin Grove, Esq.; D. Brynmor Jones, Esq.,nbsp;Q.C., M.P.; Mr. Eichard Jones; Mr. J. Griffiths. Withoutnbsp;entering into personal reference where it can be avoided, it isnbsp;necessary to incur such odium as may be attached to inquirynbsp;into the antecedents of these gentlemen and into their qualifications for the grave and important task which lay beforenbsp;them. Lord Carrington was Lord Chamberlain; had beennbsp;Governor of New South Wales; was, as he had every rightnbsp;to be, a pronounced Eadical; was given to the discussion ofnbsp;social questions, from the sentimental point of view, withnbsp;Cardinal Manning; had possessed a considerable estate innbsp;South Wales, which he had sold; and was a large landownernbsp;in England. Inasmuch as he had sold his Welsh

estatenbsp;immediately after he succeeded to it, he could not be regardednbsp;as having any special knowledge of Welsh affairs. Lordnbsp;Kenyon, who was less than thirty years of age, and, it maynbsp;be said without offence, quite unknown in public life, was anbsp;landowner on a considerable scale in Shropshire and in thenbsp;Hundred of Maelor, which is technically Welsh, but for allnbsp;practical purposes English. In politics he was a Conservative, and an opportunity may be taken here of saying that,nbsp;throughout the sittings of the Commission, he displayed anbsp;practical knowledge of estate management which was invaluable, and a power of eliciting the truth by tactful andnbsp;polite cross-examination which he may have inherited fromnbsp;his illustiious ancestor, who was Lord Chief Justice ofnbsp;England and Master of the Eolls at the end of the eighteenthnbsp;century. His effectual work as a Commissioner may, perhaps, have surprised

those who appointed him. Sir Johnnbsp;Llewelyn was a large landowner in Glamorganshire, with anbsp;reputation for great administrative ability as Chairman ofnbsp;Quarter Sessions, and possessed of special knowledge upon anbsp;variety of subjects. In politics he was a Conservative, and



57 IN NOETH WALES. had sought Parliamentary honours without success: since the appointment of the Commission he has entered Parliament.nbsp;Mr. F. Seebohm was the member of the Commission whonbsp;entered upon his duties with the highest public reputation.nbsp;He was a Liberal Unionist in politics and a banker at Hitchinnbsp;by profession; but his true fame was in the world of antiquarian letters. His English Village Community, publishednbsp;in 1883, is, and is likely to remain, the classical work on thenbsp;subject; and during the existence of the Commission wasnbsp;published by Messrs. Longmans his masterly book on Thenbsp;Tribal System in Wales. That Mr. Seebohm’s interestsnbsp;were purely antiquarian it were erroneous to assert, for henbsp;showed throughout the inquiry an acute zeal to realise thenbsp;conditions of rural life in Wales; but he would probably benbsp;the last man to claim practical acquaintance with the agricultural life of to-day

in either England or Wales. The antecedents of Mr. Brynmor Jones, Q.O., M.P.—and to hisnbsp;antecedents we confine ourselves for the moment—may benbsp;told shortly. The son of a famous Nonconformist ministernbsp;in South Wales, he had gone to the Bar, and after a shorternbsp;career on the South Wales circuit than commonly precedesnbsp;official promotion, had been appointed a County Court Judge.nbsp;Relinquishing this office he had returned to the Bar, and hadnbsp;entered Parliament as member for the Stroud Division ofnbsp;Gloucestershire. During the life of the Commission he hasnbsp;migrated to Glamorganshire, and now sits in Parliament asnbsp;the Radical representative of a Welsh constituency. Of thenbsp;politics of Professor (now Principal) Rhys little was or isnbsp;known. He was, at the time of his appointment. Bursar ofnbsp;Jesus College, Oxford, which possesses considerable propertynbsp;in Wales, and his reputation as a Welsh

antiquarian andnbsp;folklorist stood then, as it stands now, very high. Hisnbsp;scholarly knowledge of the Welsh language was, perhaps,nbsp;his principal qualification, and certainly it stood the Commission in good stead. Mr. Edwin Grove, Chairman of the



58 THE LAND QUESTION Monmouthshire County Council, was an accountant and mart óf figures by occupation, a Radical in politics, and unacquainted with agricultural affairs. Mr. Richard Jones, anbsp;Montgomeryshire farmer, possessed little more than a parochial reputation when the Commission was appointed. Henbsp;was known to have been educated at Aherystwith College, tO'nbsp;he a fervent and active Radical in local politics, a strongnbsp;Nonconformist, and a friend of Mr. T. E. Ellis. Mr. Griffithsnbsp;was known as a sound farmer in Pembrokeshire, a judge ofnbsp;Castlemartin black cattle, a strong Nonconformist andnbsp;Radical. The natural criticisms to be offered upon the Commission as it stood were these. It contained five Radicals at thenbsp;least, and perhaps six, to four or three Unionists as thenbsp;case might be. It could not boast among its members onenbsp;political economist of known repute. Its single representative of North Wales

farmers came from the county of Montgomery, and was far better acquainted with the semi-Englishnbsp;agriculture and population of the Severn Valley than with thatnbsp;of North Wales proper. The important counties of Anglesey,nbsp;Carnarvon, Carmarthen, Cardigan, Brecon, Merioneth, Denbighnbsp;and Glamorgan were entirely unrepresented either by farmersnbsp;or landowners. Finally, taking the Commission as it stood, itnbsp;was noteworthy that one party in politics was represented bynbsp;a lawyer skilled in the arts of cross-examination, and that thenbsp;other side was not so represented. The terms of reference directed the Commissioners “ to inquire into the conditions upon which land is held, occupied,nbsp;and cultivated in Wales and Monmouthshire; ” and the intention of the Legislature in formulating them was reasonablynbsp;plain, especially if regard was paid, as by reasonable men itnbsp;certainly ought to have been, to the preceding

circumstances.nbsp;Requests for special legislation, analogous in character to thenbsp;Irish Land Acts and to the Crofters’ Acts, had been made bynbsp;the Radical member for a division of Carnarvonshire, and



69 m NORTH WALES. by the spokesman of the Welsh Radical party in the House of Commons. Certain agrarian grievances were alleged; Mr.nbsp;Gladstone, then in Opposition, had answered that legislationnbsp;must be preceded by inquiry; Mr. Gladstone, as Primenbsp;Minister, had appointed this Commission to make inquiry. It was plain, therefore, that the Commission was established to inquire not into the social, religious, literary and commercial life of Wales generally, but into the existing conditionsnbsp;of agricultural life. It is clear also that the Commission wasnbsp;not, like the Commission appointed when Mr. John Morleynbsp;was Irish Secretary, intended or desired to assume thatnbsp;certain legislative principles ought to be imported intonbsp;Wales from Ireland and the Highlands and Islands of Scotland, but that it was desired primarily to give in its reportnbsp;such a true picture of the actual state of things in agricultural Wales as would enable Parliament

to reach a justnbsp;decision. The issue was, and is, grave enough in all conscience, and sufficient both in comprehensiveness and importance to satisfynbsp;the curious ambition of any body of men. Nor was it onenbsp;upon the settlement of which Englishmen and Scotchmen,nbsp;whether landowners or tenants, could, or can, afford to looknbsp;with indifference. As, ever since the Crofters’ Acts camenbsp;into operation, the party of agitation has constantly beennbsp;working towards an extension of the area covered by them,nbsp;so it were childish to suppose that, if a Land Act were passednbsp;to govern the relation of landowner and tenant in Wales,nbsp;England could possibly escape. Whatsoever is done in Elint,nbsp;Denbigh and Montgomery shires must, for good or evil, benbsp;done in Cheshire and Shropshire also. If the relation ofnbsp;landlord and tenant is to be regulated by strict law, to thenbsp;exclusion of free contract—for this is the ultimate

meaningnbsp;of all Land Acts—in the counties of Radnor, Brecknocknbsp;and Monmouth, the extension of the same system to Herefordshire, Worcestershire and Gloucestershire must be merely



60 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;THE LAND QUESTION a question, and at best a very short question, of time. For the moment we do not discuss from the economical point ofnbsp;view the very problematical merits of such legislation andnbsp;its very obvious demerits. We content ourselves with warning landowners and TENANTS AND THE WHOLE BODY OF ENGLISHMEN IN WHOM Anbsp;BELIEF IN HONEST PRINCIPLE AND IN FREEDOM OF CONTRACTnbsp;STILL SURVIVES THAT THIS QUESTION, WELSH AS IT IS IN OUTWARD FORM, IS ENTIRELY AND ABSOLUTELY NATIONAL. WhENnbsp;’THE TROUBLE FOR WALES COMES, AS IT SURELY WILL COME HAVE FORGOTTEN THE CONSTITUTION OF THIS COMMISSION, WHEN THE REPORT OF THE MAJORITY IS ACCEPTED WITHOUT REFERENCEnbsp;TO THE IMMENSELY VOLUMINOUS AND INTRICATE EVIDENCE (OFnbsp;WHICH A LARGE PART IS QUITE IMMATERIAL FROM

ANY SENSIBLEnbsp;POINT OF view), THEN IT IS AS SURE AS DEATH THAT THE FATEnbsp;OF ALL THE LAND IN ENGLAND, SCOTLAND AND WALES WILLnbsp;?HANG IN THE BALANCE. WALES HAS BEEN PLACED IN THEnbsp;FOREFRONT OF THE BATTLE ; BUT HER FATE WILL BE THE FATEnbsp;OF THE REST OF THE COUNTRY. And how did this Commission address itself to this serious problem ? Our complaints may be summarised in a preliminarynbsp;fashion, thus :— 1. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Well knowing, as everybody in Wales knew, that thenbsp;public sittings of the Commission, besides being used as thenbsp;occasion of giving valuable evidence as to the conditions ofnbsp;agricultural life in Wales, would be seized as an unrivallednbsp;opportunity for paying olf political grudges and for raisingnbsp;purely or impurely personal questions, they pursued suchnbsp;rules of procedure and followed such practices in the reception of so-

called evidence as to encourage rather thannbsp;discourage the giving of evidence of this character and tonbsp;deprive the persons accused of adequate opportunity ofnbsp;clearing their characters. 2. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;They so interpreted the terms of reference as to lead to



61 IN NOETH WALES. the impression that if the Government had said, “ Go to Wales and find out all about it from the days of Llewelynnbsp;till now,” they could not have accepted evidence covering anbsp;wider field or dealing with a greater variety of subjects. 3. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A number of them, repeatedly and persistently, questioned witnesses, without prior regard to their intellectualnbsp;capacity, in such a manner as to leave the impression thatnbsp;they were rather itinerant missionaries to preach the virtuesnbsp;of a Land Court, than Commissioners appointed to inquirenbsp;into a grave problem on behalf of Her Majesty. 4. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;They did not treat witnesses, who came before them withnbsp;evidence contrary to the prejudices of the majority of thenbsp;Commissioners, with that fairness and politeness which suchnbsp;witnesses were entitled to expect. These are all serious allegations requiring to be justified by chapter and verse, by statement of

ascertained facts andnbsp;by reference to particular passages in the evidence. Theynbsp;go to the very root of things and, if proved, they go a longnbsp;way towards disposing of the report of the majority of thenbsp;Commissioners. Assuredly therefore they deserve a chapternbsp;to themselves.



CHAPTER IV. Procedure and Practice of the Gommission—their Refusal to admit Counsel—Lord Penrhyns Offer—Buies as to preliminary Copies ofnbsp;Evidence—“ Members of the Public ” permitted to exhibit Questionsnbsp;in Writing—Secretary to communicate with Persons aggrieved—nbsp;Opportunities of Rebuttal to be given—Examples of Breach ofnbsp;these Rules—and of their ineffective Character when hept—nbsp;Stringency of Procedure as to Rebuttal—the Allegation of Fearnbsp;among the Tenantry—Mr. David Jones and Lord Penrhyn and thenbsp;Conduct of the Secretary of the Gommission—the strange Case ofnbsp;Parker at Newtown—the reckless Reception of irregular Evidencenbsp;—prohibition of elementary Tests of Evidence—the Commissionersnbsp;“ revelled in Hearsay ”—the Allegation of “fear ” among Peasantrynbsp;—its Manufacture—wild Interpretation of Terms of Reference—nbsp;an Omnibus Gommission. In the preceding

chapter, and towards the end of it, the complaints which the supporters of the existing system ofnbsp;Land Tenure conceive themselves entitled at the end of thenbsp;sittings of the Welsh Land Commission to bring against diversnbsp;members of that body, were set forth in outline. The purposenbsp;of the present chapter is to set them out in detail and, in sonbsp;setting them out, to justify them. Let us speak, then, first upon the important matter of procedure. One of the earliest and best advised of thenbsp;acts of the Commissioners after their appointment was tonbsp;possess themselves, with the assistance of their secretary,nbsp;of a large number of publications, books, pamphlets,nbsp;extracts from newspapers and the like in which the Welshnbsp;Land Question and the agitation in respect of it werenbsp;discussed from various points of view. To those members



63 THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. of the Commission who had already followed the controversy upon the question in Wales, and to the secretary of the Commission, who was Welsh to the finger-tips, nonbsp;study of this literature was necessary. They cannot havenbsp;helped knowing that the tone of controversy was bitternbsp;and personal, beyond all precedent, while the strangers tonbsp;Wales, with their long task lying before them, might havenbsp;satisfied themselves by ten minutes reading, of “ Adfyfr’s ”nbsp;pamphlet or the answer to it, of Mr. Ellis’s speech in thenbsp;House of Commons, of the articles on the Welsh vernacularnbsp;Press which had appeared in the Times and in the Nationalnbsp;Review, of the strongly worded series of articles which hadnbsp;but recently appeared in the Western Mail, that in allnbsp;?evidence in favour of change to be given before them anbsp;tone of philosophic tranquillity would be the last thing tonbsp;expect. Nor

did they go unwarned of the things which were to come. Over and over again they were pressed by Lordnbsp;Penrhyn and the North Wales Association to permit counselnbsp;to be heard on either side and to examine, or cross-examine,nbsp;witnesses. Nay, more, so anxious was Lord Penrhyn in thisnbsp;matter, so convinced that injustice would be done if propernbsp;opportunities for sifting the evidence by cross-examinationnbsp;were not given that, in a formal application to the Commissioners, he went to the length of offering to meet out of hisnbsp;own pocket, if necessity arose, the expense of counsel tonbsp;represent the party of agitation. The Commissioners, however, with unanimity which was apparent rather than real, declined the offer and resolvednbsp;not to permit oral cross-examination by counsel. The groundsnbsp;for their attitude seem to have been these: 1. That the admission of counsel would have been virtually unprecedented. To which the answer is

that it would notnbsp;have been quite unprecedented; witness the case of thenbsp;Mathew Commission in Ireland from which Mr. Carson



64 THE LAND QUESTION retired. Moreover, many unusual proceedings may be valuable. 2. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That the fear of cross-examination might have deterrednbsp;witnesses from coming forward. On this point it may benbsp;observed that the power of the Commission to check impropernbsp;cross-examination would have been absolute and, as will benbsp;shown to demonstration later, that the tone of cross-examination adopted by members of the Commission on manynbsp;occasions reached the limits of possibility in the way ofnbsp;harshness. 3. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That the admission of counsel would have involvednbsp;excessive expenditure of time. The answer to this is a franknbsp;denial. Counsel with a plain issue before them would notnbsp;have dreamed of exhibiting questions on absolutely immaterial topics such as are mentioned later. Further, counselnbsp;acting upon instructions from their clients would certainlynbsp;not have wasted a tenth of the

time which was expended bynbsp;Commissioners in that most fascinating but perilous of pastimes, cross-examination based on conjecture and not uponnbsp;knowledge of the facts. It is not, however, denied that the Eoyal Commission was absolutely within its legal rights in arriving at a decision notnbsp;to sanction the appearance of counsel. For the rest the Commission laid down the following rules of procedure: (a) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That each witness should give notice of his intentionnbsp;to give evidence fourteen days in advance and should sendnbsp;a summary, or a full statement of his evidence, seven days innbsp;advance. (b) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That any member of the public—and that after all isnbsp;a privilege which cannot be denied even to counsel—mightnbsp;hand up to the Commission in writing any question or questions which he desired to see administered to a witness, andnbsp;that such question, unless objected to by the Commission,nbsp;should be

put.



66 IN NORTH WALES. (c) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That it should be the duty of the secretary, when anynbsp;statement derogatory to the character of an absent man, ornbsp;his conduct, was made, to communicate at once with thenbsp;person accused. (d) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That full opportunities of rebutting such accusationsnbsp;should be given. Let us see how these rules worked. If the first of them had been observed, the secretary would have been able tonbsp;eliminate from statements of evidence that which was absolutely irrelevant. Also, wherever it was intended by anbsp;witness in his evidence in chief to impugn the character ornbsp;conduct of another person, notice might, and in commonnbsp;fairness ought to, have been given to that person. But, as anbsp;matter of fact, this rule was broken with impunity over andnbsp;over again; there is no sign, throughout the voluminousnbsp;evidence, of any desire to eliminate irrelevancy; notice wasnbsp;but rarely given of an

impending attack to the proposednbsp;victim, and, in one case, through inadvertence it is believed,nbsp;landowners’ representatives were all but persuaded to avoidnbsp;a given sitting, at which highly controversial evidence wasnbsp;given, by the official statement that no controversial evidencenbsp;was expected, and that, if any such came to hand, noticenbsp;would be given. A few instances, given from the writer’s personal knowledge, will serve to exemplify the freedom with which the rule was broken. At Chepstow witnesses were few and farnbsp;between, and, on the preceding evening, the list of witnessesnbsp;was exceedingly short. Of the witnesses who appeared onnbsp;the following day one was a person who hardly appeared tonbsp;possess even average intelligence. His name was not on thenbsp;list; he did not hand in, nor did he ever possess, a statementnbsp;of evidence. In fact he simply talked at random for an hournbsp;or more to the profit of the

official shorthand writer and nonenbsp;besides. It may be said that he was harmless; but thenbsp;answer is that there was no ground for believing beforehand E



66 THE LAND QUESTION that he would be harmless, and beyond this, rules are presumably made so that they may be kept; not merely for the purpose of being broken recklessly and without cause. Nornbsp;was the habitual breach of the rule without its serious consequences. The worst instance, perhaps, comes from Southnbsp;Wales in connection with a controversy between one Bennbsp;Maddy, a rabbit-catcher, and Mr. R. Thurston Bassett,nbsp;Master of the Glamorganshire Foxhounds. In the originalnbsp;quarrel between them there are no features of interest ornbsp;importance; but one day, at a sitting held at Carmarthen, anbsp;serious state of things came up. Notice, it should be said,nbsp;had been sent to Mr. Bassett that it would be well for him tonbsp;be present, but at so late a date that, being in London at thenbsp;time, he had, as he telegraphed to the Commission, receivednbsp;the news in London on the day when it was imperative thatnbsp;he should

be present at Carmarthen. Maddy, havingnbsp;handed in no statement in advance, proceeded to the table,nbsp;and, in the most rapid and circumstantial way, pourednbsp;out a statement, palpably founded on hearsay, whichnbsp;clearly involved an accusation against Mr. Bassett ofnbsp;misdemeanour in the shape of a flagrant breach of thenbsp;Witnesses Protection Act of 1892. Almost the whole ofnbsp;the accusation was, on the face of it, founded upon hearsay;nbsp;it was evidence at which a court of justice would not havenbsp;looked for a moment. That Mr. Bassett should rebut thatnbsp;day was clearly impossible; that he might have somethingnbsp;to say for himself was at least conceivable—and of thenbsp;manner in which he was treated when he did come forwardnbsp;to give his evidence in rebuttal, there will be something fornbsp;us to say later. Meanwhile it is noteworthy that, as soon asnbsp;Maddy’s evidence was over, evidence of which the

worstnbsp;parts were elicited by ingenious cross-examination in thenbsp;form of leading questions from some of the Commissioners,nbsp;the Chairman announced in open court that the Commissionnbsp;would consider his statement and, if it seemed to present a



primd facie case for prosecution, would submit it to the Director of Public Prosecutions. This course was taken whilenbsp;the accused man was unheard, and the South Wales papers,nbsp;which are not more contemptuous of a sensation than anynbsp;others, were naturally full of the subject. What is more, thenbsp;case, with several others, was submitted to the Public Prosecutor who, in this case, as in the others, declined to proceednbsp;on the ground that there was no case. The concession that a member of the public might exhibit questions in writing was something to be grateful for, and onnbsp;the whole there was not much ground for complaint of thenbsp;exercise by the Commissioners of their discretion to disallownbsp;such questions. But a moment’s I'eflection will serve to shownbsp;that this concession involved at best but a small mercy.nbsp;Necessity compelled counsel to frame his series of questionsnbsp;while the witness was being examined in chief,

and as suchnbsp;examination consisted, in the case of a monoglot Welshnbsp;witness, of the reading of his statement by the interpreter,nbsp;time was precious. At Dolgelley, for example, the evidencenbsp;of some five witnesses was passed on to the minutes in thisnbsp;manner within the space of ten minutes : indeed, it is crediblynbsp;assei'ted that one man’s evidence got on to the notes withoutnbsp;ever having been given in open court at all. But even wherenbsp;there was plenty of time the process of cross-examination onnbsp;paper was of extraordinary difficulty and apt to be quitenbsp;ineffectual, and that for a plain reason. The preliminarynbsp;questions in cross-examination must, in the ordinary course,nbsp;go to make the foundation of those which are to follow.nbsp;Evasive, untrue, or meaningless answers to these preliminarynbsp;questions naturally and in very many cases rendered thenbsp;whole superstructure of questions absolutely

ineffectual.nbsp;Meanwhile the Commissioners, being for the most partnbsp;necessarily ignorant of the circumstances surrounding individuals and their allegations, would cross-examine at haphazard with an effect sometimes of illustrating in amusing



68 THE LAND QUESTION ways the danger, which no lawyer would risk willingly, of cross-examination under such conditions. Thus, in Montgomeryshire, a man came forward to complain that his landlord had sued him in the County Court for the paltry sum ofnbsp;?3 10s. There was of course no real grievance seeingnbsp;that the man owed the money. But the landlord was notnbsp;named, and Mr. Commissioner Richard Jones, eager to holdnbsp;up the tyrannous oppressor of the poor to public disdain,nbsp;rushed in with an inquiry as to the landlord’s name.nbsp;“Indeed, sir, it was Mr. Humphreys Owen, M.P.,” said thenbsp;man, and the audience shouted in Homeric laughter, for Mr.nbsp;Humphreys Owen was the local member and Mr. Commissioner Richard Jones was one of his most strenuousnbsp;supporters. The trap, which was simple enough, had beennbsp;laid deliberately ; and Mr. Jones walked into it, as he walkednbsp;into many others, with astonishing simplicity.

Rule (c) which had a specious appearance of consideration for the feelings of men, would have been more effectual if itnbsp;had been carried out consistently ; but even when this wasnbsp;done it was far from being satisfactory. It was the justnbsp;subject of complaint early in the history of the Commission that the secretary, never a robust man and greatlynbsp;overburdened with work at all times, did not send the prescribed notices as consistently as might have been desired.nbsp;He was perhaps not much to be blamed. He was aware thatnbsp;landowners’ representatives, both in North Wales and South,nbsp;made a practice of communicating with their clients whennbsp;they were attacked : but it is also true that he did not knownbsp;who those clients were individually, and that evidence involving a list of members of either Association was refused tonbsp;the Commission, more than once, by officials of both Associations. Again it must be remembered that the tone

ofnbsp;allegations made against landowners was, in the general way,nbsp;so virulent that an ordinary man, hearing these allegationsnbsp;day after day, might well be forgiven if any accusation against



69 m NORTH WALES. a landowner, short of murder, highway robbery or arson, seemed to him unworthy of notice. Be that as it maynbsp;many witnesses came forward to give rebutting evidence andnbsp;showed plainly that the newspapers had conveyed to themnbsp;the first intelligence that a false statement had been madenbsp;against them. But the rule, even when followed, was unsatisfactory. The accused person received a printed form stating thatnbsp;evidence afEecting him had been given by A. B., and that anbsp;copy of the official shorthand note could be obtained on payment of the shorthand writer’s charges of 8d. per folio of 72nbsp;words. Having ordered and paid for a great number ofnbsp;these shorthand notes the writer ventures to say that theynbsp;cost the Associations of North and South Wales respectivelynbsp;at least ?500 in the whole. This, of course, is independentnbsp;of the orders given by private individuals and of

paymentsnbsp;made to shorthand writers employed privately. Now the statements involving accusations were, as a general rule, ramblingnbsp;and genealogical to start with, exuberantly verbose throughout, and protracted by questions in cross-examination onnbsp;more than one occasion from every individual member of thenbsp;Commission. It is submitted that to require a poor man,nbsp;and many landowners are very poor, to meet this considerablenbsp;expense as the preliminary to meeting an unknown chargenbsp;made against him in his absence and without notice given tonbsp;him, was in the last degree unjust. But it may be said thenbsp;accused man might have waited for the official minutes ofnbsp;the evidence which were issued, in his own good time, bynbsp;the Queen’s printer. The answer is that the Queen’s printernbsp;was very slow; thus, the writer was asked to revise in September 1895 the official proofs of evidence given by him innbsp;the

spring of that year; and no self-respecting man, knowingnbsp;he had been accused of some unnamed offence against honournbsp;or morality, could be expected to care to leave his characternbsp;uncleared so long.



70 THE LAND QUESTION And when the opportunity of rebuttal came the process was far from the ideal standard of perfection. The chancesnbsp;were quite twenty to one that the original accusation wasnbsp;made upon the basis of hearsay evidence by a man who was anbsp;stranger to the original dispute, if any dispute there hadnbsp;been. Such a man, in nine cases out of ten, could notnbsp;answer those questions in cross-examination which mightnbsp;have explained the whole matter. The typical case ofnbsp;rebuttal, was one in which the man who desired tonbsp;repel an accusation made against him was called upon tonbsp;give his evidence after a considerable period of time hadnbsp;elapsed since the original charge was formulated, and innbsp;a district far removed from that in which the country folknbsp;had heard his alleged offences against humanity described.nbsp;So the audiences of mountain farmers and peasants, notnbsp;given to reading the papers, who had

listened to the casenbsp;for the prosecution and had discussed it one with another,nbsp;had no opportunity of listening to the case for the defence;nbsp;and, as the Welsh vernacular papers for the most partnbsp;omitted to publish any report of the long-delayed defence,nbsp;the original audiences for the most part went under the impression that no denial or explanation had ever been given.nbsp;This, however, was far from being the only drawback, for annbsp;obstinate neglect of the elementary rules of fairness, as thenbsp;examples given will show, characterised the practice of thenbsp;Commission in hearing rebutting evidence. Over and overnbsp;again Lord Carrington, as Chairman of the Commission,nbsp;attempted to confine rebutting evidence to sheer denial ofnbsp;the original charge, taken sentence by sentence, to the exclusion of all explanation. It needs hardly to be argued thatnbsp;such a rule was contrary to justice in its most obviousnbsp;aspect; indeed, for the

moment it is necessary to do no morenbsp;than point out that, in nine cases out of ten, an explanationnbsp;of the reason why this act or that was done is absolutelynbsp;essential to the formation of judgment upon its quality and to a



71 IN NORTH WALES. decision whether the original act was harsh, merciful, or just. So plain is this fact, indeed, that the general public may wellnbsp;hesitate to accept a mere statement that any body of men, letnbsp;alone a Royal Commission, ever endeavoured for a moment tonbsp;enforce a rule so monstrous and so absolutely repugnant tonbsp;every principle of justice. Prudence therefore dictates thenbsp;citation of the ipsissima verba of the Chairman. Captainnbsp;N. P. Stewart, the chief agent of the Vaynol estate (thenbsp;reference is Question 13,625) was engaged in rebutting thenbsp;evidence of sundry witnesses, when the Chairman addressednbsp;him thus;— “ Captain Stewart, you must clearly understand this, that rebutting evidence cannot be long statements saying whatnbsp;has been done and what has not been done, or going into thenbsp;history of the people ; we must have it that this is wrong ornbsp;that is wrong, this is not true and

so forth; we cannot havenbsp;a discursive statement going back into ancient history.” Again (Q. 20,333 onwards), Mr. R. Hughes Pritchard, of Bangor, was engaged in rebutting evidence given by Mr.nbsp;David Owen, another solicitor of Bangor, to the effect thatnbsp;the tenant of a charity farm called Llysllew, had been treatednbsp;with great harshness by the trustees. The following dialoguenbsp;took place;— “ Lord Carrington.—I understand that the Llysllew case has been tried in a court of law ? “ Witness.—It has, my lord. Lord Carrington.—We cannot go into the merits of the case ; but is there anything in this statement that you wishnbsp;to rebut ? “ Witness.—Yes. A great deal. “ Lord Carrington.—Will you be kind enough to confine yourself not to the general case, but to pointing out anything



72 THE LAND QUESTION that you say is incorrect in the statement. We do not mean to go into the merits of the case. The case has been decided.” Now in this case the Chairman had to deal with a strong man who gave the Commission clearly to understand that henbsp;would state his case properly or not at all. His answernbsp;amounted to a severe condemnation, based upon justice sonbsp;obvious that no impartial mind could doubt it, of the methodnbsp;which the Commission endeavoured to enforce. He said :— “ I submit that Mr. David Owen has gone into the merits of the case, and it would be perfectly impossible for me innbsp;replying to him to confine myself simply to rebutting certainnbsp;small portions of what he has said. He has introduced a vastnbsp;amount of prejudice into this case. Besides making misstatements, he has made statements which are partially truenbsp;and partially untrue, and I claim on behalf of the trusteesnbsp;the right of replying generally

and of stating the case fromnbsp;their point of view.” Mr. Pritchard, in fact, refused to be browbeaten, and carried his point. But there were plenty of witnesses who, not possessing his experience in courts of law, were browbeatennbsp;and were prohibited from explaining and justifying acts whichnbsp;they could not deny simpliciter. The injustice of such a rule of proceeding could no farther go. Take the common form of allegation, usually made bynbsp;some other person than the alleged victim, that a tenant hadnbsp;been evicted for political or sectarian reasons. The non-appearance of the tenant was invariably explained on thenbsp;ground that he was afraid to come forward, which was absurd,nbsp;seeing that, if the man had been evicted, he had nothing leftnbsp;to fear from his landlord, even supposing he ever would havenbsp;had anything to fear. Surely nothing could be more contrary to rudimentary justice than that, if the tenant had been



73 IN NORTH WALES. turned out at all, the landlord should be prohibited from explaining the causes which led to the change of tenancy;nbsp;for in such cases a statement of surrounding circumstancesnbsp;may entirely alter the complexion of the original story,nbsp;although each individual statement in that story, standingnbsp;alone, may be true. Suppressio veri may, and for the mostnbsp;part does, amount to suggestio falsi. But perhaps the most flagrant case of injustice in relation to rebutting evidence was that of Mr. Bassett which hasnbsp;already been mentioned. He had been accused by Maddynbsp;(Q. 42,209 et seq.) of using his influence to prevent Maddynbsp;from pursuing his employment because he, Maddy, had givennbsp;evidence. The material sentence evidence, which is appended,nbsp;was all hearsay. “ Q. 42,209.—Groom (the keeper) told me that Mr. Bassett had sent him to ask Mr. Watts (a farmer) not to employ me. “ Q. 42,210.—I was

asked by Mr. Loughor (another farmer) to come to his farm to catch rabbits. Before I went I metnbsp;Mr. Loughor, and he told me that he had received a letternbsp;from Mr. Bassett asking him not to employ Ben Maddy,” andnbsp;so on. Further statements were then made by Maddy against a Mr. Alexander, and the^Chairman, there and then, withoutnbsp;waiting to give Mr. Bassett an opportunity of answering anbsp;charge which, if true, would have involved him in a maximumnbsp;penalty of ?100 or a maximum imprisonment of three months,nbsp;said: ‘‘ The Commissioners, having heard your statements,nbsp;will consider them carefully, and, if on consideration your allegations seem to present a primA facie casej will lay the matternbsp;before the Public Prosecutor.” In due time Mr. Bassett appeared to rebut at Brecon (50,724 onwards) bringing withnbsp;him all the persons to whom Maddy had attributed languagenbsp;which they denied that they had used.

Mr. Bassett positively



74 THE LAND QUESTION denied the alleged instruction to the keeper; he produced a letter of his own to Mr. Watts, the farmer, stating that he hadnbsp;no objection to his employing Maddy ; he showed that he hadnbsp;simply asked Mr. Loughor not to employ any rabbit-catchernbsp;until after the coverts had been shot. Then a Mr. Radcliffe,nbsp;who had presumed to employ another rabbit-catcher thannbsp;Maddy, stated that his adoption of this course had nothing tonbsp;do with Maddy’s evidence. Then Mr. Loughor was called,nbsp;denied that he had ever asked Maddy to catch rabbits, and,nbsp;in brief, denied the whole of Maddy’s story. The dissipationnbsp;of this absurd story, which never ought to have been admittednbsp;as evidence, cost Mr. Bassett between ?50 and ?60. At this point it is desirable to interpolate two very flagrant cases in which the first rule of practice laid down by thenbsp;Commission seems to have either been disregarded or usednbsp;for sinister

purposes. In the first of them to be dealt with Lord Penrhyn was concerned. It occurred in the spring of 1895 and care hasnbsp;been taken to place the facts irrevocably upon the minutesnbsp;of the Commission. A sitting of the Commission in Londonnbsp;was impending and formal notice %vas sent to Mr. Georgenbsp;Owen that no controversial evidence teas expected and thatnbsp;if any such evidence teas sent in notice would he given tonbsp;him. A similar notice was sent to Mr. Vincent who, however, deemed it prudent, or at the worst harmless, to attend,nbsp;although no further notice had been received. He had hisnbsp;reward. The first witness called was Mr. David Jones, anbsp;solicitor of Llanrwst, who made against Lord Penrhyn, innbsp;relation to his purchase of part of Lord Ancaster’s Gwydyrnbsp;estate, a series of accusations into the details of which it isnbsp;needless to enter. Suffice it to say that Lord Carrington,nbsp;from the Chair, described them as being

very serious charges,nbsp;and that Lord Penrhyn and his advisers deemed it necessarynbsp;to bring up to London later a body of witnesses who, it isnbsp;not too much to say, refuted the original allegations com-



75- IN NOETH WALES. pletely and absolutely, and proved that Mr. Jones made an entirely false charge. The same witness (Mr. Jones) thennbsp;made a series of allegations, concerning the management ofnbsp;a Denbighshire estate, of so violently controversial a character^nbsp;that the Commission, having had their attention called tonbsp;the wording of the secretary’s notice, and after retiring fornbsp;consultation, ordered them to be expunged from the minutes.nbsp;That this error on the part of the secretary was due to inadvertence and not to any sinister motive I am assured; butnbsp;one who was compelled to practice before the Commission,nbsp;and in whom inadvertence would not have been pardoned,nbsp;may be excused for saying that the case is illustrative of thenbsp;difficulties with which he had to contend. Either the rulenbsp;of forwarding evidence beforehand was broken, which is notnbsp;likely since the evidence in question (apart from any

matternbsp;affecting Lord Penrhyn) luas brought forward at the expressnbsp;request of the Commission; or the secretary made a statement as to the contents of a document which he had notnbsp;read; or he guessed the probable contents of a documentnbsp;which had not arrived at the office of the Commission.nbsp;In any event he broke his promise upon an important subject,nbsp;and, from the public point of view, such an act, even thoughnbsp;due to inadvertence, is a very serious and grave matter.nbsp;The work of a secretary to a Commission is tedious no doubtnbsp;but he undertakes it of his own free will and, from a man innbsp;such an official position as his, the public has a right tonbsp;expect and insist upon having scrupulous exactitude. The second case is one with regard to which, after the fullest consideration possible, it is impossible to offer anynbsp;satisfactory explanation or to acquit persons unknown of anbsp;nefarious agreement to defame the

character of a man whonbsp;was not only absent but in bad health. In these circumstances the wise course is for the writer, who was an eyewitness of and a listener at the scene, to state the bald factsnbsp;and to leave the task of explanation to supernatural charity.



76 THE LAKH QUESTION The scene was the Commission’s Court at Newtown. Several persons, of whom the writer was one, asked at thenbsp;opening of the Court for the usual list of the names ofnbsp;witnesses for the day. The name Parker did not appear innbsp;that list. Early in the forenoon, however, a man, whonbsp;turned out to he Parker, entered the room precisely as hisnbsp;name was being called, and took his seat at the table. Thisnbsp;person then proceeded to give evidence of the gravest conceivable character against Sir Pryce Jones. The effect ofnbsp;the story was that Parker, being agent for an estate practically in Newtown, which was the property of an eccentricnbsp;owner residing at Reading, had been bribed repeatedly,nbsp;periodically and on a magnificent scale by Sir Pryce Jones.nbsp;The object of this bribery—Parker himself did not shrinknbsp;from the word when it was put to him bluntly—was statednbsp;to be that, in consideration of moneys received, Parker

mightnbsp;induce his principal to grant to Sir Pryce Jones a long leasenbsp;of his Newtown property; and the alleged object of thisnbsp;proceeding was that Sir Pryce Jones might be placed in anbsp;position to exercise irresistible political pressure over thenbsp;numerous tenants. Such was the statement: it belongs to that class of statement which is not worth a particle of notice without distinct and emphatic corroboration; it was simply the confession,nbsp;or purported to be the confession, of a thorough-pacednbsp;scoundrel, who introduced himself to the Commission asnbsp;a man who, having sold his master’s interests, was preparednbsp;to betray the man who bribed him. No notice was takennbsp;by Sir Pryce Jones of his calumniator; the Commission tonbsp;all appearance treated his statements with just scorn. But why, seeing that at best his evidence related only to an urban neighbourhood, and might be taken as the fetidnbsp;scum remaining from the whirlpool of passion caused by

anbsp;hard-fought election petition, was he brought forward ?nbsp;Why did not his name appear on the list of witnesses?



77 IN NORTH WALES. How came it that his name was called out suddenly at the moment when he entered the door ? Finally, why was nonbsp;notice of this terrible accusation sent to the man whosenbsp;character would have suffered if Parker had been believed ?nbsp;Fortunately it is no part of our duty to answer any of thesenbsp;questions or to dissipate from the whole scene those cloudsnbsp;of suspicion in which it is wrapped. But that they oughtnbsp;to be answered by some person or persons is abundantly clear ;nbsp;for, on the face of it, the story is distinctly discreditable tonbsp;the Commission, Let us leave this odious subject and proceed to state the principles which were followed in relation to the acceptancenbsp;and rejection of evidence. It cannot be denied, of course,nbsp;that a Eoyal Commission is entitled in this matter to be anbsp;law unto itself, even a new law every day. It may acceptnbsp;anything, even a statement in a newspaper

paragraph, asnbsp;evidence one day and reject a deed the next day. Nor is itnbsp;pretended that a Royal Commission is bound by the ordinarynbsp;laws of evidence. On the other hand it is within the rightsnbsp;of any man to urge that when an investigating body persistently declines to apply to evidence the most elementary tests,nbsp;the conclusions based upon evidence so collected are at leastnbsp;as ojoen to doubt as the evidence itself. There is no sanctitynbsp;about the law of evidence. It has neither a divine nor, fornbsp;the most part, even a statutory origin. It merely representsnbsp;the conditions with which statements must comply, accordingnbsp;to the accumulated experience of generations, before theynbsp;can be accepted as true. It prefers the best attainablenbsp;evidence to the worst, direct evidence to hearsay, originalnbsp;documents to copies made by hand ; and, since in this booknbsp;at any rate we are under no obligation to place

men on thenbsp;same plane with angels, there need be no hesitation in sayingnbsp;that the foundation of the law of evidence is the knowledgenbsp;that all men are liable to error, and that a large number ofnbsp;men are prone to deliberate falsehood.



THE LAND QUESTION Let us see then how the Welsh Land Commissioners treated the law of evidence in the general way, although it must benbsp;admitted at the same time that they relapsed into strictness onnbsp;occasion. To begin with, and at a very early stage of thenbsp;proceedings, they not only discarded but prohibited the mostnbsp;elementary and necessary test of the truth of testimony; thatnbsp;is to say, they absolutely forbade any questions to be addressednbsp;either by a Commissioner or “ member of the public ” to anynbsp;witness concerning the manner in which his evidence hadnbsp;been prepared. This extraordinary rule was passed under thenbsp;following circumstances in South Wales during the first weeknbsp;of the active life of the Commission. A witness, not unfavourable to the existing law of tenure, had given his evidence.nbsp;He was, with great propriety, cross-examined as to the mannernbsp;in which his evidence had been prepared. Counsel,

representing landowners as “ a member of the public,” nevernbsp;dreamed of objecting to the cross-examination. Why shouldnbsp;he have protested against the application of an obvious touchstone ? But he took the precaution of causing the questionsnbsp;put from the bench to be taken down in shorthand, and, whennbsp;the next witness on the other side came forward with anbsp;flowery and consecutive statement—the said witness being anbsp;man of humble circumstances and apparently indifferentnbsp;culture—these identical questions were administered to himnbsp;by a “ member of the public.” Sundry Commissioners, notnbsp;recognising the original authorship of these questions, protested. It seemed to them an outrage that a witness whomnbsp;they liked should be harried in so unfeeling a manner. Anbsp;note was then handed in, pointing out that these questions hadnbsp;emanated from the Bench, and were not a sinister inventionnbsp;of the enemy; moreover, it was pointed

out, in forensic language, that sauce for the goose is sauce also for the gander.nbsp;Thereupon, after the adjournment, it was found that a rulenbsp;had been passed denying sauce to either bird. In fact, allnbsp;-questions as to the sources or preparation of evidence were



79 IN NORTH WALES. absolutely forbidden. Now, seeing that it is impossible to conceive a more persuasive inducement to the wholesale fabrication of evidence, it becomes necessary to explain how thenbsp;evidence on our side was collected. Evidence does not collectnbsp;itself; that is certain. Somebody must see to its preparationnbsp;or it will never be ready. The whole of the evidence on ournbsp;side in North and South Wales was collected thus. Thenbsp;syllabus of the Commission, containing a large number ofnbsp;questions, was printed verbatim, but in an extended form, sonbsp;as to leave space for a witness to write his answer. A verynbsp;small number of additional questions was asked. They werenbsp;questions which were obviously relevant. In no single casenbsp;were the answers, which were in the handwriting of the witness, altered. Copies were taken for use before the Commission and no more. It is, however, a curious

circumstancenbsp;that, on more than one occasion, individual Commissionersnbsp;failed to recognise that the main body of the questions emanated from the Commission itself, and objected to the greatnbsp;area which they covered. Landowners, however, were justifiednbsp;in acting on the belief that the Commission, having asked anbsp;number of questions, desired to have them answered: andnbsp;they did answer them in the manner described and no other.nbsp;To farmers the North Wales Association issued a simpler andnbsp;shorter form of questions, and as to the answers the samenbsp;practice was pursued. This can be proved by documentarynbsp;evidence now, if desired, and any lawyer will admit that anbsp;more innocent method of preparing evidence could not benbsp;devised. At the same time, it must be observed that there isnbsp;a coherence and splendour of style about much of the evidence given to the contrary effect by men in

the position ofnbsp;very simple peasants which gives ground for suspicion. Next, the Commission simply revelled in hearsay. This was excusable in some measure in the case of such witnessesnbsp;as the Rev. Ifan Davies, a young Congregational minister,nbsp;who [Q. 6800 onwards] made allegations as to alleged usurp-



80 TJ?E LAND QUESTION ation of pieces of common in 1838 by Sir Watkin Williams Wynn and made statements as to seven alleged cases ofnbsp;political eviction in 1859. True it is that the value of bisnbsp;evidence as to the common question was but small; still itnbsp;directed the attention of the Wynnstay authorities to thenbsp;estate books, which were conclusive in the matter. True isnbsp;it also that 1859 is not so very long ago but that somenbsp;survivors of that date might be found to give better evidence, and it may be added that the statement of Mr. Thomasnbsp;Ellis, who was at the time Junior Lord of the Treasury,nbsp;on this topic did not possess the same power to convincenbsp;which would have belonged to a statement, concerning thenbsp;same subject-matter, if it had been made by his father. Butnbsp;in relation to hearsay evidence of this character there is nonbsp;reason for raising such grave objections as those which mustnbsp;be raised against other classes of

hearsay evidence. Of these classes of hearsay evidence there were two principal kinds. The first of these was the evidence of witnesses who appeared in the capacity of self-appointed delegates, so tonbsp;speak, not merely to give expression to the general opinion ofnbsp;farmers in a particular district, but also to state the individualnbsp;grievances of men who simply would not take the trouble tonbsp;come forward. A typical witness of this kind was Mr.nbsp;Thomas Davies, who gave evidence at Bala (7972 et seq.).nbsp;That the Commission had no objection to this kind of evidencenbsp;and, in fact invited it, is clear from the Chairman’s openingnbsp;words: “ State as shortly and concisely as you can the principal points you wish to emphasise, and state your own case, andnbsp;then give the cases of the other tenants for whom yovj arenbsp;'privileged to speak.”



81' IN NORTH WALES. evidence was admitted, the blue-book pages may be passed over until the vicarious part of the evidence is reached (8139).nbsp;In that there are several cases to which observations arenbsp;annexed showing the uselessness of the vicarious system. (lt;x) Witness spoke of a farm named Penlan, said it had been let eight years ago to one Roberts on an understandingnbsp;that repairs would be effected. Roberts left after five years,nbsp;the house only having been repaired. Simon succeeded. Picturesque details followed as to state of barn roof. Ohservations.—What sort of understanding ? Oral or written ? Between Roberts and whom ? What could Robertsnbsp;fear from giving evidence if he had relinquished the-tenancy ? (b) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Witness, in relation to two farms near Bala to the rentsnbsp;of which additions had been made in consequence of additionsnbsp;made to the area of the farms, added that the tenant ofnbsp;both farms had difficulty in

paying their rents, that the tenantnbsp;of one paid no wages to his two sons and one daughter, andnbsp;had saved no money. Ohservations.—Questions of some importance would clearly have been asked of the tenants themselves; but there was no ?nbsp;use in questioning the delegate—perhaps a volunteer—on’nbsp;matters beyond his knowledge. (c) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Witness alleged a verbal understanding between tenantnbsp;and landlord, that landlord was to supply 1000 drain pipesnbsp;per annum as long as required, and a breach of such understanding after 1500 pipes had been supplied. Observations.—Landlord might dispute the understanding, question manner of applying pipes, amp;c., ad libitum. Tenantnbsp;might have been questioned on this point; delegate knewnbsp;nothing about it. (d) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Witness described farm of Ysgubor gerig consisting ofnbsp;two parcels of 15 acres a mile apart, complained that therenbsp;were no buildings on upper part and

that tenant, aged 60,nbsp;and wife, had to work farm themselves owing to inability to



'82 THE LAND QUESTION pay for labour. Complained also that rent had risen from ?24 to ?28 and then ?35. Observations. — Likely enough. It is idle to expect separate buildings for an exceptional farm divided like thisnbsp;one. The holding is clearly a peasant holding, the tenant ofnbsp;which could not be expected to be able to hire labour. Thenbsp;statements as to increase of rent are valueless without datesnbsp;even if correct. Upon these valuable statements, two of which were minimised on the spot by some pertinent questions from Mr.nbsp;lioyd Price, the only landowner referred to in them whonbsp;was present, the Chairman publicly directed the secretary tonbsp;communicate with all the landlords concerned. Thus uponnbsp;a statement made by a stranger to the contract of tenancy,nbsp;by a man who was not in a position to give a complete accountnbsp;of the state of things, several gentlemen were asked eithernbsp;to put themselves to inconvenience to attend before

thenbsp;Commission or to be content to lie under some sort ofnbsp;stigma. It may be added that this kind of evidence, of which the above is merely a sample taken at haphazard, was all thenbsp;more valueless inasmuch as in many cases it has beennbsp;discovered to have been worse even than hearsay, as havingnbsp;been given without the knowledge or consent or even againstnbsp;the wishes of the tenants alleged to be aggrieved. But thenbsp;most objectionable kind of hearsay of all was that whichnbsp;was admitted frequently—and in the face of vigorous, repeatednbsp;but hopeless protest—upon serious questions involving men’snbsp;personal conduct and character. Of this it were impossiblenbsp;to conceive a more flagrant example than the statement ofnbsp;Maddy {vide supra) in which Mr. Thurston Bassett wasnbsp;accused of a crime which, if it had been brought home tonbsp;him, would have rendered him liable to three months’ hardnbsp;labour, a flne of ?100 and to find

Maddy a livelihood for thenbsp;term of his natural life.



83 IN NORTH WALES. The excuse made for all this was the constant if indefinite assertion of witnesses that the best evidence was not attainable because the men who ought to come forward were afraid.nbsp;The history of the growth of this assertion is of somenbsp;interest. Long before the Commission was dreamed of, thenbsp;vernacular journals had denounced the Welsh people, particularly those amongst them who would not ally themselvesnbsp;to journalistic schemes of agitation originating in a desirenbsp;for newspaper profits, in superlative terms of contempt. Nonbsp;sooner was the Commission appointed than the same newspapers, with tedious and unending iteration, adjured thenbsp;tenantry to be of good courage, to come forward and benbsp;eloquent upon their grievances. But the adjuration wasnbsp;always accompanied by a significant warning that, thenbsp;Witnesses Protection Act 1892 notwithstanding, the giversnbsp;of straightforward testimony might

suffer terrible things.nbsp;The fact of the matter is that the party of agitation, whonbsp;had been working in vain for years to promote discontentnbsp;and had persisted in inventing grievances in the abstract,nbsp;were nonplussed when a friendly and deluded Administrationnbsp;took them at their word and appointed a Commission which,nbsp;friendly as it was, could not be expected to report withoutnbsp;some concrete evidence upon which to base its conclusions. And they knew, of that there is not the smallest doubt, that such evidence would be more than commonly hard tonbsp;find. The mass of their invective had been directed againstnbsp;the more considerable owners of property, and it was uponnbsp;them that they had lavished every abusive epithet and everynbsp;flowery expression that could be conceived. A sample ofnbsp;this habitual language will be found in the extracts quotednbsp;in Lord Penrhyn’s evidence {mpra). But when the necessity for adducing

substantial proof and of giving up scandalous rhetoric came to them, when theynbsp;became conscious of the fact that a Eoyal Commission couldnbsp;not reasonably be expected to accept as evidence comparisons



84 THE LAND QUESTION between great landowners and unclean beasts or birds of prey, or vague and general scurrilities concerning landownersnbsp;as a body, they were placed in a position of some awkwardness. And this became the more plain to them when theynbsp;reflected that the large estates were, one and all, managed innbsp;a spirit of such generosity and toleration as no Act of thenbsp;Legislature could hope to enforce or would be likely tonbsp;attempt to impose. Among the smaller properties, albeitnbsp;some of them also were and are managed in a large-heartednbsp;and open-handed fashion, they might, perhaps, have foundnbsp;some appearance of grievance. At any rate they could havenbsp;shown that the tenants of the larger estates were, taken asnbsp;a body, in a better position than the tenants upon smallernbsp;estates. Nor is the reason far to seek. It is to be found innbsp;the simple fact that the owners of small estates, unless

theynbsp;had incomes arising from other sources than land, simply couldnbsp;not afford to give away so large a proportion of their incomesnbsp;in abatements and reductions, or to make such great expenditure in repairs and improvements, as their more wealthynbsp;brethren. Moreover, the agitators had to face the fact thatnbsp;the great mass of the farming population, which had beennbsp;alleged to be in a state of seething discontent, was in factnbsp;quite tranquil, satisfied that the landowners had done whatnbsp;they could to meet the depression in agricultural prices, wellnbsp;aware that to that end great sacrifices had been made bynbsp;landowners. Lastly, if they had attacked the small land-owners, they well knew that in so doing they would run nonbsp;inconsiderable risk of offending men of their own politicalnbsp;and religious creeds. Of direct evidence, therefore, they saw that little could be obtained. They perceived, and the sequel showed

theirnbsp;judgment to be correct, that necessity would compel them tonbsp;rely largely upon the evidence of persons unfamiliar with thenbsp;incidents of agricultural life, who were strangers to thenbsp;meaning of a contract of tenancy, and unacquainted with the



85 m NORTH WALES. facts embodied in the relation of landlord and tenant. A passing glance at the volumes of evidence shows that amongnbsp;the most voluble and positive of witnesses were Nonconformistnbsp;ministers of various denominations, solicitors fighting o’ernbsp;again battles which they had lost in the Law Courts (thenbsp;evidence of Mr. David Owen, solicitor, at Llangefni is typical),nbsp;tradesmen in towns and villages, journalists, printers, pro-tessional agitators, and the like. Now this was not a pleasingnbsp;prospect. There was reasonable cause to fear that the Commissioners might suggest that, as one would not ask an artistnbsp;to advise one concerning investments, or a chemist to act as anbsp;lawyer, so ministers, tradesmen, solicitors, and the like werenbsp;not the best judges of the value of land or the justice ofnbsp;conditions of tenancy. Hence came the necessity for imagining beforehand an excuse which might serve to induce

thenbsp;Commissioners to accept evidence which, in the great majoritynbsp;of cases, it would be fulsome flattery to describe by thenbsp;epithet second-rate. That this allegation was absolutely devoid of foundation in fact is, to speak plainly, perfectly well known in Wales.nbsp;Many witnesses, some of them spontaneously, others by waynbsp;of answer to leading or suggestive questions exhibited by thenbsp;Commissioners, averred that a general feeling of fear existed,nbsp;or as one witness, with no high opinion of the courage ofnbsp;humanity, said, “ That there was a kind of instinct of fear innbsp;a man.” None, until very late in the day (when the allegednbsp;cases of intimidation in South Wales were brought forwardnbsp;to be ridiculed by the Public Prosecutor), ventured to mentionnbsp;any specific cases, real or imaginary ; many, indeed, admittednbsp;that there was no cause or reason for any such fear. Othernbsp;witnesses, landowners, agents and farmers,

persistentlynbsp;ridiculed the whole idea. But it was impossible not to perceive that the allegation, unflattering to the verge of insult asnbsp;it seemed to be so far as the Welsh people were concerned,nbsp;made a strong impression on many of the Commissioners.



86 THE LAND QUESTION Questions leading to it were asked time after time ; the Chairman, on opening the proceedings of the Commission innbsp;a new county or district, made a practice of reading thenbsp;operative sentences of the Witnesses Protection Act, 1892,nbsp;aloud in a solemn voice, and of announcing, in a tone ofnbsp;severe resolution, the determination of the Commission to setnbsp;the law in motion whensoever occasion arose. Nay more,nbsp;individual Commissioners, many of them, went so far as tonbsp;ask numerous landowners and their agents whether theynbsp;had issued to the tenantry public invitations to tender evidence before the Commission. To have taken any such coursenbsp;would, it is submitted, have been an act on the part of thenbsp;landowning classes equally impolitic and arrogant. It wouldnbsp;have been an admission by them that the tenantry were in anbsp;state of fear; it would have been a false suggestion,

becausenbsp;they were perfectly well aware that the tenantry were notnbsp;frightened at all and had no cause for fear; and, surely, itnbsp;would have been presumptuous and insulting to the lastnbsp;degree for one class of men to grant graciously and condescendingly to another class of men permission to do thatnbsp;which they had an absolute right to do of their own free will. Be it here asserted formally and solemnly that this feeling of fear certainly did not exist, did not prevent witnesses fromnbsp;appearing before the Commission, that the assertion of it wasnbsp;simply an invention of the party of agitation and a cloak tonbsp;cover the absence of evidence. None the less, unless diversnbsp;of the Commissioners asked many questions for sheer love ofnbsp;mischievous amusement, it is certain that this alleged fearnbsp;will take a prominent place in the report of the majority ofnbsp;the Commissioners. But suppose for the moment that wenbsp;are

wrong, and that men and women were deterred fromnbsp;describing their grievances. None the less the admissionnbsp;of hearsay evidence was, in a great number of cases, whollynbsp;inexcusable and not to be explained at all by the allegationnbsp;of an imaginary terror. Thus in the numerous cases where



87' IN NORTH WALES. it was alleged that men or women still living had suffered hardship in a tenancy which had expired, where a landownernbsp;was accused of having resorted to what Mr. Thomas Ellis,nbsp;M.P., called, in his House of Commons speech, the ultimanbsp;ratio of eviction, it was clearly idle to say that the allegednbsp;victim was in fear of coming forward. If the story were truenbsp;nothing was left for him to dread. The landowner had donenbsp;his worst. In too many of these cases there is reason to-suspect that the witness was such a person as Lord Stanleynbsp;of Alderley had in his mind when (Q. 19,883) he said, bynbsp;way of reply to a question handed in by one of the audiencenbsp;to the Commission, “ This is not a tenant coming forward tonbsp;complain. It is some meddling outsider. What does henbsp;know about it ? ” Still less could the alleged existence of fear, which is such a very easy thing to assert and so difficult a thing tonbsp;disprove, be

used to explain the frequent admission of handmade copies of documents, of undated agreements (and thenbsp;date is very material having regard to the allegation ofnbsp;contracts out of the Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883), ofnbsp;verbal statements concerning the effect of written documents.nbsp;Be it observed that no person alleges that the Commissionnbsp;had not power to do all these things. But the persons whonbsp;are conscious in advance that, without due regard to thenbsp;evidence given in favour of the existing system, they will benbsp;condemned as certainly as they would have been if nonbsp;evidence had ever been taken, venture to say earnestly,nbsp;emphatically, and confidently that a very great part of the evidence on which the condemnation will be based is, on the facenbsp;of it, absolutely worthless. It is simply not in accordancenbsp;with the rules established by human experience for thenbsp;elementary testing of evidence. And they add that if,

asnbsp;Mr. Commissioner Griffiths complained at Carnarvon, farmersnbsp;did not attend the meetings in any great niimbers, that factnbsp;was due not to any ignoble and irrational fear, but to lack



?S8 THE LAND QUESTION of interest in the proceedings of the Commission which, albeit conducted occasionally with a spirited eye to thenbsp;gallery, were far from being exhilarating. For the length at which this question of evidence has been ?treated, no apology is offered; the importance of it is vital;nbsp;it goes to the root of the question whether the recommendations of the majority of the Commission are worthy of seriousnbsp;consideration or not. It is one thing to call a man a robbernbsp;and prove the charge to the satisfaction of reason; it is quitenbsp;another thing to base the accusation on a statement, whichnbsp;may be untrue in itself, that somebody else has said something to that effect which may, wilfully or ignorantly, benbsp;misrepresented in the repetition. It is to any conclusionsnbsp;based on this kind of evidence that the most strenuousnbsp;objection is raised. The second point of objection raised against the Welsh Land Commission at the

end of the preceding chapter wasnbsp;that it gave an immensely wide definition to the terms ofnbsp;reference, and thus wasted a great deal of public time andnbsp;money. It must be said at once that this is a publicnbsp;grievance rather than one of which Welshmen have annbsp;individual right to complain. If the Commission chose tonbsp;hear the opinions of Mr. Pritchard Morgan, M.P., on goldmining royalties, opinions which had nothing of noveltynbsp;in them, or to listen while a Druidical newspaper reporternbsp;discoursed on the precarious state of the Rockingstone, or tonbsp;encourage the reading of long essays purporting to embodynbsp;the history of mediteval or pre-mediseval Wales, no greatnbsp;harm was done. Only, we take leave to say, those subjectsnbsp;are omitted in this volume as being of no practical importance. Again, if the Commission was pleased to questionnbsp;Lord Penrhyn’s chief land agent as to his title to certainnbsp;lands,

and to re-open the question between the .Duke ofnbsp;Beaufort and the Swansea Corporation as to the foreshore atnbsp;tSwansea, it mattered very little. For Lord Penrhyn’s agent



89 IN NORTH WALES. firmly declined to make reply upon a matter whicli was as foreign to his duties as it was outside the scope of the Commission, and the Duke of Beaufort’s advisers were not to benbsp;drawn into arguing before a mixed Commission, containingnbsp;but one professional lawyer, a question which had beennbsp;settled once and for all by those very competent judges whonbsp;formed the Court of Exchequer fifty years ago. Nor, perhaps,nbsp;did it matter much that the Commissioners should bynbsp;question invite witnesses to describe and define the methodsnbsp;of religious instruction used at elementary schools, or thenbsp;statistics of illegitimacy in various districts. These thingsnbsp;were wanton waste of public money; that is all; and theynbsp;are mentioned here partly as illustrative of the intellectualnbsp;capacity and power of adhering to the main issues whichnbsp;characterised the body appointed to inquire into a greatnbsp;problem, and partly to reassure

the general student of thenbsp;evidence. He may learn with pleasure that a good third ofnbsp;the thousands of pages is absolutely irrelevant; but enoughnbsp;remains to remind us of Macaulay’s criticism of Dr. Nares’snbsp;Burleigh of which, we shrewdly suspect, the report itself willnbsp;remind us also: “ The title is as long as an ordinary preface; the prefatory matter would furnish out an ordinary book, and the booknbsp;contains as much reading as an ordinary library. We cannotnbsp;sum up the merits of the stupendous mass of paper which liesnbsp;before us better than by saying that it consists of about 2000nbsp;closely printed quarto pages, that it occupies 1500 inchesnbsp;cubic measure, and that it weighs 60 lbs. avoirdupois.”



CHAPTEE V. Majority of the Gommisaion started with Prejudice in Favour of a Land Court—Assertion justified hy Selection of Questions—Treatment of Witnesses opposed to a Land Court—severe Cross-examination—Mr. Brynmor Jones, Q.G., M.P., and Colonel the Lion. W.nbsp;F. Sackville West—Lord Carrington and Captain Stewart—thenbsp;“ Coffin letter ” rejected hy Lord Carrington—the Sequel in thenbsp;Merionethshire Outrage—Lord Carrington and the Clergyman--Mr. Brynmor Jones insults some Montgomeryshire Farmers—thenbsp;Commission fails to secure Evidence from Substantial and Representative Farmers. At the end. of the third chapter the four main complaints raised against the majority of the Welsh Land Commissionnbsp;were summarised. Two of these have been dealt with innbsp;detail in Chapter IV.; two remain for treatment. The Commission was appointed, as the history of its appointment clearly shows, to inquire into facts rather

than into opinions. Those who placed it in office apparently desirednbsp;that, as the result of investigation, a report should be laidnbsp;before Parliament, and that this report should contain a picture of “ the conditions under which land is held, occupiednbsp;and cultivated in Wales and Monmouthshire,” that is to say,nbsp;of plain facts. Prom this picture, if it were painted well andnbsp;faithfully. Parliament might, it was hoped, be able to form annbsp;opinion upon the question whether it was necessary to applynbsp;to this part of the United Kingdom legislation founded uponnbsp;the principles, similar in point of principle to (or, to speaknbsp;more accurately, in resolute disregard of economic principle),,nbsp;and differing in detail only from the Welsh Land Bills of



91 THE LAND QUESTION IN NOETH WALES, Mr. Thomas Ellis, M.P., and Mr. J. Bryn Roberts, M.P., the recent Irish Land Acts, and the Crofters’ Acts. Our thirdnbsp;complaint against the majority of the members of the Welshnbsp;Land Commission is that they played undisguisedly the partnbsp;of missionaries of the gospel of a Land Court; that theynbsp;collected a number of expressions of oj^inion which werenbsp;valueless, since they were given on the spur of the momentnbsp;by persons who had given no thought to the subject, and bynbsp;persons who, were they never so honest, had not the equipmentnbsp;of education and intelligence which would give weight to theirnbsp;judgment on a problem so complex; that where witnesses expressed themselves favourable to a Land Court they were lednbsp;on by gentle and suggestive questions until they were in thenbsp;realm of matters to which they had never given a moment’snbsp;thought; that where witnesses

expressed the contrary opinionnbsp;they were cross-examined with a severity which stood innbsp;marked contrast to the tone adopted towards those who, fromnbsp;the point of view of the majority of the Commissioners, prophesied smooth things. By way of preliminary it must be observed that for the purposes of this chapter a Land Court must be understoodnbsp;to be any form of tribunal endowed by the Legislature withnbsp;the right of pronouncing, as between landowner and tenant,nbsp;compulsory judgment upon the question of rent, since allnbsp;other questions, whether of greater or less fixity of tenure, ornbsp;of compensation for improvements, or like matters, standnbsp;quite apart from this question. Much curiosity was shownnbsp;as to the precise meaning of the phrase “Land Court” atnbsp;various times. On this point it may be observed that thenbsp;phrase may never mean anything in Wales, and that if itnbsp;ever possesses a meaning it will be defined by the

Legislature.nbsp;But it is quite clear that from the questions of various Commissioners that when they spoke of a Land Court they had innbsp;view, and the witnesses also had in view, some body whichnbsp;should possess the power to remove the question of rent from



f?2 THE LAND QUESTION the domain of contract, and to fix the rent of this or that holding by external authority. Of the merits or demerits of such an institution it is not necessary to speak at this point. Our complaint, after exhaustive analysis of the evidence and of the questions put bynbsp;various Commissioners, is that a majority of the Commissioners made it plain from the beginning that they were ofnbsp;?opinion that such an institution would be for the benefit ofnbsp;the agricultural community. To recapitulate the whole, or even a substantial fraction, of the suggestive and argumentative questions which soonnbsp;produced this impression on the minds of persons who followed the proceedings of the Commission would be a processnbsp;for which a long volume of close print would be necessary;nbsp;and at the best a selection of extracts in cold print couldnbsp;hardly give an idea of the vast difference of tone betweennbsp;questions addressed to

witnesses favourable to a Land Courtnbsp;and those who ventured to express the contrary opinion.nbsp;We must rather ask the reader to have recourse to thenbsp;?evidence itself in order to form his own judgment as to thenbsp;general tone of questions. Still it is desirable to give, evennbsp;in the course of this brief text, a few instances to justify thenbsp;statement that a majority of the Commissioners started uponnbsp;their investigation with a preconceived idea that a Land Courtnbsp;was to be recommended. The Commissioners included in thisnbsp;assertion are the Chairman (Lord Carrington), Mr. Brynmornbsp;Jones, Mr. Grove, Mr. Eichard Jones, and Mr. Griffiths.nbsp;Principal Ehys appeared for the most part to be hoveringnbsp;between two opinions; that is to say, he asked a greatnbsp;number of questions which seemed to tend towards thenbsp;establishment of a Land Court, but at Llangefni he protestednbsp;that his ideas on the Land Court

question were “ hazy,” asnbsp;frankly as, at another sitting, he confessed his inability tonbsp;understand the laws of political economy. For the advocatesnbsp;•of a Land Court, whether they were competent to speak on



93 IN NOETH WALES. the subject or not, things were made very easy. They had but to whisper the words “Land Court”*to induce membersnbsp;of the Commission virtually to give evidence and expressnbsp;opinions for them. The witness assented and no more. Thenbsp;opinions, a Commissioner’s opinions really, and not emanatingnbsp;from the brain of a witness, were duly recorded in thenbsp;minutes. Here is a case in point in which the witness wasnbsp;under examination by Lord Carrington. Inasmuch as itnbsp;came very early in the proceedings it may well be quoted,nbsp;for, although it was a South Wales case, the Chairmannbsp;carried with him into South Wales the same brain and thenbsp;same ideas which were with him in the North. The witness,nbsp;Captain Batcock, was a retired master mariner who hadnbsp;taken to farming ; in opinions he was what some personsnbsp;call an ardent Reformer, or what others call a rampantnbsp;Radical. It will bo observed that

four words from the witness and about a hundred and eighty words from Lord Carrington go to make the evidence which was put into thisnbsp;witness’s mouth rather than extracted from him. Here isnbsp;the conversation, which is particularly noteworthy for thenbsp;fact that his lordship did not suggest to the witness any ofnbsp;the disadvantages of a Land Court from a tenant’s point ofnbsp;view, but simply asked him to assent to a rose-colourednbsp;dream. “ 3764.....You told us you wished for a Land Court. Now is it for this reason ? Would you like to see a Land Court established that you could refer to, if you thoughtnbsp;your rent was higher than it ought to be, and the landlordnbsp;thought it was a fair rent ? Is that what you mean ? “ Witness:—Yes. “3765. A sort of Court that you could refer to of practical men -who would decide, and whose decision would be final and legal, as to what rent you were to pay ? “ Witness:—Yes.



94 THE LAND QUESTION “3766. As for fixity of tenure, I suppose you mean that so long as you paict that rent and farmed in a husbandlikenbsp;manner, you should be secured in your holding, and able tonbsp;live on that holding so long as you carried on the conditions imposed you by that Court. Is that the sort of thing ? “ Witness :—Yes. “ 3767. And besides that you would wish the Court to adjudicate on any losses from game or losses from timberfelling that you might be subjected to and that the landlordnbsp;might decline to pay. You would refer those sort of questions to the Land Court as well ? “ Witness;—Yes, my lord. Of all the advocates of the Establishment of a Land Court. Mr. Commissioner Eichard Jones was the most frank and,nbsp;may we add, the most indiscreet. Here are some samplesnbsp;of questions addressed by him to witnesses in North Walesnbsp;from whom he expected pleasant answers. “ Then you consider that a tenant is at the mercy of his

landlord ? ” “ Then because of that you ask for some important Tribunal to decide the question of rent as between landlordnbsp;and tenant ?” “ Therefore in this case you are not able to contract with your landlord on equal terms ? ” The questions which follow, addressed to Mr. T. E. Ellis, illustrate a delusion, common to Mr. Eichard Jones and Mr.nbsp;drove, that the objection to a Land Court would disappearnbsp;from men’s minds if, before appealing to the Court, landlordnbsp;and tenant were able to agree. For our part we are unablenbsp;to conceive any Court of which the jurisdiction would not benbsp;ousted by prior agreement between the proposed suitors andnbsp;the questions appear to be of a somewhat puerile character.nbsp;However, let the questions speak for themselves.



95 IN NORTH WALES. “ 16,978. In respect of a Land Court, Mr. Ellis, would you suggest that a Land Court should come in between the landlord and tenant in the first instance, or should it be simply anbsp;Court of appeal for either party to go to in case of failure tonbsp;come to agreement ? ” “ 16,979. I suppose you would suggest that the Court should not only decide questions of rent but questions ofnbsp;repairs ? The question has been repeatedly put by the representatives of the landlords to witnesses, ‘ In case a Landnbsp;Court was established, do you think the landlords wouldnbsp;ever spend anything on repairs ? ’ ” “ 16,980. Again, under a Land Court would there be or should there be a statutory condition with respect to croppingnbsp;—that there should be more freedom of cropping ? ” Such are samples of the persuasive manner in which witnesses favourable to the principle of a Land Court werenbsp;treated. They might easily be multiplied a hundred-fold fromnbsp;the lips

of Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Griffiths, and Mr. Grove. In marked contrast hear the tone adopted towards witnesses who presumed to take the contrary views. Here are a few examples. Mr. D. Williams, an Anglesey farmer spokenbsp;thus: “ 20,807. Should I be asked questions respecting a Land Court, whether I am for it, my reply is in the negative, as Inbsp;am firmly of opinion that it would create a wide gulf betweennbsp;landlord and tenant. If there should be a Court at all, itsnbsp;function should be to put a stop to this unreasonable grabbing for land. The majority of the landlords in my opinionnbsp;will always be ready to meet their tenants ; they are not thenbsp;class of people land-agitators wish to make them appear innbsp;the sight of the country. The tenants of every estate shouldnbsp;be loyal to each other, and unite together to put theirnbsp;grievances before their landlord. The result of this in my



96 THE LAND QUESTION opinion will be far better for the welfare of the tenants than a Land Court.” Upon this the wrath of Mr. Commissioner Eichard Jones was kindled so fiercely that he promptly proceeded to breaknbsp;the rule of the Commission prohibiting inquiry as to thenbsp;sources of evidence, of which rule it may be said that, strangenbsp;as it was, it ought to have been applied to all witnesses if itnbsp;was applied to any. Here are his questions and the answers. “ 20,808. Are you giving evidence on your own account, or do you represent other people ?—On my own account. Inbsp;would not come on any other account, only myself. “ 20,809. You have not been asked by any one ?—I am on my own account; of course I am in co. with the tenants, “ 20,810. But you are not representing them in any sense. You have not been sent by the tenants ?—The tenants wishnbsp;me to speak on the agreement. “20,811. Did you have a meeting of the tenants, and were yon sent

as a deputation, so to speak, to appear before thenbsp;Commission ?—I was with the tenants. “20,812. You had a meeting?—Yes, we had a meeting together. “ 20,813. And you were appointed?—I was appointed. “ 20,814. To give evidence ?—Yes. “ 20,815. I do not know whether it is too much to ask you who composed your evidence ?—You do not think I havenbsp;been able to do it myself, I suppose. We were together. “20,816. Who were together ?—I do not see that I can answer that—as tenants.” Again, when Lord Penrhyn was giving evidence, Mr. Commissioner Griffiths argued in an interrogatory form innbsp;favour of a Land Court and made statements as to the effectnbsp;of the evidence on which comment is made in parentheses.



97 IN NORTH WALES. “ 23,002. The evidence we have had before us from the labourers and farmers was that the present rents could not benbsp;maintained.” (This was incorrect, for there was evidencenbsp;both ways.) “ 23,003. Then would it not be fair for the tenants and labourers as well as the landlords to have some Court tonbsp;settle those questions, some Court of Appeal ? “ 23,004. Some Tribunal of Appeal, or Land Court or anything else ? ” “ 23,005. They all urge that there should be some tribunal to appeal to.” (This again was utterly incorrect. Thenbsp;labourers had nothing to say in the matter, and among thenbsp;farmers who came forward, albeit it was but natural thatnbsp;those who were discontented should come forward in thenbsp;larger numbers, there was great difference of opinion on thenbsp;matter.) But the farmers who opposed the views of the majority of the Commission met often such treatment as was not likely tonbsp;encourage others to follow in their

footsteps, and in describing their fate it is inevitable that we should cross the linenbsp;which divides the allegation that the majority of the Commissioners started with a prejudice in favour of a Land Court,nbsp;from the allegation that they also showed prejudice againstnbsp;landowners and all witnesses favourable to the existing law.nbsp;The two topics should, therefore, be dealt with coincidently. Mr. W. Humphreys of Aberkin, a tenant farmer (Q. 10,486 et seq.'), was such a witness. He alleged that some of thenbsp;tenantry were afraid of giving such evidence as might displeasenbsp;the preachers and, inter alia, that the establishment of anbsp;Land Court would destroy all good feeling between landownersnbsp;and tenants. Let us see how he was treated. First Mr.nbsp;Brynmor Jones (10,562) suggested, thereby breaking one ofnbsp;the few rules of practice known to the Commission, thatnbsp;Mr. Humphreys had been in collusion with Mr. George Owen, G



98 THE LAND QUESTION the late secretary of what Mr. Jones was pleased to describe as the “ so-called Property Defence Association.” Thatnbsp;insinuation having been disposed of, Mr. Brynmor Jonesnbsp;observed, “ it seemed to me that most of your evidencenbsp;consisted of conclusions and opinions.” Then (10,602) Mr.nbsp;Brynmor Jones proceeded to draw a vivid picture of thenbsp;powers of a landlord by comparison with those of a dissenting minister; although he knows, none better, how strong isnbsp;the influence of these persons. Then Air. Brynmor Jonesnbsp;harried him on the Land Court question. Next Mr. Eichardnbsp;Jones reminded him that he “depended on the liberality ofnbsp;the landlord,” asked him what the efEect of this was on himnbsp;and other farmers, “ so far as their independence was concerned,” suggested that he felt the necessity of “ conformingnbsp;to the whims of his landlord and not provoking his angernbsp;for fear of getting turned out,” and

observed, “ I must saynbsp;I cannot understand your process of reasoning.” Afternbsp;him Mr. Griffiths proceeded to preach the gospel of a Landnbsp;Court thus: “ 10,713. Take the case of a tenant and a landlord failing to agree about the rent They may be on the very bestnbsp;of terms (I have a case in my mind just now), on the samenbsp;side of politics and everything else, but the landlord thinksnbsp;the farm is let reasonably, and the tenant thinks the farm isnbsp;let at too high a rent. How would you suggest to settle thatnbsp;question ?—I think the tenant ought to take care, when henbsp;is taking the farm, not to promise too much rent for it. “ 10,714. Then the tenant must go and leave the farm, if he thinks the landlord is asking too much for it ?—I thinknbsp;if he makes a bad bargain he ought to be responsible for it,nbsp;as he is for anything else.” Now at that time the reputation of Mr. Humphreys of Aberkin, as a farmer, stood high, though in facing Mr.



99 IN NORTH WALES. Brynmor Jones and Mr. Richard Jones, both of them strong Radicals, he stood at a disadvantage. He was anbsp;Conservative, and a forthcoming candidate for Parliament;nbsp;but it is at least conceivable that a Parliamentary candidatenbsp;should give truthful evidence and, as a voluntary witnessnbsp;before a Royal Commission, even a Conservative is entitlednbsp;to be spared the insult of offensive cross-examination. This word “ offensive ” may be deemed strong, but it may be written without hesitation that the term represents precisely the feeling of the Welsh landowners generally towardsnbsp;Mr. Brynmor Jones. Nor can he say “ Oderint dum metuant,”nbsp;for in truth they have no cause to fear him. His method ofnbsp;cross-examination has indeed been described by the Baner,nbsp;Mr. Gee’s famous anti-landlord and anti-church paper, asnbsp;“ cutting laces out of the skins of landlords; ” but fromnbsp;the practical point of view it was a complete

failure. Henbsp;irritated men beyond endurance, but he got nothing out ofnbsp;them; at Llanrwst, indeed, his cross-examination of Colonelnbsp;the Hon. W. B. Sackville West was so intolerable that itnbsp;became necessary to send up to the Commission an intimation that, unless Mr. Jones curbed himself, no further evidencenbsp;would be offered by landowners or their agents. But tonbsp;attempt to obtain information by exasperating questions isnbsp;always, and in this case the rule had no exception, inartisticnbsp;and ineffectual, and to speak plainly Mr. Brynmor Jonesnbsp;did not extort from indignant witnesses an amount of information nearly proportionate to the hearty dislike towardsnbsp;him which he roused in the minds of many hundreds ofnbsp;persons. For a thoroughly instructive illustration of the method applied by the majority of the Commission to a witness ofnbsp;whom they did not approve, we may refer the reader to thenbsp;case of Captain Niel Patrick Stewart,

Mr. Assheton Smith’snbsp;agent. The case is so full of information as to the difficultiesnbsp;with which landowners had to deal in facing the Commission



100 THE LAND QUESTION as to be worth quotation at length. Captain Stewart was engaged in rebutting the evidence of one Thomas Williams,nbsp;of Parcia B,hos. The original allegations of Thomas Williamsnbsp;may be gathered from the dialogue, which shows in a verynbsp;striking way not only the harshness with which Captainnbsp;Stewart was treated while he met an accusation of somenbsp;seriousness, but also, apart from the mere allegation of personal grievance, the extremely loose fashion in which thenbsp;original witness was allowed to give evidence, which turnednbsp;out to be inaccurate, upon matters of which he was not innbsp;the least likely to have any knowledge. “ Chairman. “ 13,550. Now we will take the rebutting evidence1 you wish to give. What portion of Thomas Williams’s evidencenbsp;do you wish to rebut ?—Every figure he has given is entirelynbsp;wrong, and entirely misleading. “13,551. Where shall we begin?—At the beginning. He told you for one thing that

he did not know why he was sentnbsp;out of his farm. As he declined to tell you, I had better donbsp;so. He was sent away because he was a most inveteratenbsp;poacher. He poached over and over again, and Mr. Asshetonnbsp;Smith forgave him over and over again, and the third time henbsp;forgave him Thomas Williams gave a most solemn declarationnbsp;he would not poach again. However, he did poach again, andnbsp;it was then we turned him out. “ 13,552. The poaching case was after sunset, when he was taken up for catching a rabbit on the railway line ?—That wasnbsp;not this case at all. I do not think the case he was convictednbsp;for was on the railway line. “ 13,553. That is what he told us. That he took a rabbit on the railway line, and two keepers jumped over the wall and 1 As a matter of fact the real rebutting evidence, which is given later, came from the mouth of Mr. I. B. Allanson, solicitor.



collared him ?—I forget the details; but I have the date of the conviction here. “ 13,554. He took a rabbit on the limits of his own farm, he said, and two keepers jumped over the wall and took him intonbsp;custody ?—I cannot say anything with regard to the detailsnbsp;of the case, but he was convicted. “ 13,555. But why did the keepers take him into custody ? —The case came before the magistrates at the time, and henbsp;was convicted. “ Chairman. “ 13,556. You do not rebut that ?—Do you mean about being on the railway ? “ 13,557. You do not rebut that he on his own farm, on the railroad, took a rabbit out of the trap, and that two keepersnbsp;came over the wall, and took him into custody for that ?—Thenbsp;man was convicted before the magistrates, and I cannot saynbsp;more than that. “ 13,558. We want to know what the case is. Do you rebut that part of his evidence ?—I should like to get a copy ofnbsp;the evidence before the magistrates’ clerk. I can give

thenbsp;date of the conviction. “ 13,559. Just notice the point and see if his statement is untrue. What he said was that he simply took the rabbitnbsp;from the trap within the limits of his own farm. The pointnbsp;we are making is this, that the action of the gamekeepers innbsp;seizing his person seems rather violent ?—I hardly see hownbsp;you can pass an opinion on the case without hearing thenbsp;evidence. “ 13,560. What evidence ?—The evidence given by the keepers.



102 THE LAND QUESTION “ 13,561. The question is, do you contradict the evidence given by him to us ?—I say the trap was first of all Mr.nbsp;Assheton Smith’s trap, and therefore he first of all stole thenbsp;trap to catch the rabbit. “ 13,562. Was he seized ?—Yes. “ 13,563. For what ?—Poaching. Surely they had a right to do that. It was not the first, second, or third time; henbsp;was found to be constantly poaching. “ Chairman. “ 13,564. Is it or is it not the fact? You seem to know that he was taken up by Mr. Assheton Smith’s keepers fornbsp;taking a rabbit out of a trap ?—It depends upon where thenbsp;trap was. “ 13,565. I do not want you to answer if you do not know. You told me it was Mr. Assheton Smith’s trap, therefore younbsp;seem to know something about it. Was he, or not, taken upnbsp;by Mr. Assheton Smith’s keepers for taking a rabbit out ofnbsp;a trap on his own farm ?—He was taken up for poaching,nbsp;and convicted for it. “ 13,566. You do not wish to say anything

about Mr. Assheton Smith’s trap ?—No, I do not. “13,567. You simply say he was taken up for poaching?— Yes, for repeated acts of poaching. When the Novembernbsp;term was out, and the time had expired, he refused to turnnbsp;out. There was a good deal of disagreeableness then, andnbsp;he pleaded very hard to be forgiven, and even then he wasnbsp;forgiven. He was forgiven, I ought to say, on his signing anbsp;letter of apology which was written out by me, and has beennbsp;put in evidence. He pleaded very hard to be allowed to gonbsp;on for another year, because the price of cattle was very lownbsp;at the time. “ 13,568. What does your evidence rebut ?—I will rebut a lot of his figures now with regard to Parcia Rhos, that is his



103 IN NORTH WALES, own farm. He says the rent was ?36. That is wrong, the rent was ?45 12s. “ 13,569. Was the farm ever in his occupation at ?36 ?—It might have been ?36 one hundred years ago. I do not know.nbsp;This is a property we purchased in 1867. “ 13,570. When was the rent raised to ?44 15s. ?—It must have been before Mr. Assheton Smith purchased thenbsp;estate. “13,571. When was that?—In 1867. Thomas Williams stated that the rent was ?36 at first. “ 13,572. But afterwards the rent was raised to ?44 15s., and it was ?45 in what year ?—When Mr. Assheton Smithnbsp;purchased the property in 1867 the rent was ?45 12s. “ 13,573. He says ?44 15s.; there is not much difference about it. Then he goes on to deal with Vaynol; when thenbsp;estate was valued the rent was raised to ?49 10s., he says;nbsp;do you rebut that ?—No. “ 13,574. He says, ‘ Owing to the labour and perseverance of my parents and the children who were obliged to work

fornbsp;their food and clothing until they reached the time for turning out in the world or getting married. I was bred andnbsp;born on the spot (and lived there) until the end of the yearnbsp;1887.’ You do not rebut that ?—We allowed him to go on. “ 13,575. ‘I was turned out without a halfpenny of compensation.’ Do you rebut that ?—Yes. “ 13,576. How much was he compensated?—He was compensated for game damages several times. “ 13,577. Was he compensated when he was turned out?— Not for improvements. “ 13,578. You do not rebut that ?—No, I say he was not entitled to improvements. “ 13,579. He does not say he was. He says he was turned out without a halfpenny of compensation for any of the improvements made on the place?—I should like just to saynbsp;that he was not entitled to any compensation.



104 THE LAND QUESTION “ Mr. Brynmor Jones. “13,580. He sent in Ms claim ?—Yes. “ Chairman. “ 13,581. He says he was turned out without a halfpenny for all the improvements he had made on the place. Younbsp;gave him no compensation ?—Ho, because he was not entitlednbsp;to any. “ 13,582. He sent in an account for walls and drains ?—Yes, he did send it in. “ 13,583. And he has not had anything to this day—that is right ?—Yes. “ 13,584. He says, ‘ And in all probability I shall never get it ’ ?—No, I do not think he is likely to get it. “ 13,585. ‘ As the agent has declined to answer my last two letters ’—do you deny that ?—Yes. “ 13,586. You did reply V—Yes, I believe he never wrote me a letter which I did not answer. “ 13,587. ‘ Also I was packed out of the estate office when I was there on business, and I can name or indicate thenbsp;person who turned me out, and he told me very kindly thatnbsp;the landlord would not see me at all, though he was at thenbsp;office at the time. I was obliged

to sell my stock when thenbsp;price of stock was low, and I think that I lost about ?150 bynbsp;that means ’ ?—I do not know what he lost. “ 13,588. ‘ Compared with what I should have if I had been allowed to remain a year or two longer there ’ ?—I know henbsp;expressed his gratitude for being allowed to remain an additional year, and this is a letter he sent to Mr. Assheton Smithnbsp;on the subject, dated 20th December 1886. He was turnednbsp;out in 1887:



105 IN NORTH WALES. ‘Paecia Rhos, LLANDDBIKIOLBNj ‘ December 2Qth, 1886. ‘ Dear Sir, ‘ I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant. ‘ I beg to state that I am greatly obliged to Mr. Assheton Smith for his kindness and good wishes in this matter, andnbsp;to let me stay on for another year. ‘ I remain, ‘ Yours respectfully, ‘ Thos. Williams.’ “ 13,589. You let him stay on to that time ?—Yes. I ought to state further that his sisters had the offer of remaining innbsp;the farm after their brother had gone. “ 13,590. Will you just remind us of that when we come to that. Then: ‘ I have often been acting as beater in thenbsp;shooting. I never received a penny of pay for that.’ I donbsp;not think we need go into that ?—Tenants are never employednbsp;as beaters, but sometimes for the love of sport they go out innbsp;the company of Mr. Assheton Smith, but they are nevernbsp;employed. “ Professor Rhys. “ 13,591. Would not a poacher be able to beat ?—He

might if he was honest enough. “ Chairman. “ 13,592. Do you deny that he ever did beat ?—Oh, no ; he may have been out beating. “ 13,593. Then there is nothing to deny. ‘ I was turned out of the place at the end of the year 1887.’ Do you deny that ?nbsp;—He was turned out certainly. “ 13,594. And ‘ they declined to give me a reason, though I asked the agent.’



106 THE LAKH QUESTION “ 13,595. You give the reason now ??—I give the reason now. “13,596. But did you tell him that he was a poacher at the time ?—Yes, frequently. It was not one or two actsnbsp;at all. “ 13,597. Then you gave him as a reason why you turned him out that he was a poacher ?—Yes. “ 13,598. You say that?—Yes. “ 13,599. ‘ The only thing he told me was that the landlord wanted the place. A new tenant went into the farm.’ Isnbsp;there anything, else?—He goes into figures with regard tonbsp;some other farms; take the Fachwen Farm. “ 13,600. ‘ It consisted of one farm many years ago at a rent of ?60.’ Is that right ?—No ; it is quite wrong. “ 13,601. What is it ?—Instead of being ?60, the rent when we purchased the property was ?188. “ 13,602. He says many years ago ?—If he means a thousand years ago, of course I cannot say. “ 13,603. No, he says ‘ which consisted of one farm many years ago at a rent of ?60.’ Have you any reason to doubtnbsp;that?—I think so,

because in 1840 the rent was ?188. Itnbsp;must have been a great many centuries ago, of which Thomasnbsp;Williams could know nothing, that the rent was ?60. “ 13,604. I suppose that is all hearsay. ‘ The place has been divided into small holdings for the quarrymen to build, andnbsp;they have small holdings on lease of 30 years.’ Is that right ?nbsp;—No, they have no lease, my lord. “ 13,605. Small holdings on no lease you say. ‘ It is said that they pay from 5s. up to ?3, according to the size of thenbsp;holding ? ’—No, I do not know any so low as 5s. “13,606. A few shillings up to ?3. Is that about right ?— Up to ?5, some of them are. “13,607. ‘But by this time it is supposed that the place pays about ?400.’ Is that right?—No, that is wrong. Thenbsp;rent now received is ?362 3s. Qd.



107 m NORTH WALES. “ 13,608. Well, you say it is ?362 3s. 6d. ?—When a man goes into figures, I like him to be accurate, my lord. “ 13,609. Of course he had not got the book ?—But I would like to explain this, that Mr. Assheton Smith, after he purchased the property, expended money on it; he expendednbsp;?1573 5s. 8d., whereas Mr. Williams said the tenants did all.nbsp;He paid for the property ?13,500. “ 13,610. Never mind that. All I want is the rebutting evidence. I do not want to go into that. He says that thenbsp;place pays about ?400 and you say it paid about ?362 ?—nbsp;?362, and the rent at the time we bought it, instead of beingnbsp;?60, was ?188. “ 13,611. ‘ I know of other places where the rent has been doubled within the last three years.’ Is there anything elsenbsp;to rebut ?—I think there were some other farms. “ 13,612. I hope I am not making any mistake, but I want you to have an opportunity of rebutting anything he says,nbsp;not as to statements of

Mr. Assheton Smith himself, we hadnbsp;that in your evidence-in-chief. He says, ‘A great part ofnbsp;the estate of Vaynol is devastated by game.’ Is that true ?nbsp;—No, it is very untrue. “ 13,613. Then ‘ farmers must have fixity of tenure.’ I suppose you would rebut that ? Also they should have arbitration or Land Court, compensation for improvements, andnbsp;the abolition of the Game Laws ?—Our agreements providenbsp;compensation. It is amply provided for. “ 13,614. I do not think there is very much more in his evidence. May I ask you, is there anything else you want tonbsp;rebut ? There are some questions put in; the first is by Mr.nbsp;Williams: ‘When did Mr. Assheton Smith become proprietor of Parcia Rhos—before 1860?’—In 1867 he becamenbsp;proprietor. “13,615. Mr. Vincent asks: ‘When Parcia Rhos became vacant, were threatening letters written ? ’—There were. “ 13,616. What were they about—threatening letters who



108 THE LAND QUESTION to ?—They were threatening the incoming tenant, my lord. This is one of them. I should like it read [handing letternbsp;iri]. That is a copy of it. “ 13,617. Do you really wish this read?—I think so, my lord. “ 13,618. ‘ William Owen, do not covet thy neighbour’s house. It is a fearful state of things that such as this mustnbsp;be sent to a leader in the church of God. What a face younbsp;have, you devil!! to advise others’ Who was this writtennbsp;to ? It is an anonymous letter with a cofin at the end. Inbsp;really should not like to read it ? *—It was written to thenbsp;incoming tenant, my lord. “ 13,619. We will take it that the incoming tenant got an anonymous letter calling him a devil; the letter was notnbsp;signed, and there was a colEn at the base of it ?—He wasnbsp;intimidated, my lord, to such an extent that he declined tonbsp;go to the farm, and I think that fact ought to be known.nbsp;He was intimidated to such an extent that he was afraid tonbsp;take the farm,

and he never did go there. “ 13,620. He was intimidated to such an extent by this letter that he declined to take the farm. Mr. Vincent wantsnbsp;to know, ‘ Will you give the date of the conviction ’—I takenbsp;it that is the rabbit controversy?—On the 26th of March,nbsp;1887. “ 13,621. Then Mr. J. E. Hughes asks: ‘ Were leases granted on small holdings previous to Captain Stewart’snbsp;time, and have any of these leases fallen in during hisnbsp;term ? ’—No. “13,622. They were not granted before you came?—No, my lord. I am not aware of any leases being granted. “ 13,623. There were no leases which have fallen in ?—No. Some leases in towns have fallen in. * It was, no doubt, very wise in Lord Carrington’s estimation to make nothing of this threatening letter ; but it happens that, in 1896, a similarnbsp;threatening letter was followed in Merionethshire by an act of arsonnbsp;involving the loss of a homestead and a number of animals. i II I



109 IN NORTH WALES. “ 13,624. But not in the estate ?—No, my lord.” * Again the Rev. J. W. Wynne Jones appeared at Rhyl to rebut a charge and produced a copy instead of an originalnbsp;document. He expressed himself willing to swear that it wasnbsp;a true copy, whereupon the Chairman exclaimed, “We arenbsp;not empowered to take evidence on oath, even from a clergyman.” The tone in which the words were spoken raised anbsp;titter of laughter from the vulgar part of the audience. Butnbsp;Lord Carrington, on hearing the retort, “There is such anbsp;thing as talking to the gallery on these occasions,” probablynbsp;felt that he had met his match. But it was in the wilds of Montgomeryshire that the most scandalous scene in the annals of the Commission and thenbsp;proceeding which excited the most profound indignation tooknbsp;place. Nine substantial farmers on Sir Watkin Wynn’s andnbsp;the Dowager Lady Wynn’s estates gave evidence together

atnbsp;Llanfyllin. They agreed in stating that their relations withnbsp;the landowners were pleasant and in objecting to a Landnbsp;Court, and in contentment with their position. Even innbsp;examination-in-chief they did not escape leading questionsnbsp;from the Chairman, such as, “ Do you hear any general conversation that the rents in this neighbourhood are too high ornbsp;not ? ” which particular question drew the answer, “ Some wouldnbsp;complain if they had the whole of it for nothing.” But all * The real rebutting evidence to the charge of Thos. Williams was given by Mr. Allanson at Ehyl, Q. 65,378 et seq. It amounts to this. Williamsnbsp;and his sisters were joint tenants of the farm. Williams was a persistentnbsp;poacher ; had repeatedly promised to amend, and repeatedly offended.nbsp;Notice to quit was served Nov. 1885. In Nov. 1886 Williams did not quit.nbsp;By arrangement with his agent he was allowed to remain, on signing thenbsp;letter of apology already

quoted, for a year as a tenant at will, amp;c.nbsp;Mr. Allanson then produced a certificate of conviction under the Groundnbsp;Game Act, dated 26 March, 1887—s.e., long after all the promises, andnbsp;called attention to the fact that the trap was Mr. Assheton Smith’s property. He stated also that the man was not seized by the keepers, andnbsp;that there was no railway anywhere near. It is amusing to observe that,nbsp;whereas the man’s story before the Commission was that he had beennbsp;arrested by the keepers trap in hand, Mr. Allanson was able to inform thenbsp;Commissioners that his defence at the trial was, save the mark, an alibi.



110 THE LAND QUESTION landowners had by that time forced themselves into accepting with philosophy the Commission’s practice of pumping outnbsp;of reluctant witnesses evidence and ideas which originatednbsp;in the brain of the interrogating Commissioner. But whatnbsp;followed was unprecedented. These men, of good repute andnbsp;credit in their district, stood surrounded by a great crowd ofnbsp;their fellow farmers. To them Mr. Brynmor Jones exhibitednbsp;the following questions and the italics of the official minutesnbsp;give a very clear idea of the dramatic character of the scene. “ 67,632a. I did not quite gather what the answer was to a somewhat searching question put to you by Mr. Griffiths,nbsp;which of course none of you could answer fully; but are wenbsp;to take it that none of you have had to borrow money ofnbsp;recent years to pay the rent ? I do not take it individually,nbsp;but are we to take it from you all that none of you have hadnbsp;to borrow money to pay the

rent within the last few years ?—nbsp;(Mr. Edward Jones.) I admit that I have. “ 67,633. Now let me put to you another question. I will not put it to any one of you individually, but I will put itnbsp;collectively to you, gentlemen. Can any one of you say thatnbsp;you saved ?50 on your farming in the year 1893 or 1894 ? Ifnbsp;any one can, let him hold his hand up. (No response.) Notnbsp;one of you lifts up his hand. Now I will put the samenbsp;question, substituting ?25 for ?50. (No response) ?—(Mr.nbsp;Edward Jones.) It is a very difficult question.” Mr. Edward Jones probably intended to convey the fact which all must recognise, that he with others was unwillingnbsp;to make public the precise circumstances in which he stood. One of the audience supplemented Mr. Edward Jones by calling out in a clear voice, “It is a very unfair question.”nbsp;The interrupter was turned out of the room, of course, andnbsp;the Chairman, forgetting previous events such as the cross-ex9,mination of Captain

Stewart and of Colonel Sackville



Ill IN NORTH WALES. West, expatiated upon the desire of the Commission to show all possible courtesy to all persons. But the mass of gentlemen in the Court-room were certainly of one opinion with thenbsp;interrupter, who did but express the general view that thisnbsp;was an improper, unfeeling, and inquisitorial question; nor,nbsp;we take it, will the public judgment be inclined to supportnbsp;Mr. Brynmor Jones. It needs hardly to be said that questions of this character, questions which would be perfectly justifiable if addressed tonbsp;a witness who came forward in a police-court to prove annbsp;alihi in the case of a notorious evildoer, produced the effect,nbsp;which probably was not intended, of deterring a very largenbsp;number of witnesses from coming forward. For this statement the reader must be asked to accept the word of thosenbsp;who had the conduct of the case from the landowners’ pointnbsp;of view ; it can only be added that it is a solemn statement

ofnbsp;absolute fact. Nor is this a light matter. The Commission’snbsp;report might be of some value if it were founded in the mainnbsp;upon the evidence of practical men familiar with the conditions of agricultural life in Wales. It is not so founded,nbsp;partly by reason of the indifference with which it was regarded by a large section of the farmers and partly by reasonnbsp;of the reluctance of men to submit themselves voluntarily tonbsp;vulgar and impertinent cross-examination by a professionalnbsp;lawyer subject to no superior authority.



CHAPTER VI. Report of the Majority of the Commission, predicted—will recommend something equivalent to a Land Court—North Wales Landownersnbsp;state their Position—Definition of Essentials of a Land Court—thenbsp;Irish Land Courts—Report of the Committee on the Irish Act ofnbsp;1881—the Duke of Argyll's Exposure of the Act—Mr. Gladstone’snbsp;“ Original Righteousness ” and subsequent Collapse—Theories ofnbsp;“Fair Rent” examined—Effects of Judicial Rent must be destructionnbsp;of Friendly Feeling, to turn Landowner into mere Rent-charger, tonbsp;check Improvement by Mutual Agreement, the Establishment ofnbsp;Saleable Tenant-right, the Giving of part of Owner’s Property to thenbsp;sitting Tenant—the Evils of Free Sale—Irish examples—condemned by Mr. Thomas Ellis, M.P., and Mr. Bryn Roberts, M.P.—nbsp;Further Effects of a Land Court are Reduction in Selling Price ofnbsp;La-nd—Impossibility of State Advances to Peasant Proprietors whonbsp;are

encumbered—Compensation alone necessary. The foregoing chapters have established the proposition, never doubted for a moment by those who followed thenbsp;Commission in its movements through the Principality, thatnbsp;the majority of the Royal Commissioners started upon theirnbsp;wanderings with a preconceived idea that it would be theirnbsp;duty to recommend the establishment of some institution innbsp;the nature of a Land Court. In this statement no imputation upon the Commissioners is involved. Men differ fromnbsp;one another in the point of view from which they approachnbsp;the consideration of important questions. One class of mindnbsp;is apt to believe that every change is for the better, and that,nbsp;because a revolution in the relations of landowner and tenantnbsp;has been introduced in Ireland and in parts of Scotland, it isnbsp;in accordance with the natural fitness of things that the like



113- THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. revolution should be introduced into the same relations in other parts of the country. Another class of intelligence,nbsp;which we venture to call the more rational and scientific ofnbsp;the two, prefers to judge past legislation by its results, sonbsp;far as they may be visible and capable of ascertainment, andnbsp;does not hesitate to apply to such legislation criticism basednbsp;upon the lessons of political experience and upon the principles ?nbsp;of common honesty. The vital portion of the report of the majority of the-Commission will, it is morally certain, be to the following effect : “We find in Wales and Monmouthshire that thenbsp;appetite known as land-hunger exists, that is to say, that,,nbsp;when a farm is vacant, men will enter into excessive andnbsp;infatuated competition for the tenancy and will offer rents ‘nbsp;far in excess of what is reasonable. We think, therefore,nbsp;that it is for the public benefit that some

machinery shouldnbsp;be established which should prevent rents from being pushednbsp;by competition to so high a figure that it would be simplynbsp;impossible for tenant-farmers to make a livdng.” They willnbsp;say, also, albeit probably in language far more diffuse andnbsp;circuitous than is used here, that in the inception of thenbsp;contract of tenancy the two contracting parties do not standnbsp;upon an equal footing, since the landowner has the monopolynbsp;of an article, that is to say land, of which the supply isnbsp;limited, and that in these circumstances it is essential tonbsp;institute some authority which shall have power, at thenbsp;request of either party to the contract, to vary its terms andnbsp;fix what is known, for reasons that are unknown, as a “ fairnbsp;rent.” This suggestion, we are well assured, will be made by at least five of the gentlemen who have been appointed tonbsp;inquire into the alleged Welsh Land Question. It is a verynbsp;grave proposal,

involving the belief that the uniform tendency of civilisation towards individual ownership of landnbsp;and towards freedom of contract (a tendency which stated H



114 THE LAND QUESTION thus broadly cannot be denied with regard to the history of this country up to 1870 at any rate) is absolutely and fundamentally wrong. What then is the attitude of landowners as a body—for the exceptions to the rule are barely worthy of considerationnbsp;and hardly enough, if we may permit ourselves to use annbsp;ancient paradox, to prove it — towards this suggestionnbsp;whether it be regarded as made generally or, in view ofnbsp;the evidence and statements described as evidence laidnbsp;before the Welsh Land Commission, as made in relation tonbsp;Wales and Monmouthshire only ? What they say in answer to the second question is what they have said repeatedly in their evidence, what the manynbsp;thousands of Blue-book pages embodying the minutes of thenbsp;proceedings of the Welsh Land Commission go to prove, andnbsp;what the main part of this volume goes to justify. They say,nbsp;in fact, that even if it were assumed that the

existence of a large number of cases of hardship and oppression would justify the establishment of what, for the moment, we will call anbsp;Land Court, an exhaustive inquiry by a body before whichnbsp;landowners had considerable difficulties to meet, has not onlynbsp;failed to prove the existence of such an exceptional state ofnbsp;things as might justify the proposed innovation, but has alsonbsp;resulted in proof to demonstration that such a state of thingsnbsp;does not exist. They claim to have proved that the tenantry ofnbsp;Wales are at least as comfortably situated, so far as their relations with their landlords go, as the tenantry of England or ofnbsp;Scotland, and that, so far as it is possible to arrive at a conclusion, the standard of valuation for purposes of rental, duenbsp;regard being taken for surrounding circumstances in eachnbsp;case, is not a whit higher in Wales than it is in England.nbsp;They claim confidently to have proved themselves, as a body,nbsp;to be neither

worse nor better than their English brethren, andnbsp;to have established the proposition that although, by the accident of politics and by the ingenuity of politicians, they have



ll.I IN NORTH WALES. been placed in the forefront of the battle, no case has been made out for the application of exceptional legislation tonbsp;Wales and Monmouthshire. Their first attitude, however, is for the moment the more important; and it is essential that its precise lines should benbsp;borne in mind constantly when, in the remainder of thisnbsp;volume, we come to deal with general and specific allegationsnbsp;of grievance. Their case, in short, is this: “ We deny the existence of the grievances which are ?alleged ; we say the evidence, upon which the allegations arenbsp;based, is flimsy and unsubstantial beyond belief, and thatnbsp;of the allegations made an immense number have been absolutely disproved. Further, ^ve dsny that if the allegednbsp;grievances had been demonstrated to exist, the establishmentnbsp;of a Land Court ivould be in any way effectual to removenbsp;them. We say also that such a tribunal is essentially contrary to economic principle,

and that its immediate effectsnbsp;would he prejudicial to the interests of all classes connectednbsp;xvith land from landowner to labourer. Lastly, we say thatnbsp;if the grievances did exist, they could be allayed or removednbsp;by methods infinitely less ruinous than those which thenbsp;Welsh Land Commission prognoses.” That, speaking succinctly, is their case upon the general, as distinguished from the concrete, question ; but it is, of course,nbsp;not sufficient to state it in this bald form, and it is essentialnbsp;to define our idea of a Land Court (although the Commissioners never did so with any precision before questioningnbsp;witnesses) and then state the main objections to it. Afternbsp;study of the institutions of that nature already in existencenbsp;in Ireland and in Scotland, and after farther study of thenbsp;questions, which must be presumed to have been intelligent,nbsp;exhibited by Her Majesty’s Commissioners, we define thenbsp;expression Land Court as

follows : “A Land Court is annbsp;institution consisting of one or more men, of which the



116 THE LAND QUESTION essence is that it has authority, at the request of either landowner or tenant, to fix for a given period the annualnbsp;rent to be paid for any given farm or agricultural or pastoralnbsp;holding, which rent shall be called the ‘ fair rent.’ ” Itnbsp;need hardly be said that many statements were made by witnesses, and many questions were put by Commissioners, whichnbsp;pointed to far wider ideas than this as to the scope andnbsp;jurisdiction of a Land Court. It was suggested, for example,nbsp;that such a Court might try questions of compensation fornbsp;improvements between outgoing tenant and landlord; but,nbsp;inasmuch as these questions are already tried in the Countynbsp;Court by the application of existing laws to the facts provednbsp;in each case, it is manifest that to entrust this power to anbsp;Land Court would simply amount to assigning a new namenbsp;to a familiar process of law. It was suggested that a Landnbsp;Court might confer

upon the tenantry fixity of tenure, thusnbsp;enabling the tenant to get rid of his landlord at will, but-prohibiting the landlord from getting rid of his tenant exceptnbsp;for certain specified reasons. But this suggestion was thoughtless, for, in any event, fixity of tenure could be nothing but anbsp;statutory right. If such a right were conferred by statute,nbsp;then, objectionable as the term Land Court must be bynbsp;virtue of its associations in recent history, it would notnbsp;really matter what name was given to the Court whichnbsp;administered the obnoxious law. Our objection, in that case,nbsp;would be primarily to the statute, and, so long as the tribunalnbsp;interpreted the statute fairly, we should have no right tonbsp;criticise those who administered the statute. For example,nbsp;the High Court of Justice administers the Bills of Sale Actnbsp;with results which are, to say the least of it, curious; butnbsp;nobody blames the High Court; everybody agrees with Lordnbsp;Esher’s

pungent saying in the Court of Appeal; “ If Parliament enacts nonsense, judges have no choice but to administer nonsense.” It may be said at first sight, “ Surely the objection to a



117 IN NORTH WALES. Land Court to fix ‘ fair rents ’ is gone, because it, also, being established by Statute, would exist for the purpose ofnbsp;administering and interpreting certain definite principles.”nbsp;But this would be but an ignorant and sbort-sigbtednbsp;argument. Look at tbe Irish Acts. In them, indeed, it isnbsp;laid down that certain considerations, such as the amountsnbsp;expended by landowner and tenant respectively on improvements and buildings, shall be taken into account in fixingnbsp;the rent and that, in the absence of evidence to the contrary,nbsp;certain improvements shall (nobody knows why) be assumednbsp;to be tenant’s improvements. But these directions arenbsp;merely incidental and the question what is, or is not, thenbsp;“fair rent” of this or that holding is left to be decidednbsp;eventually by the individual opinions of the Land Commissioners. No substantial principles are laid down for theirnbsp;guidance, still less is a definite

direction of law placed beforenbsp;them for their interpretation ; for the simple reason that to laynbsp;down such principles or to formulate such definite directions,nbsp;passes the wit of man. This is no expression of opinion emanating from the brain of a writer who does not desire for a moment to conceal thenbsp;fact that he is stating a case from one point of view, albeitnbsp;in the full consciousness that to overstate it would be a fatalnbsp;error of judgment. On the contrary it is but a paraphrasenbsp;of the report of a Committee of the House of Commons (andnbsp;that by no means a Committee favourable to landowners),nbsp;appointed to inquire into the operations of the Irish Landnbsp;Act of 1881. They reported in these words: “The Act of 1881 .... laid down no principle or rule, or method of valuation to guide the Court in fixing thenbsp;amount of rent .... no subsequent Statute has touchednbsp;the subject of the principles of a fair rent—no mode ofnbsp;valuation

has been prescribed by Parliament or otherwise—nbsp;consequently, of necessity, each individual administrator acts



“ Coming from such a body, this is indeed the witnessing of a good confession,” said the Duke of Argyll in the first,nbsp;published in the Times of November 29th, 1894, of a seriesnbsp;of masterly articles. And in this article His Grace adducednbsp;what may be called an historical argument of great value,nbsp;precisely applicable to the suggestion made in the case ofnbsp;Wales, an argument which can hardly be improved uponnbsp;and which is well worth stating in the words in which itnbsp;appeared originally: “ At last, in the report of the Committee on the Irish Land Acts, we have some frank confessions on the practicalnbsp;working of a most wonderful experiment. Fourteen yearsnbsp;ago the Irish administration in Dublin persuaded the Primenbsp;Minister, who prevailed on Parliament, to try the plan ofnbsp;delegating to three private gentlemen the absolute power ofnbsp;regulating the price to be paid for the hire of land, with anbsp;few insignificant exceptions,

over the whole of Ireland.nbsp;These gentlemen were to be bound by no rules. No principlenbsp;whatever of valuation was laid down for their guidance.nbsp;They were free to adopt any principle, or none at all. And,nbsp;if they did adopt any principle, they were free to conceal it.nbsp;So that even criticism might be balked. From their decisionsnbsp;on the question of value no appeal lay to any Court or anynbsp;authority whatever. They might, if they liked, raise rentsnbsp;to the highest competitive rates, or, on the other hand, theynbsp;might reduce them to mere nominal amounts. If there wasnbsp;any security at all against the error of over-estimating rents,nbsp;it lay entirely in a presumption that the whole spirit of thenbsp;experiment was avowedly in the interest of the tenant, and I



119' IN NORTH WALES. for tlie purpose, if possible, of bestowing fixity of tenure on every tenant indiscriminately, whether good, bad, or indifferent ; and this obviously could only be secured by fixingnbsp;’ rents so low that neither laziness, nor ignorance, nor want ofnbsp;capital could make it otherwise than easy to pay. Beyondnbsp;this necessary bias towards the lowest possible scale of rent—nbsp;a bias inseparable from the initial impulse with which thenbsp;Triumvirate were started on their way—they had nothingnbsp;whatever to guide them, and we, the public, had nothingnbsp;whatever to guide us in even guessing what their coursenbsp;would be. We had, indeed, the personal character of thenbsp;chosen Triumvirs, and they were all known to be at leastnbsp;respected and honest men. We had also the presumption,nbsp;that such men would almost unconsciously adopt the generalnbsp;principles of valuation which are known in every civilisednbsp;country in the world

respecting the value of land, as well asnbsp;respecting the value of all other things. But even thisnbsp;presumption was rendered doubtful by one very awkward circumstance. As the Bill was drawn up by Mr. Gladstone, andnbsp;as he introduced it in the House of Commons, he had takennbsp;some care that this presumption in favour of acknowledgednbsp;rules and principles of valuation should be secured. He didnbsp;lay down in his Bill the only intelligible principle of allnbsp;valuations as the principle by which the Triumvirate shouldnbsp;be bound. He even made a great fuss about it in his introductory speech. He declared that the Government hadnbsp;thought it “ their duty ” to lay down a principle of valuationnbsp;for the guidance of the.new tribunal, and even twitted thenbsp;Conservative Opposition with a manifest reluctance to follownbsp;his virtuous example. What.was the use—what was evennbsp;the meaning—of telling three men to fix ‘ fair rents ’ allnbsp;over

Ireland, unless Parliament gave them at least somenbsp;indication of what is meant by ‘ fair ’ ? Value is everywherenbsp;a fact—were they to be free to turn it into a pure fancy ?nbsp;Were the Triumvirs to be at liberty to set all known criteria



120 THE LAND QUESTION aside? The Prime Ministei’did not think so. He foresaw the danger, and accordingly he considered it to be a duty tonbsp;insert in his Bill a statutory direction as to a rule by whichnbsp;the Triumvirs should be guided. Here is that direction:—nbsp;‘ A fair rent means such a rent as, in the opinion of thenbsp;Court after hearing the parties and considering all thenbsp;circumstances of the case, holding, and district, a solventnbsp;tenant would undertake to pay one year with another.’nbsp;This is clear. It indicates market values as at least the basisnbsp;of all decisions on the fairness of rents. In the nature ofnbsp;things there can be no other. There is a common notionnbsp;that what are called ‘ customary ’ values are in their ownnbsp;nature something quite different from market values. Butnbsp;this is quite eiToneous. What gives rise to custom ? Whatnbsp;fixes it—what modifies and changes it ? Push these questionsnbsp;and we shall find that xvhat other

men will give for anything is the basis of all values, ivhether fixed by formal contract or by custom only. Mr. Gladstone’s definition, therefore, of what he meant by a ‘ fair ’ rent was equally unassailable in principle and indispensable in practice. Without it the Triumvirate would be absolutely without chartnbsp;or compass. The whole property of both landlord and tenantnbsp;would be left wholly at their mercy and discretion, withoutnbsp;check or limit of any kind. “ Yet what happened ? The Government found the maintenance of this clause inconvenient, in the face of the Irish members whom they wished to conciliate. It was thereforenbsp;weakly abandoned in Committee. The words indicatingnbsp;market values as even the basis of computation for ‘ fair ’nbsp;rents were simply struck out. It is needless to say that thenbsp;abandonment of such a clause, after it had been introducednbsp;as an acknowledged duty, might be construed as more significant than if it had never been

introduced at all. If thenbsp;Triumvirate, or any one of them, felt himself at all hamperednbsp;,in estimating values by the traditional principles of all time



121 IN NORTH WALES. and all countries, he could remember the fact that the very idea of natural or market value had been deliberatelynbsp;excluded by Parliament, even as guiding him at all in thenbsp;exercise of his own arbitrary discretion. The result, therefore, was that the Triumvirate have been, and are, absolutenbsp;dictators on all rent values in Ireland. There is no Courtnbsp;which can, on this matter, call their conduct into question.nbsp;I have found it always difficult to get anybody to fully realisenbsp;this fact, or still more to see its sweep and operation. Butnbsp;there is no doubt whatever that it is a fact. It is corroborated by a striking part of the speech with which Mr. Justicenbsp;O’Hagan, the first chief Triumvir, opened his so-callednbsp;‘Court’ in 1881:—‘Neither shall we be tempted,’he said,nbsp;‘ to speak of what may be expected from the actual workingnbsp;of the tribunal. Words on that theme will be more seasonably spoken a twelvemonth

hence—still more so a quarter ofnbsp;a century hence—than on this day. No doubt such a Courtnbsp;stands in a very different position from other Courts of long-established jurisdiction and settled methods—Courts whosenbsp;province is to decide on rights defined by law, and which arenbsp;guided by long lines of precedents and all the wisdom of pastnbsp;experience. We have been likened to navigators in unknownnbsp;seas, to those whom the poet describes as seeking their waynbsp;darkly, beneath the night, and through the shadow—“ Ibantnbsp;obscuri sola sub nocte per umbras ” The history given is most instructive. It is illustrative of the “ original righteousness,” so to speak, of Mr. Gladstone,nbsp;and, at the same time, of the weak opportunism which, atnbsp;all times during his political career, enabled him to give upnbsp;and concede points which he felt to be vital and essential tonbsp;justice. His primary principle, that rents must be regulatednbsp;by

values, or by competition among solvent tenants, wasnbsp;sound enough; but the Irish members, who had their verynbsp;Taison d’?tre as instruments for the plunder of landowners.



323 THE LAND QUESTION naturally would liave none of his principle, indefinite as it was. Indefinite, we say, because the moment you abolishnbsp;competition by Act of Parliament, you render it more andnbsp;more difficult day after day and year after year to ascertainnbsp;what the results of competition would be. But the Irishnbsp;members were shrewd enough to see that, since the mostnbsp;ruinous incubus which a landowner can lay upon hisnbsp;shoulders is an insolvent tenant, and since even a landownernbsp;of purely commercial instincts will never pay attention tonbsp;the competition of any candidates for tenancy whom he does,nbsp;not believe, after making all inquiry possible, to be solvent,nbsp;the Bill, if carried in its original form, would not only givenbsp;nothing to their clients, but might even add to their obligations. For it is admitted on all hands, even by the advocatesnbsp;of a Land Court in Wales—who certainly will not admitnbsp;anything except an absolutely

uncontestable fact, and sometimes deny even that—that in Wales as elsewhere thenbsp;standard of rental which competition among solvent tenantsnbsp;would establish is in very numerous cases tempered by wisenbsp;generosity as matters stand now. The restriction of competition in the case of vacant farms (for no attention is evernbsp;paid to competition for farms occupied by satisfactory tenants)nbsp;comes from the landowners themselves. Therefore, said thenbsp;Irish members to themselves, if we assent to a law enablingnbsp;and provoking every landowner to have his rents fixed bynbsp;the competition of the solvent, the result will be that fewnbsp;rents, if any, will be reduced while a great many will benbsp;increased. In fact the Act, if it had been allowed to continue to. include Mr. Gladstone s original principle, could have workednbsp;no injustice for several years; but its introduction wouldnbsp;have been quite pointless and, in time, injurious ; indeed, itnbsp;must have

become impossible to administer, because if, at onenbsp;and the same time, you put an end to the competition of thenbsp;solvent and declare that a Court shall follow the lines laid



123- IN NORTH WALES. down by the competition of the solvent, you lay upon the Court the obligation of following in later years a principle ofnbsp;which you destroy by degrees every visible feature. In short, whether the Legislature ordains that the lines to be established by competition of the solvent shall be followed,nbsp;or whether it is content to rely upon the opinions of individualnbsp;Commissioners or judges, it is clear that the result must, innbsp;the long run, be the same; that is to say, the rent must benbsp;fixed in the long run and, after the competition of the solventnbsp;has ceased to exist and can no longer be used as a guide, innbsp;accordance with human whims and fancies. “ No doubt,” says the Duke, “ the tribunal has acted conscientiously. But so did the Inquisition. So did the Star-chamber.” But man is so constituted that he desires to be governed by a definite and ascertainable system of law andnbsp;not in accordance with the opinions of this

man or that; andnbsp;such Courts as these, unworthy of the name really, will nevernbsp;be tolerated by the majority of men unless they are distinctlynbsp;favourable to the interests of the majority. It will be said, however, that Courts following this happy-go-lucky principle or no-principle have “ done good.” This usually means that they have done what was expected ofnbsp;them by the time-serving legislators who established themnbsp;and have reduced rents. Certainly they have done so bothnbsp;in Ireland and in the crofting areas of Scotland. Lordnbsp;Carrington, indeed, did not fail to confront the Duke ofnbsp;Argyll, after he had come to the end of his thorough exposition of the fallacies of the Crofters Acts, with the suggestionnbsp;that his rents from crofts had been reduced compulsorily bynbsp;the Crofters Commission to the extent of some 30 per cent,.nbsp;The suggestion was made with studied and almost excessivenbsp;courtesy, considering that it

could not fail to give pain tonbsp;His Grace. But the admission which the Duke was compellednbsp;to make helped Lord Carrington’s argument not a jot and fornbsp;two reasons. First, the British mind is not yet educated up



124 THE LAND QUESTION to the idea that to take money forcibly out of one man’s pocket and put it into the purse of another is necessarily ornbsp;even probably to “ do good.” Next it remains to be considered whether the mischiefs which must necessarily follow,nbsp;.as we shall show presently, from the establishment of such anbsp;system, are not so serious as to counterpoise and cancel thenbsp;immediate pecuniary benefit which undoubtedly accrues tonbsp;the sitting tenant from the confiscation of part of his landlord’s property for his benefit. One more puerile theory of “ fair rent ” must be disposed of before we proceed to enumerate these great mischiefsnbsp;which must follow inevitably upon the creation of the Courtnbsp;of Conscientious Confiscation. That theory may be describednbsp;as the “ live and thrive ” theory. Hundreds of questionsnbsp;were put by Commissioners and others, and hundreds of statements were made by witnesses, which showed clearly thatnbsp;the “

live and thrive ” doctrine was present in their minds.nbsp;Elaborate particulars of the ages of tenants suffering fromnbsp;alleged grievances, of the disadvantages from which theynbsp;suffered by possessing too many children, or not enough ofnbsp;them (a matter entirely beyond the proper control of landlords), of the disadvantages of early widowhood, of the lossesnbsp;•of cattle and so forth were given. These, no doubt, as thenbsp;evidence showed abundantly, are matters which landownersnbsp;do, in a very great number of cases, take into account. Butnbsp;certainly no Court could pay attention to them and no sanenbsp;Parliament could direct or permit a Court to have regard tonbsp;them. Even supposing a Legislature so infatuated as tonbsp;crystallise the “ live and thrive ” notion of rent into law, thenbsp;law would by no means take the form which the witnessesnbsp;belonging to the agitator class for the most part seem tonbsp;imagine. It would certainly not go on the principle

that,nbsp;when a farmer has paid his expenses and keep, and maintainednbsp;his family (of indefinite dimensions), and put something awaynbsp;for a rainy day, the balance of the year’s receipts might be



125' IN NORTH WALES. regarded as rent. In that whimsical time the skilful and sturdy bachelor would have to pay a higher rent than thenbsp;reckless married man, and the childless couple would benbsp;drawn upon more heavily than Mr. and Mrs. Quiverful; andnbsp;this, which is a survey of the concrete facts lying undernbsp;this vague exposition of the “ live and thrive ” theory, isnbsp;absurd. In this connection it is prudent to observe thenbsp;theory of rent held, or, at any rate, the practice followed, bynbsp;public authorities. The acquisition of land by public authorities to sub-let in small holdings is presumed to entail no lossnbsp;upon the ratepayers, who are practically the landlords, andnbsp;the land so obtained is supposed to be let “ not at somethingnbsp;which may be left out of the proceeds after various othernbsp;claims have been paid,” but “ at such a sum per annum asnbsp;will cover the payment made by the public authority and entailnbsp;no loss on

the ratepayers.” No ratepayers would become responsible for repayment of the principal and interest under thenbsp;“ live and thrive ” rent idea, so why should a private individualnbsp;be expected to lend his capital on such absurd terms ? But supposing the theory defined thus '‘the rent ought to be such a sum as upon an average of years a farmer ofnbsp;average skill and possessed of adequate capital ought tonbsp;he able to pay after making a reasonable profit for himselfnbsp;over and above his keep and expenses,” we should soon benbsp;driven to absurdities. For the first consequence must benbsp;that the rent of all the small tenements—very numerous innbsp;Wales—which are the labourer’s stepping-stones to largernbsp;farms, because by their means he can add to his income as anbsp;labourer, would be wiped away at one stroke; and, in anynbsp;event, landowner and tenant are far more likely than externalnbsp;authority to come to a right conclusion

on a matter of thisnbsp;kind. For the rest this system, if it were worthy of thenbsp;name, would be open to all the objections of any compulsorynbsp;system of fixing rents. And these are the mischiefs which,nbsp;would follow of necessity :



126 THE LAND QUESTION 1. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;All friendliness of feeling between landowner andnbsp;tenant would be destroyed. This is a forecast justified by experience, for it is a common saying in the law courts that no litigation is so ruinouslynbsp;obstinate as that which has relation to rights of way, or water,nbsp;or common, or anything connected with land; and the writer,nbsp;knowing Wales as well as most men living, or, to use thenbsp;pompous phrase of Mr. Thomas Ellis, M.P., having been “ anbsp;tolerably diligent student” of Welsh affairs, will venture tonbsp;say that subsequent reconciliation between litigants is almost,nbsp;if not absolutely, unknown. It must be admitted, however, that this would be no argument in the eyes of the conductors of the Baner andnbsp;other vernacular papers; of Mr. Gladstone, who invented thenbsp;famous comparison between the classes and the masses; ofnbsp;Mr. Thomas Ellis, who went back to 1859 to inflame thenbsp;House, of

Commons against the landowners, whom he allegednbsp;to have exercised “relentlessly their power of notice tonbsp;quit to keep up rents;” and proceeded to speak of thenbsp;“ignorance” and the “obstinacy” of these landownersnbsp;(who, such of them as are Welsh, enjoy for the most partnbsp;the same educational opportunities as their English fellows).nbsp;But we do not address ourselves to Mr. Ellis and Mr. Gee.nbsp;We appeal to men of reason and sense, who, knowing thenbsp;innumerable kindnesses done by tenant to landowner, as wellnbsp;as by landowner to tenant, appreciating the value of friendlynbsp;feeling between the two classes, and the peril of smoulderingnbsp;enmity, will not wilfully destroy that which tends unquestionably to the national good. And if it be asked whynbsp;this result must ensue, the answer is plain; it is that thesenbsp;men feel unanimously that State intei’ference with them innbsp;the management of property which they and their

ancestorsnbsp;have collected, very often by purchase, in the course of manynbsp;centuries, would be an unpardonable wrong. 2. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The landowner would become a mere rent-charger, who



?would have no interest in residing upon or improving his •estate. This forecast is denied by Mr. Gee, Mr. Ellis, and Mr. Bryn Roberts. Against their opinions we venture to setnbsp;those of virtually every landowner or agent who was examinednbsp;before the Commission on the subject. After all, the mennbsp;who are interested in land may be taken to be better judgesnbsp;of the feelings of the class to which tliey belong than outsiders and Members of Parliament who have their ownnbsp;schemes to puff. Against the gentlemen named, therefore,nbsp;we place in the balance great landowners like Mr. Wynne ofnbsp;Peniarth, Mr. Nanney, Mr. Price of Ehiwlas, Lord Stanleynbsp;of Alderley, Lord Penrhyn, Mr. E. Davies of Plas Dinam,nbsp;and Colonel Cornwallis West; and since the evidence for thenbsp;great estates was given mainly by agents of great experience,nbsp;such men as Colonel the Hon. W. E. Sackville West, Captainnbsp;N. P. Stewart, Mr. W. B. C. Jones, Mr.

Prichard, Majornbsp;Birch, Captain Preston, Colonel Hughes of Ystrad, Mr. St.nbsp;John Charlton, Mr. Forrester Addie, Mr. Owen Slaneynbsp;Wynne, and many others besides might be cited in testimony. But, if it be desired to know how great landownersnbsp;would feel and in what spirit they would act if a Land Courtnbsp;were established, it is surely enough to quote the representatives of Lord Penrhyn, Mr. Assheton Smith, Mr. Ellis Nanney,nbsp;Sir George Meyrick, Mr. Cooke of Gwysanau, Sir Richardnbsp;Bulkeley, Lady Neave, Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, Mr.nbsp;Hughes of Kimmel, and Lord Powis; and to add to theirnbsp;testimony that of every landowner in North Wales who gavenbsp;•evidence on the matter. Perhaps it may be added here that,nbsp;while all landowners and agents might have expressed thenbsp;•case against a Land Court on this ground equally thoroughlynbsp;?and logically, it was not to be desired that more than twonbsp;or three should go into the

details of the argument, andnbsp;that of these, Mr. Edward Davies of Plas Dinam, fromnbsp;whom, as an ardent Liberal by tradition, the revolutionary



128 THE LAND QUESTION party expected a good deal, and Colonel Cornwallis West, a Liberal Unionist, were among the most complete and convincing. These men, then, know what they would do under given circumstances better than outsiders. That is to say theynbsp;would allow or request the Land Court to fix rents all round,nbsp;and they would put an absolute stop to all expenditure onnbsp;improvements and repairs. Thus, even if there were anbsp;considerable reduction in rents at starting, they would, asnbsp;reference to our later sketch of what the evidence given before the Commissioners shows that landowners have done fornbsp;the country, be financial gainers by the transaction. Andnbsp;their course would be in accordance with ordinary motives ofnbsp;human conduct, for, when all has been said, it is unreasonablenbsp;to expect a man to expend money in the improvement of anbsp;subject-matter, land to wit, when he well knows that he is tonbsp;be debarred by

law from having so much as a voice in settlingnbsp;the price which is to be paid for the hire of that land afterwards, and that he is to be debarred from obtaining, atnbsp;a pinch, the price fixed by supply and demand or by thenbsp;higgling of the market. Nor is this merely argument based upon study of human nature, or upon the statements made by landowners as to theirnbsp;probable action in the event of the establishment of such anbsp;Court, for there is evidence, given before the Commission as tonbsp;the history of Irish land, which serves as an instructivenbsp;guide. Such is the evidence of Mr. Preston, who has experience of the Irish Land Courts, and declared at Llangefninbsp;that they satisfied neither landowner nor tenant; and that,nbsp;in his opinion, landowners in Wales, under a Land Court,nbsp;would not be more likely than landowners in Ireland to spendnbsp;money on improvements and repairs. Why, indeed, judgednbsp;by the ordinary human standard, should

they ? It was in relation to this evidence of Captain Preston that Professor Rhys, on the 26th day of the sittings of the



129 m NORTH WALES. •Commission, and asking tke twenty-one-thousand-eight-hundred-and-thirfcietli question—spoke thus : “ Then, a question was put by Mr. Vincent just now as to a Land Court. I am very hazy about this Land Courtnbsp;question, I must confess, and I am very glad to hear anything I can about it. Supposing a Land Court were ever tonbsp;be established in Wales, must it go exactly on the lines ofnbsp;the Irish Land Court ?—I hope not. “We have had it in evidence, I think, that the Crofters Commission would supply a better model in regard to landnbsp;tenure in Wales. Are you acquainted with the working ofnbsp;the Crofters Act ?—I cannot say that I am.” So far the eminent antiquarian scholar seems to have been hazy indeed and, it may be added, the Crofters Commission hadnbsp;barely been mentioned before the Welsh Land Commission.nbsp;But there was plenty of evidence about it afterwards, evidencenbsp;from the Scotch Office, which

appeared to be too weak fornbsp;the stomach of the Commissioners. This was supplementednbsp;later by that of the head of the Crofters Commission, who couldnbsp;Hot be expected to foul his own nest; by evidence from Mr.nbsp;B. Macrae, ex-elementary-schoolmaster in the Highlands andnbsp;now the professional, or quasi-professional, crofter’s friend ; bynbsp;evidence also from the Duke of Argyll, who differed absolutelynbsp;from these gentlemen. And the result was plain enough;nbsp;namely, that the difference between the two systems is onenbsp;of name and machinery only. Both have the same essentialnbsp;and objectionable feature, compulsory fixing of rent at thenbsp;request of either party, and both, for that reason, must andnbsp;do produce the same mischiefs. 3. Improvement by mutual agreement between landowner and tenant would become impossible, and “ improvementnbsp;leases,” under which the tenant obtains the land for a period I



THE LAND QUESTION at less than market price on condition of effecting certain improvements would come to an end. About such improvement leases Professor Rhys seems also to have been hazy, for certainly he used words in thenbsp;form of a question which pointed to an opinion in his mindnbsp;that such leases partook of the nature of a landowner’s devicenbsp;to sweat the tenant. Like Mr. Richard Jones in anothernbsp;place we “ cannot follow his process of reasoning.” Suchnbsp;leases, which have been common in parts of Denbighshire, are,nbsp;It is submitted with confidence, beneficial alike to landowner,nbsp;tenant, and the general public, which is deeply interested innbsp;the improvement of the productive power of land. 4. The establishment of a Land Court involves as of necessity {see Colonel the Hon. W. E. Sackville West’s evidence at Carnarvon) the conferment by statute upon thenbsp;sitting tenant of fixity of tenure, and, as an inevitablenbsp;corollary, his

obtaining the power of selling the right ofnbsp;occupation subject to the judicial rent. Thus the sellingnbsp;price of the freehold must be reduced. Now it is contended, and will be proved in due course, that the Welsh tenantry in practice do possess all reasonablenbsp;fixity of tenure, and that, since the days before the Ballotnbsp;Act (concerning which days the evidence was misty and outnbsp;of date), no case of capricious eviction has been proved distinctly, although many have been alleged and absolutely disproved, not merely by verbal but also by documentarynbsp;evidence. It has been proved further that upon all the greatnbsp;estates, and it might easily be proved of hundreds of lessernbsp;properties, holdings do, as a matter of practice and grace,nbsp;continue to be held by successive members of the samenbsp;families from generation to generation. But the establishment of a Land Court clearly involves the giving of fixity of tenure by law ; for, in the absence of

suchnbsp;statutory fixity of tenure, the landowner might (it is not suggested that he would) give notice to the tenant who, by apply-



131 IN NOETH WALES. ing to the Land Court, obtained a judicial rent less than the market rent. Now between a landowner’s position surroundednbsp;by a body of tenantry whom he desires to keep but of divers ofnbsp;whom he may, if he is advised that it will be to the benefitnbsp;of the community, rid himself and the neighbourhood, andnbsp;that of a landowner who is surrounded by a body of men ofnbsp;whom he cannot rid himself save for certain definite reasonsnbsp;which must be proved in a Court of Law, probably at greatnbsp;expense, there is a vast difference. And that difference maynbsp;be measured in money. In all classes of life there are, unfortunately, to be found surly and ill-conditioned personsnbsp;who may, none the less, be irreproachable from the commercial point of view. Can it be expected that the intendingnbsp;purchaser of an estate will give as much for land upon whichnbsp;he may find himself saddled with such a tenant as for landnbsp;with

which he is free—subject to the condition that he shallnbsp;compensate an outgoing tenant adequately—to deal as henbsp;pleases ? It is this freedom, this latent power, if the phrasenbsp;be preferred, which contributes to give to land a higher pricenbsp;in the market than it could conceivably possess as an interest-bearing investment. To take it away, on the pretext that itnbsp;might be used cajiriciously, when in fact there is no evidencenbsp;that it has been so used in modern times, when it is clearnbsp;that the result must be a depreciation of the selling value ofnbsp;land would be the more foolish, as well as unjust, havingnbsp;regard to a pet scheme of the Commissioners, a morallynbsp;certain recommendation of theirs which will be dealt withnbsp;after a very few sentences have been written. Lirst, however, it is desirable to show how “ free sale ” which is the inevitable corollary to “ fair rents ” as “ fixitynbsp;of tenure ” is the inseparable accident of a Land Court,

mustnbsp;depreciate the selling value of laud. This can hardly be donenbsp;better than in the words of Colonel the Hon. W. E. Sackvillenbsp;West at Carnarvon—the interrogating Commissioner beingnbsp;Sir John Llewelyn.



182 THE LAND QUESTION “ 12,200. Can you give the Court your opinion as to the effect of what we have heard of a proposed Land Court ?—nbsp;No, I have not been asked. “ 12,201. Will you kindly tell us your opinion about what its effect might be?—As to whether it would be good ornbsp;not ? “ 12,202. Yes.—Personally I believe it would be productive of more harm than good. It seems to me that a Land Courtnbsp;necessarily implies freedom of sale, and, of course, fixity ofnbsp;tenure. If a Land Court fixes the rent it is pretty certainnbsp;to be—it must be—below market value, what could be gotnbsp;by a competitive rent. It would be no use if it was not.nbsp;Then if that was arbitrarily fixed there would arise a valuenbsp;between the actual rent and the selling value of it, thenbsp;market value of it. Now who would that belong to ? If itnbsp;belonged to the tenant for making his improvements henbsp;ought to have power to sell it. If it did not it ought tonbsp;belong to the landlord. Therefore it

implies the necessitynbsp;for giving the tenant power to sell that margin. Then if henbsp;sells that margin it comes to the same thing that I havenbsp;said before, that the next man has to pay the market valuenbsp;for his farm, counting the interest on the money which henbsp;has paid for that margin between the two. Fixity of tenurenbsp;would necessarily follow because the landlord could not havenbsp;the power to turn out the tenant who had had his rent fixednbsp;or else he would turn him out at once, possibly when thenbsp;judicial rent was fixed, and see if he could not agree withnbsp;another man to take it at a higher rent. Therefore I thinknbsp;a Land Court implies the whole. There is nothing betweennbsp;the two, between complete freedom of sale, complete fixitynbsp;of tenure, and taking, in fact, the whole thing out of thenbsp;hands of the landlord. Further than this, as to fixity ofnbsp;tenure, I have never heard it defined as to whether it isnbsp;fixity of tenure on both sides, that is to say,

whether anbsp;tenant is to be at liberty to throw his land on his landlord’s



133 IN NORTH WALES. hands at a most inconvenient time and demand compensation for the improvements which he has made without his consent,nbsp;or whether the landlord is to have the same fixity of tenurenbsp;and say: ‘ You shall not go now.’ ” On this point Mr. Richard Jones harried Colonel West a httle, but made nothing of his enterprise, for the positionnbsp;is unassailable. Now “ free sale ” has been proved so often to be productive of endless mischiefs in Ireland, to be simply a money bribe to the sitting tenant at the expense of the landowner,nbsp;and an intolerable encumbrance to every succeeding tenant,nbsp;that it is not necessary to give more than a couple of instancesnbsp;by way of proof. For one of them a debt is due to the researchesnbsp;of the Duke of Argyll into the Report already mentioned {Thenbsp;Times, December 4th, 1894). It may be summarised thus :nbsp;On October 10th, 1894, Connel Ryan applied to the Landnbsp;Tribunal

at Limerick, Judge Adams presiding, for the fixingnbsp;of a “ fair rent ” for his holding of four acres seven perches,nbsp;which were rented at ?3 5s. or less than 16s. per acre. Thenbsp;judge discovered that under the Act of 1881, Ryan had paidnbsp;?200, or more than sixty years' purchase, for the tenant-'gt;'ight. Yet the judge reduced his rent to ?2 10s. A piece ofnbsp;more flagrantly Irish and illogical injustice it is impossible tonbsp;conceive. The landowner was mulcted of nearly a third ofnbsp;the property left to him by a confiscatory statute simplynbsp;because the tenant had given to his predecessor an absolutelynbsp;insane price for the projperty of which the Act had divestednbsp;the landowner. An analogous and well authenticated case is extracted from the Irish Times. “MARKET VALUE OF TENANTS’ HOLDINGS. “ TO THE EDITOR OF THE Irish Times. “ Sir,—After the remarkable evidence given to the Evicted



134 THE LAND QUESTION Tenants Commission, it may interest some of your readers to learn that, notwithstanding the present temporary depressionnbsp;in the price of cattle and the rumour of a further compulsorynbsp;reduction of rents, the market value of the tenants’ interestnbsp;in their holdings is rather on the increase than otherwise. “ Within the last month a small holding in County Leitrim, half-way between Mohill and Carrigallen, subject to a judicialnbsp;rent fixed in 1883 of ?9 10s. was sold for ?300, which, withnbsp;auctioneer’s fees and costs of conveyance, amounted to ?330,nbsp;or nearly thirty-four times the rent. “ In a still poorer locality, in same county, half-way between Carrigallen and Ballinamore, a miserable holding, subject tonbsp;?3 10s. rent (since reduced to ?3), was sold last week for ?50.nbsp;On neither holding were there any reclamations or improvements beyond the usual mud and straw cabins. “ These prices are not exceptional. Holdings are changing

hands every day at from 16 to 30 years’ purchase, calculatednbsp;on their rents, in County Leitrim, Roscommon, and Cavan,nbsp;and higher still in the better lands of other counties, and yetnbsp;we are told that 14 years’ purchase of the fee, to be paid bynbsp;very easy instalments, is too much to give the owners.—nbsp;Yours, amp;c.,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;“ J. Gaenet Tatlow. “ Cavan, 19th December, 1892.” That yon cannot establish a Land Court without involving “ free sale ” as a corollary—for value cannot be destroyednbsp;though it may be transferred—is clear. Equally clear is thenbsp;substantial nature of the transference and its ruinous aftereffect. That is to say, if there be land-hunger, the temptation to take advantage of it is transferred from the ownernbsp;of an estate who, apart from his position and traditions, isnbsp;disposed by ordinary prudence to have regard to the injuriousnbsp;effects to his property which must follow on exorbitance, tonbsp;an outgoing tenant who has

no reason for taking the slightestnbsp;interest in the future of the land which he has left for ever.



135 IN NORTH WALES. No doubt it was some knowledge of what had occurred in Ireland, and what must happen everywhere, until there isnbsp;some radical change, not merely in the law of the land, butnbsp;in human nature, which induced Mr. Bryn Roberts, himselfnbsp;the backer of a Land Bill, to repudiate the principle of “ freenbsp;sale ” (Q. 13,266). Again, Mr. Thomas Ellis, M.P. (Q. 17,080),nbsp;being a little hard pressed, said that he had never introducednbsp;the principle of “ free sale ” into any Land Bill of his ownnbsp;devising, and said “ it would be unwise, especially if wenbsp;HAD A GOOD Land Bill, to set up in Wales the system ofnbsp;free sale, because it would be transferring the evils ofnbsp;competitive bents from the landowner to the tenant.”nbsp;By this none too lucid expression of dogmatic opinion, Mr.nbsp;Ellis probably meant that the outgoing tenant would he atnbsp;least as keenly desirous to exact the uttermost farthing fornbsp;the tenant-

right, as the most needy landowner to obtain thenbsp;highest competition rent. This view might easily be putnbsp;more strongly in favour of the landlord ; but for the momentnbsp;that is not the point. The more important matter is thatnbsp;Mr. Ellis, whose political eye is keen enough for short distances, but of no value when long distances come under consideration, fails to see that any Act establishing a Court to fixnbsp;rents must as a necessary corollary create a right of “ freenbsp;sale ” also, and that this must happen whether the words freenbsp;sale are mentioned in the Act or not. Now, as it is clear that every interference with the land-owner’s right to do as he pleases with land which he has bought on terms of freedom, impairs the selling price of land,nbsp;so it is abundantly manifest to any intelligent person thatnbsp;every shilling of additional value which accrues to the tenant-right is a shilling taken away from the selling price of thenbsp;freehold ; it is, in fact, a

paring away of the freehold as farnbsp;as it goes. It follows that the Land Court system not onlynbsp;would take away part of the landowner’s property and give itnbsp;to the tenant (a matter which would not distress Mr. Ellis and



136 THE LAND QUESTION his fellows greatly), but would also actually diminish the selling value of land in a substantial and serious fashion. This,nbsp;again, will appear to the agitators at first sight but a minornbsp;matter. But let them reflect upon the great care which thenbsp;Commissioners gave to the condition of the mortgaged freeholders of Cardiganshire and of some counties in North Wales.nbsp;Let them remember that the Commission made a special request to Mr. Morgan Eichardson to collect statistical evidencenbsp;on the matter, and that they are practically pledged tonbsp;recommend the advance of public moneys to these freeholders,nbsp;on the security of their holdings, upon such terms as willnbsp;enable them to redeem their property and pay a moderate ratenbsp;of interest. Let them reflect that Mr. Morgan Eichardson is anbsp;man of gi’eat experience in these matters, who receives and paysnbsp;(Q. 43,736) “ interest on something between a quarter and

halfnbsp;a million of money which is invested on mortgage ” in thenbsp;neighbourhood of Cardigan. And this is what he had to saynbsp;on the matter: “43,827. The following questions are handed up by Mr.. Vincent: Is it not your opinion that the establishment of anbsp;Land Court would tend to reduce the selling price of land ?—nbsp;Yes, to a certainty. “ 43,828. If so, would it be safe for the State, which established a Land Court, to lend money to the mortgagednbsp;freeholder ?—Not after the Land Court was established. Inbsp;think you could lend, then, only a much smaller percentagenbsp;than four-fifths of the purchase-money. “ 43,829. Have you not had cases in which arrangements for the advance of money on mortgage have been broken offnbsp;by reason of agitation ?—I have.” This last answer, stating a fact of which Mr. St. John Charlton gave corroborative evidence, is one of some importance ; it means that the prominence given to the Welsh Land



137 IN NORTH WALES. Question lias had its effect in making investors shy, and in impairing the credit of Welsh landowners. And that means that shrewd men of business like Mr. Morgan Richardson feel thatnbsp;such legislation as is proposed could not fail to diminish thenbsp;value of Welsh land in the market. It follows that since no mannbsp;will venture to argue that any diminution of the value of landnbsp;can be other than general, or that the largest owners can benbsp;despoiled without the smallest owners suffering in proportion,nbsp;the pet scheme of the Commissioners and the one recommendation of theirs which is likely to attract serious attentionnbsp;for the moment, is rendered impossible if a Land Court is tonbsp;be established. Lastly, be it observed that, whereas the most substantial and apparently reasonable of the claims, made on behalf ofnbsp;tenants before the Commission, was for a readjustment ofnbsp;the law relating to compensation for

unexhausted improvements, the establishment of judicial rents clearly renders itnbsp;impossible that such compensation should be given. Thenbsp;proper measure of compensation (apart for the moment ofnbsp;all questions as to the owner’s right to restrain changes)nbsp;is to be found in the answer to the question: “ Bynbsp;how much have the exertions and expenditure of thenbsp;tenant raised the competition rent of the holding ? ” Andnbsp;that is the object aimed at, imperfectly, by the Agricultural Holdings Acts. But, since a Land Court, essentiallynbsp;and ex hy'pothesi, does away with the competition rent, itnbsp;Would be idle to contend that a landowner, debarred from hisnbsp;right to accept that rent, could in any rational community benbsp;compelled to pay compensation on that basis. To make anbsp;man pay for the improvement in the selling or letting valuenbsp;of land, and at the same time to prohibit him from takingnbsp;advantage of the improvement which

he has been compellednbsp;to buy, would be a proceeding contrary to the rudimentarynbsp;principles of justice. That there is, without the introduction of anything so



138 THE LAND QUESTION revolutionary as a Land Court, a remedy to be devised capable of meeting all substantial grievances, save thosenbsp;which are purely sentimental, shall be proved to demonstration in due course. But this chapter is too long already and,nbsp;now that the main objections on the ground of expediency—itnbsp;is useless in these days to argue on the basis of morality ornbsp;honesty—have been stated, it may well close by drawingnbsp;attention to a particular argument which the majoritynbsp;of the Commission is sure to use. It was foreshadowednbsp;by Lord Carrington in a question (64,285) addressednbsp;to Mr. Thomas Gee, in which his lordship suggestednbsp;that Major Birch, a very important witness since he hadnbsp;experience of England and Wales, had recommended a newnbsp;Agricultural Holdings Act for the whole of England andnbsp;Wales, to take the place of agreements, giving free cultivation and giving protection and compensation to tenants,

andnbsp;protection to landlords to prevent their farms being run outnbsp;in an unhusbandlike manner, and that this was a very considerable advance in public opinion. (It must be clearly understood that Lord Carrington’s free renderingof Major Birch’snbsp;testimony is not accepted as accurate, although no doubt itnbsp;was intended to be faithful.) Mr. Gee was perfectly rightnbsp;in answering that Major Birch had not recommended anbsp;Land Court, but it is none the less worth while to look backnbsp;to see what Major Birch did in fact say. He said (62,722):nbsp;“ I do not think (the evidence given in these counties, Flintnbsp;and Denbigh) at all fairly representative .... many mennbsp;have come forward who know that their opinion is of no practical value whatever.....They (the bigger farmers) look upon the Commission rather as a Court of grievances than a Court of inquiry.” He agreed, indeed, that an Agricultural Holdings Act might be devised which would donbsp;away with the necessity

for all agreements; but he wasnbsp;careful to add (62,812): “I do not want an Agriculturalnbsp;Holdings Act for Wales only; I want one for England and



139 IN NORTH WALES. Wales.” Mr. Llewellyn Jones, who appeared for the party of discontent, again asked (62,826): “Are Welsh farmersnbsp;rented at a higher figure than English farmers ? ” and thenbsp;answer was: “ Lower as a rule.” And again he said (62,840):nbsp;“Comparing the English and Welsh estates which I manage,nbsp;I think it is natural that we should do more for the Welsh tenantnbsp;than we do for the English tenant.” Out of this witness it maynbsp;not seem likely that the majority of the Commission can makenbsp;much ; but subsequent questions showed clearly that some ofnbsp;them imagined themselves to have extracted from him somenbsp;admissions favourable to their cause, which are not to benbsp;found in the evidence ; and it may be that the general dictanbsp;on the question of compensation for improvements, and compensation to landowners for waste, may be twisted into anbsp;suggestion or recommendation of a special

Court to trynbsp;disputes between landowner and tenant upon questions ofnbsp;this kind, which would be the thin end of that wedge ofnbsp;which the thick end is a Land Court. All comments by thenbsp;Commission on Major Birch’s evidence should therefore benbsp;compared scrupulously with the text of the evidence itself,nbsp;for even the chairman, vide his remarks on “ a considerablenbsp;advance of public opinion,” seemed to be under some misapprehension as to the words actually used by Major Birch.



CHAPTEE VII. The Agrarian Indictment—its Allegations—(1) Exorhitant Bents and Inadequate Recognition of Depression, (2) Insecurity of Tenure,nbsp;(3) Sectarian Preference in Choice of Tenants, (4) Bent raised onnbsp;Tenant’s Improvements, (5) over-stringent Agreements, (6) Gamenbsp;Damage, dc., (7) wrongful Enclosure of Commons, (8) Stoppage ofnbsp;Sale of ‘‘ Goodwill ”—some Evidence as to the said “ Goodwill.”nbsp;Evidence as to Raising of Bents—its Vagueness—the Errors made innbsp;such Evidence—the Incapacity of the Witnesses—as to borrowingnbsp;Money to pay Bent—Leading Questions in Commission’s Syllabusnbsp;—Treatment of Witnesses who alleged Landowners to be consideratenbsp;—Mr. Richard Jones and the Socratic Method—how Farms arenbsp;valued—Standard lower in Wales than in England—Danger ofnbsp;going by Abatements and Reductions simply—an Important Appendix. Enough has been written of the disadvantages, the

injustices, the mutually contradictory features, and the generallynbsp;unscientific character of the system of tenure (if “dualnbsp;ownership ” be not the more correct phrase) which the partynbsp;of agitation desire to substitute for the law of contractnbsp;tempered by the Agricultural Holdings Acts, 1875 and 1883,nbsp;which at present regulates the relation of landowner andnbsp;tenant, so far as that relation is dependent on law only. Let us now summarise the counts of the indictment upon which the party of agitation rest their claim for exceptionalnbsp;legislation of a revolutionary character and, while so summarising, let us distinguish those alleged grievances fornbsp;which the proposed legislation might, from the point ofnbsp;view of its advocates, be a remedy, from those upon which it



141 THE LAND QUESTION IN NOETH WALES. is inconceivable tbat the suggested change could have any influence whatsoever. Having done this it will be convenientnbsp;to dispose at once of those points which are susceptible ofnbsp;brief and conclusive treatment and to proceed from them tonbsp;those which, on the surface at any rate, are of such seriousnbsp;importance as to demand careful analysis of the evidencenbsp;on either side. The indictment alleges in effect: (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A prevalence through Wales and Monmouthshire ofnbsp;excessive and exorbitant rents together with a failure on thenbsp;part of landowners in general to meet the recent depressionnbsp;in agriculture by adequate abatements or reductions. Thisnbsp;is a grave allegation, and one which must be treated atnbsp;length. Moreover, if it were true, it would point to thenbsp;existence of grievances which, in the opinion of a considerablenbsp;section of politicians, might be

remedied by the establishmentnbsp;of a Land Court. (2) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Insecurity of tenure. This again is a serious allegation of grievance for which the legal fixity of tenure that, asnbsp;has been shown, follows upon the establishment of judicialnbsp;rents as a necessary corollary, might afford some remedy. Itnbsp;shall be met, we venture to say, convincingly; shall in fact benbsp;disproved. (3) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A preference for Churchmen and Conservatives asnbsp;against Nonconformists and Radicals when farms becomenbsp;vacant. This allegation is of sufficient gravity to demandnbsp;special attention since, if such a preference existed, it wouldnbsp;certainly create bad feeling. But in any case the grievancenbsp;would not be one for which a Land Court could provide anynbsp;remedy, since the wildest witness did not suggest that thenbsp;selection of tenants should be left to the Land Court. (4) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The raising of rent upon tenants’ improvements.

Herenbsp;again the allegation is grave in its original form and requiresnbsp;careful treatment. While it is not denied that for this griev-



142 THE LAND QUESTION ance, if it existed, a Land Court would be an obstacle of a sort, it is abundantly manifest that all possibility of grievancenbsp;would be removed by an improvement in tbe law of compensation to tenants for improvements and to owners for waste.nbsp;Such an improvement is apparently desired on all sides, albeitnbsp;the doctors differ greatly on points of detail, and, if it werenbsp;effected, would secure the desired result without involvingnbsp;any of the thousand mischiefs incident to a Land Court. ? I' (5) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A tendency on the part of landowners to force uponnbsp;tenants excessively strict forms of agreement and to embodynbsp;in those agreements a clause purporting to exclude thenbsp;Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883. This also must benbsp;dealt with in some detail. (6) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Refusal to pay for damage done by game, excessivenbsp;preservation of game and a practice of terrorising thenbsp;tenantry into allowing the Ground

Game Act to be a deadnbsp;letter. This will be dealt with shortly. (7) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Illegal enclosures of Commons and harsh treatmentnbsp;of squatters. Here again we are far away from the scopenbsp;over which a Land Court could operate; but the subject isnbsp;one which requires some little care in treatment. (8) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The discontinuance of an ancient practice of permitting the sale of “ goodwill ” by outgoing tenants. This lastnbsp;allegation is susceptible of such brief discussion that it maynbsp;be dealt with at once. No “goodwill” in any acceptednbsp;sense of the term attaches to an agricultural holding in itselfnbsp;in the ordinary way, and in the exceptional cases in whichnbsp;there is anything like real goodwill the landowner cannotnbsp;prevent the outgoing tenant from selling it to the incomingnbsp;tenant. Such goodwill is a purely personal property. Fornbsp;example a farmer may have been in the habit of supplyingnbsp;milk, butter, eggs, meat and so forth to

certain customers.nbsp;The list of such customers is in his hands; he can sell itnbsp;to whomsoever he pleases for such price as he can get. Itnbsp;is his property; and no landowner could deprive him of



143 IN NORTH AVALES. it even if he desired so to do. On the other hand such advantages as attach to a farm from its position in relationnbsp;to a market town, or railway conveniences, are not in thenbsp;nature of goodwill but are simply circumstances which thenbsp;tenant has had no part in bringing to pass. They arenbsp;attached to the landowner’s property and many cases mightnbsp;be adduced in which the landowner has been, partially atnbsp;any rate, instrumental in bringing them into being by virtuenbsp;of his enterprise in developing a district. By “ goodwill,” however, these persons mean, though they speak inaccurately, what amounts in effect to “tenant right ”nbsp;saleable subject to certain limits. And there is evidence onnbsp;the subject. Mr. Charles A. Jones at Dolgelley (8413) said: “ I think the outgoing tenant makes the best arrangement he can with regard to the purchase of the stock and thenbsp;manure with the incoming tenant. It is generally a

matternbsp;of arrangement. I say, if you can come to terms with thenbsp;outgoing tenant you can have the farm. There is nothing tonbsp;be paid for goodwill or anything of that sort, but it is desirable that the same sheep, for instance, should be keptnbsp;upon the same farm.” Now where this process was accompanied, as was frequently the case in old times, by a preliminary introduction of thenbsp;new tenant by the old tenant to the landowner and hisnbsp;agent, there was manifestly room for the incomer to pay thenbsp;outgoer, not only for the value of the improvements, if any,nbsp;but also something extra for the introduction, if, eventually,nbsp;his nominee was admitted. Nor was this custom, or rathernbsp;occasional practice, confined to Merionethshire where thenbsp;sheep, which know their “walk” on the fenceless mountainnbsp;and will drive intruding sheep from their tract, have clearlynbsp;a value greater than they possess as mutton. There is evidence

given by Mr. Bryn Roberts, M.P., at Carnarvon, to



144 THE LAND QUESTION show that it prevailed on some parts of the Vaynol estate. It was, in fact, a practice which prevailed here and there innbsp;old times when agents were men, sometimes, of a verynbsp;different type to those who, for the most part, have thenbsp;management of estates now. But it was at best a surreptitious practice, injurious alike to landowner and to incomingnbsp;tenant, and really partaking of the nature of a fraud on thenbsp;landowner. The modern agents, clearly seeing the naturenbsp;and tendency of the transaction, have stamped it out firmlynbsp;and, seeing that every argument used by Mr. Ellis and Mr.nbsp;Bryn Roberts against open “ free sale ” tells directly againstnbsp;this secret and limited sale of tenant right, it is unnecessarynbsp;for us to urge that its disappearance from those districts innbsp;which it formerly prevailed, more or less, is an unalloyednbsp;benefit to landowner and tenant. The best of the modernnbsp;agents make a strict rule of never

permitting an introductionnbsp;to them of a new tenant by the outgoer, because, in suchnbsp;cases, the mischievous proceeding is difficult to prevent;nbsp;witness the evidence of Colonel Sackville West in answer tonbsp;Mr. Brynmor Jones. “ 12,215. Have any instances come under your notice in which a new tenant has paid anything to the outgoingnbsp;tenant ?—I have heard of such oases, but you cannot provenbsp;it, because it is generally done by putting an increased valuenbsp;on the stock. “ 12,216. And any such things are rather concealed from you than otherwise, as agent, I suppose.—Invariably.” Finally it is certainly a just observation that the growth of such a custom among tenantry is a curious and significantnbsp;commentary upon the assertions of agitators that the tenantsnbsp;are at the mercy of their landlords and dare not farm highlynbsp;or effect improvements lest the fruit of their labour shouldnbsp;be confiscated. In fact, it argues a confidence on their



145 IN NORTH WALES. part, which we shall prove to have been well-founded, that no such advantage would or will be taken of them. None-the less the custom is mischievous, and agents and owners,,nbsp;particularly small owners, are well advised to be on their'nbsp;guard against it. And now for the more serious allegation that rents are excessive and exorbitant. The evidence on this point takesnbsp;various forms. One typical form is to be found in Mr. Ellis’s-House of Commons speech. He instanced, omitting innbsp;characteristic fashion all particulars which might enable hisnbsp;statement to be tested or his outline of facts to be filled in, anbsp;farm in Anglesey taken on a lease for life in 1787 at 5s. pernbsp;acre. (The chances are that a premium was paid, but letnbsp;that pass.) Then at some date, which Mr. Ellis did notnbsp;think it worth while to mention, the son of the lessee succeeded, the rent being raised to 10s. and then to 16s. an acre.nbsp;Then,

says Mr. Ellis (accurately, no doubt, so far as hisnbsp;knowledge went, but, as he would, of course, admit, speakingnbsp;upon matters as to which precise information must be difficultnbsp;to attain now), the tenant did all manner of improvements,,nbsp;and for ninety-seven years the landowner spent not a pennynbsp;piece. Finally, during the tenancy of the son’s widow, the-rent was raised to 23s. per acre. Now, from a practicalnbsp;point of view, this statement, even if we assume Mr. Ellis notnbsp;only to be absolutely accurate but to have ascertained thenbsp;whole of the facts (a very generous assumption this last), isnbsp;worth nothing at all now. Anglesey in 1787, that is to say,,nbsp;more than a century ago was, if not terra incognita, something very like it. Railways of course were not; there wasnbsp;not even a bridge to connect the island with the mainland.nbsp;Anglesey now has excellent roads; is intersected by twonbsp;lines of railway; and has easy

communication with flourishing market towns on the mainland. The value of propertynbsp;has therefore improved, and the farmer’s life at 23s. an acrenbsp;rent may very likely be far more choiceworthy now than it K



146 THE LAND QUESTION was in 1787 at 5s, an acre. It may be said, that the “ increment ” in the value of the landowner’s property is unearned. That is true enough, but Socialism is not strong enough yetnbsp;to confiscate unearned increment; and in any case the storynbsp;requires filling out before it is worth anything. Here arenbsp;questions to be answered. Was a premium paid for thenbsp;original lease ? Was the rent fixed at 5s. on the first or at 10s.nbsp;on the second letting (which was cheap enough in all conscience), on the terms that the tenant should effect certainnbsp;improvements ? What is the evidence, which must all of itnbsp;be hearsay and part of it hearsay upon hearsay, of what thenbsp;tenant did and that the landowner spent nothing ? Generalnbsp;statements of this kind, in fact, are worth nothing for practical purposes, for the question, the only question worthnbsp;considering, is whether the rent of 23s. per acre is reasonablenbsp;now or not. That is a question which

might be answerednbsp;after survey of the farm itself; for the rate is, as a matter ofnbsp;fact, not excessive for good land in Anglesey. This example from Mr. Ellis is taken, not from his evidence, but from his speech in the House of Commons ; but it is a typical exhibition of the evidence which was laid beforenbsp;the Commission. It will be convenient, perhaps, to give anbsp;few examples of the allegations made, more often by strangersnbsp;and rarely by the persons concerned, in the course of thenbsp;North Wales evidence. (Q. 7847 forward): Mr. John Morrisnbsp;Jones, a tenant of Sir Watkin Williams Wynn, testified thatnbsp;his grandfather had held at ?140 ; that his father succeedednbsp;in 1841; that in 1860 his rent had been raised to ?155; thatnbsp;it had been reduced in 1866 to ?140. Then came a minornbsp;difference as to the substitution of one parcel for another;nbsp;and he said that finally, in 1882, the rent had been raisednbsp;?40 on witness succeeding to the tenancy. He

admitted thatnbsp;he had received some abatements of 10 per cent., and thatnbsp;his rent had recently been reduced by ?50 per annum. Mr.nbsp;Thomas Davies (7973) gave a list of farms, with their gross



147 IN NORTH WALES. ?estimated rental in 1869 and 1893 respectively, but admitted both abatements and reductions. Air. William Pngh (8438)nbsp;?complained that his rent had been raised since 1853. Air.nbsp;David Evans complained that his rent had been raised fromnbsp;?28 to ?37 10s. (It was afterwards explained that the firstnbsp;rent was subject to payment of tithe by tenant, and thenbsp;second to payment by landowner.) Mr. Thomas Ellis (8901)nbsp;observed that in 1850 his rent had been raised from ?27 tonbsp;?28, and again, in 1862, to ?32. In 1862 he had taken anbsp;second farm for ?16 8s., the rent paid by the previous tenantnbsp;having been ?13 ; and that in 1872, after he had reclaimednbsp;some waste land, his rent had been raised further. Air.nbsp;Eichard Eoberts (9341) gave a list of farms on which rentsnbsp;had been raised during the past fifty years. This kind of extract from evidence might be continued almost ad infinitum. But the

continuance would be wearisomenbsp;and meaningless. In very many cases witnesses were provednbsp;to be inaccurate in their figures ; in many others it was provednbsp;to demonstration that there were special and sufficient reasonsnbsp;to account for raising of rent. To adduce a large number ofnbsp;these cases tending to show that erroneous statements havenbsp;been made either wilfully or through ignorance, pardonablenbsp;or culpable, were an easy task. But its accomplishment wouldnbsp;serve only to cumber the text, and would not touch the mainnbsp;question, which is simply whether rents have been shown tonbsp;be excessive. Precisely the same observation applies to thenbsp;evidence, given loosely very often, that rents have been raisednbsp;generally, in this or that district, during the past fifty years.nbsp;It should be observed, however, that little as is the value to benbsp;attached to that evidence from a practical point of view, evennbsp;when it is

given by a farmer, that little becomes beautifullynbsp;less when it is given by a tradesman or a Nonconformistnbsp;niinister. No imputation on either of these classes is involvednbsp;in this statement. The simple fact of the matter is that theynbsp;have no knowledge of the relations of landowner and tenant.



148 THE LAND QUESTION and that their evidence is worth about as much as that of the bishops and clergy would have been if the landowners hadnbsp;put them forward as witnesses. The real question is whether rents are excessive; whether they are so fixed that, upon an average of years, a farmer ofnbsp;average skill and business ability, equipped with adequatenbsp;capital at starting, cannot make a reasonable profit. Be itnbsp;observed here, and by way of preliminary, that landownersnbsp;have a right to insist that an incoming tenant shall possessnbsp;adequate capital, and that, in their own interests, as they havenbsp;testified time after time, they do take all possible steps tonbsp;ascertain that he is so endowed before he enters a farm. Thenbsp;matter, however, is one into which it is delicate and difficultnbsp;to inquire, and over which a landowner or his agent is easilynbsp;to be deceived. Hence it came out frequently in evidencenbsp;that

tenants entered upon their holdings with the deliberatenbsp;intention of farming upon borrowed capital. It may perhapsnbsp;be open to question among reasonable men whether a man isnbsp;entitled to complain that his rent is excessive merely becausenbsp;after paying interest on borrowed capital (for which, in mostnbsp;cases, having no security to offer, he must pay at a high rate)nbsp;and after paying the expenses of farming and supportingnbsp;himself and his family, he finds his rent somewhat difficultnbsp;to pay. Again it was frequently urged that rents must be excessive, and farmers must be hard driven, because, it was alleged, they had to borrow money to pay their rents. That thenbsp;evidence on this point was almost entirely hearsay is not tonbsp;be imputed for blame to the Commissioners. It was thenbsp;best evidence they could get, since no man was likely voluntarily to impair his credit by confessing that this was hisnbsp;own

position. But the allegation is so old in point of timenbsp;that it becomes necessary to inquire into its real meaning.nbsp;It occurs in “ Adfyfr’s ” pamphlet; the columns of the vernacular press at the interesting period from 1886 to 1889 bristle



149 IN NORTH WALES. witli it; it is to be found in Mr. Ellis’s speech in 1892, in which it is specifically stated that the lenders are the banks.nbsp;It is therefore clear, since the principles of banking do notnbsp;differ materially all tlie world over, that these borrowingsnbsp;are merely for purposes of temporary convenience. Anbsp;man with surplus stock to sell or produce to take to marketnbsp;thinks that he sees a better opportunity of selling to advantage three or four months ahead. In the interval he borrowsnbsp;from his banker who is not at all likely to lend to him unlessnbsp;he knows—and country bankers know a great deal of theirnbsp;neighbours and are thereby enabled to lend more freely andnbsp;more profitably than city bankers—that he is a substantialnbsp;man. It is a little difficult to see the proof of grindingnbsp;poverty in this fact, for fact it is in some measure, that mennbsp;borrow money for purposes of temporary convenience andnbsp;repay it afterwards. It is not

pretended of course that the cry “I’ents are too high,” was not frequently uttered before the Commissionersnbsp;by farmers and outsiders. Of the outsiders it were merenbsp;waste of time to take solemn notice. The opinion of anbsp;minister of religion, a grocer, a solicitor or a journalist isnbsp;Worth no more upon this question than the opinion of annbsp;artist or a shipbuilder. Still it is not denied that there werenbsp;numerous farmers (though the Commission did not succeed,nbsp;as Major Birch observed, in securing the evidence of representative farmers) who raised the cry. Human nature wouldnbsp;not have been true to itself if their evidence had taken anynbsp;other shape. Every man would like to obtain that whichnbsp;he desires at a less rate than he has to pay if it werenbsp;possible; and Welsh farmers were virtually asked to saynbsp;that their rents were excessive. Here, for example, are somenbsp;questions from the official syllabus which suggest the

expectednbsp;answers pretty plainly. “ Could present rents be maintainednbsp;if wages were paid in respect of the children’s labour ? ”nbsp;“ What provision is made for them (children) on marriage or



150 THE LAND QUESTION independent settlement in life ? ” nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;“ Are farms let to the highest bidder ? ” This last proved a somewhat awkward question, for except in the most general form there was nonbsp;evidence at all that land was ever let to the highest bidder,nbsp;and, when the Commissioners pressed their theory by furthernbsp;questions, they were confronted with unwelcome answersnbsp;which occasionally caused them to'lose patience. Thus Mr.nbsp;Eichard Jones and Mr. 0. Griffiths, a Commissioner and anbsp;farmer of 70 acres respectively, held the following dialoguenbsp;at Llangefni (19,254, forward). “ You say, Mr. Griffiths, that the interests of the farm eland the landlord are identical ?—I do. “ So far as you as a tenant are concerned what is your interest, so far as the rent is concerned^—I do not quite-understand the question. “ I will put it in this way; Is it not your interest to have-the rent as low as you can ?—It is. “

What is the interest of the landlord so far as the rent iamp; concerned—to have as much as he can, is it not ?—Yes. “ How can you say that the interests are identical ?—If the tenant will go back (i.e., if the tenant’s circuvistancesnbsp;groiu worse) the landlord will, because he depends on it.nbsp;That is what I mean—he depends on the tenant. Henbsp;depends on land through the tenant. “ Is that your explanation ?—Yes, and in that way I think they are. “ Do you think that your farm would let for more money ? — Yes, it would. “ Do 3-0U feel that you are living on the generosity of your landlord?—We agree together very well. “ Will you answer my question ? Do you feel that you are living on the generosity of your landlord if you thinknbsp;that your farm would command a higher rent ?—Well, I dogt;nbsp;to some extent—yes.



151 IN NORTH WALES. “ I will ask you this question; which would you rather receive, ?10 as charity or ?10 as a matter of justice?—I do not know ; I would prefer charity as well as justice. as “Would you rather have charity ?—Charity as well justice.” Mr. Jones’s method was Soera tic, a relic no doubt of his education at Aherystwith; but we may safely leave thenbsp;reader to form his own opinion on the question whether thenbsp;Commissioner or the plain Anglesey farmer had the betternbsp;of the encounter. This kind of thing happened time after time, and the viva voce evidence proved incontestably, not only that the lettingnbsp;of farms to the highest bidder was virtually unknown, butnbsp;that the tenants as a body were well aware that they heldnbsp;their farms at less than the market rent. It is introducednbsp;in full, merely to show the kind of reception which met mennbsp;who presumed to expi’ess themselves satisfied with their rentsnbsp;and unwilling to see any attempt

made to establish judicialnbsp;machinery for the fixing of rents. There were, to theirnbsp;credit be it said, many score of such tenants, substantialnbsp;men who stood in no dread of landowner, preacher or politiciannbsp;who came forward with evidence of this character. Suchnbsp;men were the tenants of Sir Watkin mentioned earlier, whomnbsp;Mr. Brynmor Jones cross-examined. Another instance wasnbsp;Mr. Edward Roberts, a farmer on the Hafodunos Estatenbsp;(64,377), another Mr. John Jones (64,473) and large numbersnbsp;elsewhere. The encouragement offered to them by thenbsp;majority of the Commission was, to say the least of it, notnbsp;great, and there can be no doubt that they represent the vastnbsp;majority of the tenantry who, regarding the proceedings ofnbsp;the Commission with apathy and indifference, took no noticenbsp;of its passage through the county in which they resided. The evidence therefore of farmers upon the question whether rents in

Wales are excessive or not may be summed



a .52 THE LAND QUESTION np by saying that a large number of tenants, having every encouragement offered to them, asserted that rents were excessive, while many others, not quite so numerous but certainly equally representative, expressed the opinion that,nbsp;hard as present times are, rents are not on the whole unfair.nbsp;Of this evidence the first section was given clearly in accord-.ance with interest, the second was given, so far as merenbsp;rent went, against interest; for the tenants were always encouraged to think, as in the case just quoted at length, thatnbsp;the proposed legislation would result in a general reductionnbsp;•of rents. Very much more important really was the evidence as to 'the manner in which rent is really fixed. Let us take thenbsp;?words of Mr. W. B. 0. Jones, as competent a man as is to benbsp;found in Wales, albeit, since he has all the courage of hisnbsp;•opinions, he did not please the majority of the

Commissioners,nbsp;of whom, indeed, he got rather the better. “ I walked everynbsp;held with him (the tenant), walked the mountain with him,nbsp;and discussed matters with him, and my figures came out atnbsp;what they have been stated ” (8710). Again (10,377) : “ Thenbsp;rent is fixed by valuation on this estate by a practical valuernbsp;and a tenant farmer.” This is practically the universalnbsp;system whenever there is occasion to readjust the originalnbsp;rent, either because there is a change of tenancy or for othernbsp;reasons; but it is clear, none the less, that the valuer mustnbsp;have a mental regard for the market value, i.e., the rent whichnbsp;the farm would fetch if offered for competition among solventnbsp;•candidates for tenancy; although he needs not to be guidednbsp;absolutely by that and, in the interests of the estate, thenbsp;rent is kept below the competition rent. Is the standard of valuation for purposes of rental higher or lower

in Wales than in England? Major Birch, as wenbsp;have seen—and there is no higher authority—thinks that itnbsp;is lower, and that more is d^one for the Welsh tenant than fornbsp;the English. The question is, however, exceedingly difficult



153 IN NOETH WALES. to answer even with regard to adjoining estates, as was well illustrated by Mr. Walter Jones. It must always be remembered that the rent is not the only incident of tenancy. Onnbsp;some estates it is the ]Dractice for the owner to do all repairsnbsp;and imjjrovements at his own cost; on others, on some of thenbsp;Anglesey estates for example, he supplies materials only;nbsp;sometimes the tenant is expected to do the haulage, sometimes he is not. Arithmetical comparison is therefore apt tonbsp;be exceedingly misleading. Thus Mr. Walter Jones, innbsp;answer to the question whether there was uniformity of rents,nbsp;a question inserted for some obscuz’e reason, since a man isnbsp;concerned only with his own liability, and not with that of hisnbsp;neighbour, said (10,327); “ It is very unequal. Rent isnbsp;much influenced by the question what the landlord is to do,nbsp;and does, and what the tenant is to do and does. If thenbsp;latter does everything, his

rent is something pins what henbsp;pays to the owner. If the owner does everything the rent isnbsp;Something minus what the tenant pays him.” The intervalnbsp;between these two positions is of course divided into numberless spaces. The same observation, that arithmetic, althoughnbsp;itself infallible, must not be treated as an absolute guide,nbsp;applies to the further question whether abatements or reductions are adequate or inadequate, a question which Mr.nbsp;Griffiths was apt to put in this crude form: “ Do you thinknbsp;How that 10 per cent, is a sufficient reduction for these hardnbsp;times ? ” Mr. Grove, too, with that implicit faith in figuresnbsp;natural to a man whose life’s work has been devoted to them,nbsp;Was prone to put the same question. But it was I'eally meaningless and inconclusive, for the question whether a reductionnbsp;19 adequate or no depends entirely upon the moral quantity,nbsp;So to speak, of the original obligation which is reduced, ornbsp;npon

other circumstances. This cannot be put better thannbsp;in the form of a question which was put by landowners’nbsp;counsel to a hostile Pembrokeshire witness—no such questionnbsp;was put in North Wales.



154 THE LAND QUESTION IN NOETH WALES. Q. 31,036. “Would you not rather be on his (Sir Owen Scourfield’s) estate without an abatement than on some estatesnbsp;with a large abatement ?—A. Indeed I would.” There is the whole thing in a nutshell; there is the danger of being misled by arithmetic into the conclusion that annbsp;owner has not done his dutj’', has not recognised adequatelynbsp;the needs of his tenants, when in fact that conclusion can benbsp;justified only, if at all, after careful inquiry into the exactnbsp;circumstances of each particular case, and anxious consideration of the precise force of each one of them. Still, figuresnbsp;can do something, and it is claimed that the exact tables in thenbsp;Appendix showing abatements, reductions, and the history ofnbsp;rental on a very large number of estates in North Wales donbsp;prove beyond question that North Wales landowners havenbsp;shown warm and substantial sympathy

for the tenant farmersnbsp;during the period of depression. It is claimed that thesenbsp;figures, procured for the Commission with great labour, andnbsp;deterrent as they are in appearance, form by far the mostnbsp;valuable part of the evidence offered to the Commission. Ofnbsp;their authenticity there is no doubt. They were one and allnbsp;sent in to the late Mr. George Owen by landowners or agentsnbsp;under their own hands. He testified also to the fact that nonbsp;discretion had been used in the selection of them. No returnnbsp;which came to him was omitted; all, good, bad, or indifferent,nbsp;were submitted to the Commission ; and the result is one innbsp;which the landowners of North Wales, when they considernbsp;the vast acreage covered by the returns, and the record ofnbsp;money given back freely and willingly, may well feel honestnbsp;pride. It goes without saying, of course, that this is not allnbsp;the merit which may honestly be

claimed for them. Allnbsp;these figures must be considered in connection with thenbsp;account of money spent otherwise for the benefit of thenbsp;tenants, and without increase of remuneration to the land-owner, which is dealt with in another chapter.



OHAP?EE VIII. Alleged Insecurity of Tenure—Microscopic Evidence of Gapricious Eviction—1858 and 1868 too long ago—Accusations of Canvassingnbsp;against Landowners and Agents—not proved, but why should theynbsp;refrain ?—The True Answer found in Tables of Hereditary Tenancynbsp;—Evidence in Detail from many Estates. The next statement made by the persons who aver that things are nob as they should be, and that the law regulatingnbsp;the relation of landowner and tenant is based upon somenbsp;terribly wrong principle, is that tenure or tenancy is sonbsp;insecure, and that recognition of its insecurity is so general,nbsp;that farmers dare not farm to the best advantage lest theynbsp;should receive notices to quit, or their rents should be raisednbsp;upon their own improvements, or circumstances, foreseen ornbsp;unforeseen, should bring about a sale of the whole or part ofnbsp;the estate upon which their holdings are situate. Therefore,nbsp;it is said, they

say, we must have fixity of tenure before wenbsp;can farm highly; and since fixity of tenure involves the settlingnbsp;of rents by external authority (for there is no sense in giving anbsp;man fixity of tenure if his rent may be raised indefinitely) theynbsp;are thus made in effect to claim a Land Court. Now this argument, that if tenure were legally more secure, cultivation mightnbsp;be better, is plausible enough to have influence upon manynbsp;minds. It may therefore be as well to point out that if there benbsp;any timidity of this kind, which is by no means admitted, annbsp;absolute remedy and cure for it is to be found, not in thenbsp;establishment of a Land Coui't and a statute conferring fixitynbsp;of tenure, with their attendant evils, but, in an amendment



156 THE LAND QUESTION of the law of compensation for improvements. A man could hardly be heard to say that he dared not improve as he mightnbsp;if, in the event of a termination of the tenancy, he werenbsp;assured of full compensation for all the advantage honestlynbsp;added to the land by virtue of his exertions. But let us look and see whether there is any foundation for the primary allegation that, as a matter of fact, tenancynbsp;is insecure. The allegation divides itself under two heads—nbsp;(a) it is said that tenants feel insecure because their holdingsnbsp;may be brought into the market at any time; (6) it used tonbsp;be said habitually, in the days when general statements couldnbsp;be made without being tested, that tenants were ejected fromnbsp;their holdings for capricious and political reasons. Withnbsp;the first head we need not be troubled now since it clearlynbsp;comes under the question of compensation. After an exhausting pilgrimage

with the Commission through North Wales1 it is fortunately possible to write thatnbsp;not a single authenticated and unrebutted case of capriciousnbsp;eviction has been brought home to any landowner, small ornbsp;great; and that the only two cases of anything which mightnbsp;be misconstrued into eviction for political reasons were thatnbsp;of a man, who is admitted to have received notice to quit, onnbsp;Sir Watkin Williams Wynn’s estate, because he absolutelynbsp;refused to pay the tithe rent-charge, and that of another mannbsp;on the Kinmel estate, who was caused to leave for the samenbsp;reason. Almost the whole of the evidence upon the point of politics relates back to the elections of 1858 and 1868 ; and, so far asnbsp;these elections go, it is proposed, in accordance with the principles laid down in an earlier chapter, to deal with the eventsnbsp;resulting from them in a very cursory manner by saying that,nbsp;in 1896 and with a Ballot Act and a

Corrupt Practices Actnbsp;in force, it really matters nothing from the practical point 1 This has since been admitted by Mr. Brynmor Jones in the Commons.



Ii57 m NOETH WALES. of view what was done so long ago and under conditions so entirely different from those which are present now. It is a singular thing, and one reflecting some credit on landowners as a body, that the researches of the party ofnbsp;agitation into these matters should have been so absolutelynbsp;barren of modern results. Thus, if we take the most extremenbsp;witnesses of all—viz., Mr. Ifan T. Davies, Oalvinisticnbsp;Methodist Preacher (6800), Mr. Thomas Ellis, M.P. (16,910),nbsp;Mr. Thomas Gee, Oalvinistic Methodist Minister and newspaper proprietor, of Denbigh, and Mr. David Owen, solicitor,nbsp;of Bangor (20,005), and Mr. Bryn Roberts, M.P., at Carnarvon, it is really nothing less than astounding to find thatnbsp;they are absolutely wanting in modern instances of the particular species of tyranny which they, or some of them, hadnbsp;declared in public to be practised so universally that allnbsp;courage was actually ground out of the people’s

hearts. Yetnbsp;no men could be better placed to obtain that informationnbsp;which the Commissioners would have accepted gladly enough.nbsp;If the facts had existed, surely Mr. Ellis, Mr. Bryn Roberts,nbsp;with his long experience and extensive practice as a solicitornbsp;in a rural district, Mr. David Owen, a man in like position,nbsp;and Mr. Gee, of all men in the world, would surely havenbsp;brought forward all that could be so brought. In truth therenbsp;was nothing to bring forward, and the few specific cases innbsp;which an attempt was made to prove this grievance brokenbsp;down miserably. So weak, indeed, was the case for the prosecution in this respect, that the majority of the Commissioners were obliged to push their attack upon landownersnbsp;and agents forward until it rested upon a foundation of theorynbsp;which was curiously novel. They asked often, for example,nbsp;whether landowners and their agents canvassed voters atnbsp;election times. The

underlying suggestion clearly was that,nbsp;for some inscrutable reason, men in their position were prohibited from the legitimate use of such influence as belongednbsp;to them. In an ideal world, perhaps, this might be the case.



1.56 THE LAND QUESTION of the law of compensation for improvements. A man could hardly be heard to say that he dared not improve as he mightnbsp;if, in the event of a termination of the tenancy, he werenbsp;assured of full compensation for all the advantage honestlynbsp;added to the land by virtue of his exertions. But let us look and see whether there is any foundation for the primary allegation that, as a matter of fact, tenancynbsp;is insecure. The allegation divides itself under two heads—nbsp;(a) it is said that tenants feel insecure because their holdingsnbsp;may be brought into the market at any time; (6) it used tonbsp;be said habitually, in the days when general statements couldnbsp;be made without being tested, that tenants were ejected fromnbsp;their holdings for capricious and political reasons. Withnbsp;the first head we need not be troubled now since it clearlynbsp;comes under the question of compensation. After an exhausting pilgrimage

with the Commission through North Wales1 it is fortunately possible to write thatnbsp;not a single authenticated and nnrebutted case of capriciousnbsp;eviction has been brought home to any landowner, small ornbsp;great; and that the only two cases of anything which mightnbsp;be misconstrued into eviction for political reasons were thatnbsp;of a man, who is admitted to have received notice to quit, onnbsp;Sir Watkin Williams Wynn’s estate, because he absolutelynbsp;refused to pay the tithe rent-charge, and that of another mannbsp;on the Kinmel estate, who was caused to leave for the samenbsp;reason. Almost the whole of the evidence upon the point of politics relates back to the elections of 1858 and 1868 j and, so far asnbsp;these elections go, it is proposed, in accordance with the principles laid down in an earlier chapter, to deal with the eventsnbsp;resulting from them in a very cursory manner by saying that,nbsp;in 1896 and with a Ballot Act and a

Corrupt Practices Actnbsp;in force, it really matters nothing from the practical point 1 This has since been admitted by Mr. Brynmor Jones in the Commons.



159 IN NORTH WALES. ?empliatically say you had never given a notice to quit (for a political reason)?” He answered, “Hot to the best of mynbsp;recollection.” On this point he was pressed by the Chairmannbsp;(Lord Carrington) several times ; but he declined to be morenbsp;definite, and there is no doubt that an unfavourable impressionnbsp;was produced. But the fact remains that in the case ofnbsp;David Jones, of Bryn Llefrith (as quoted in his evidence),nbsp;the alleged victim remained in his farm for the next ten ornbsp;•eleven years, and then left it to go to one he had jiurchased,nbsp;having been fully compensated for all the improvements henbsp;had made on the farm he left. It is common experience thatnbsp;a scrupulously exact witness is apt to be believed less freelynbsp;than a man who makes bold and comprehensive statementsnbsp;on matters about which he does not really feel certain. Againnbsp;(11,446) it was suggested that a Mr. William Owen

hadnbsp;received notice to quit his holding on the Vaynol estate fornbsp;political reasons in 1868. As a matter of fact it wasnbsp;admitted by the witness that the reason assigned was anbsp;desire to make Mr. Owen’s holding a part of the home farm,nbsp;that it was so used for eleven months, and that the owner ofnbsp;the estate then negotiated an exchange with another tenant.nbsp;It needs hardly to be added that the agent who gave thenbsp;original notice was dead, so that he could not explain hisnbsp;motives. These are poor cases indeed ; but they are among the best, are indeed almost the whole, of the specific cases. Againstnbsp;sorry stuff of this kind, against old tales raked up andnbsp;exaggerated, against flimsy suggestions of wrong done innbsp;recent times, suggestions denied on the spot, and in supportnbsp;of which not a rag of evidence was offered later, it werenbsp;really unnecessary to make any case. But a case is made,nbsp;in the evidence; and those

who are patient enough to refernbsp;to it will find it in extenso. Some of it, however, may benbsp;recapitulated with advantage. Here is the testimony ofnbsp;Mr. Price of Bhiwlas :



“ Changes on my estate have been less frequent during the last ten years than the previous ten years. From 1873 tonbsp;1883 there have been forty-eight changes, whereas fromnbsp;1883 to 1893 only about thirty cases of removals, an averagenbsp;of three per annum. Thirteen removed to other farms, ofnbsp;whom eight went to bigger ones and some to smaller ones. “ 8170. On the same estate ?—On the same estate. Seven gave up farming. I am only giving evidence regarding mynbsp;own estate. “8171. But do you mean leaving your estate or moving from one farm on your estate to another farm on yournbsp;estate ?—No; moving from one farm on my estate to anbsp;bigger one—better ones. We look upon bigger farms asnbsp;better ones; perhaps it may not be right. “8171a. Will you proceed with your instances?—Seven gave up farming altogether.” The seven proved for the most part to have simply retired. Mr. Price also gave numerous instances in

which outgoing ornbsp;deceased tenants had been succeeded by relatives. The Hon.nbsp;E. H. Eden, Lord Dudley’s agent, said : “ Very few changesnbsp;except from death.” Mr. Walter Jones said : “The changesnbsp;on the estate I have to manage are very rare.” This wasnbsp;the common form of the evidence; but occasional witnessesnbsp;went into significant detail. Colonel the Hon. W. B. Sackville West spoke thus of the Penrhyn estate: “ 12,097. There are about 167 farms which have been held by the same families for 50 years and upwards. In all casesnbsp;where there are near relations available on the avoidance of



161' IN NORTH WALES. a farm the tenancy is given to them unless there are very strong reasons to the contrary. There are some tenants whonbsp;claim that their families have been on the Penrhyn estatenbsp;for upwards of 200 years.” Captain Stewart produced the following remarkable list of hereditary succession in holdings by the same families : IS held under . . 20 years 44 20 years and under . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;30 33 32 30 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;40 33 42 40 gt;gt; . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;50 33 91 50 5) . 60 33 57 60 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;70 33 48 70 gt;3 . 80 33 37 80 53 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;90 33 35 90 33 . 100 33 24 100 33 . 150 33 93 150 33 . 200 33 51 200 33 . 250 33 68 250 3) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• . 300 33 17 300 33 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• . 350 33 16 350 )gt; . 400 33 Not known 400 33 . 450 33 4 500 and over . . . 1 “ The number of families in occupation over 50 years is 451 out of the 660 replies that I have received.” Lord Stanley of Alderley gave an exact list which is

worth reproducing.



ANGLESEY. Name. Teiiemoiit. Parish, Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived oil the Estate. Kemarks. Davies, Elizabeth Bottan Llanfachreth 50 years . Succeeded her husband in 1891. Evans, John Cefn rhosydd Bodedern . 80 years Griffith, David Penrhyn gwadebog . Amlwch Traced back to 1815 Griffith, John Dafarn Hwyad . Llanbadrig, amp;c. . 30 years Griffith, William . Quillet Plasyglyn Llanfwrog . Quillet in another farm. Hughes, Catherine College Newborough Two houses in lease. Hughes, Charles . Penrhos and Saraganu Bodedern 13 years Hughes, Evan Ty Croes . Llechylched About 50 years Hughes, Hugh Penybryn . Llanfaethlu 5 years Previous tenant left to take Hughes, John Hughes, .Tohn Moel Haul. Rhosycalch Llanfachreth Llanrhyddlad 6 years a larger farm. Hughes, Robert . Rhosydd . Bodedern . 25 to 30 years Hughes, Thomas Tynygraig . About 30 years Hughes, Williüm Caermeirch ,, ... Llanfaethlu 30 to 40 years . Succeeded his father in 1881. Hughes, William Dafarn newydd . 90 to 100 years Jones, David Rhosddu and Gofynys „ . . . Upwards of 100 years W. R. Jones (son of the present tenant), now in business at the Steam Flour Jones, David Tryfil fawr Llandrygarn About 70 j'ears Mill, Holyhead. Jones, David Bryndu Llanbadrig 4 years Farm recently purchased. Jones, 0. Lloyd , Gwredog . Amlwch Traced back to 1636 Tyddyn uchaf Tynypwll . Gammog . Fadog Lwydnbsp;Tynylonnbsp;Tanybryn .nbsp;Pont-y-pandynbsp;Vicarage .nbsp;Glanygors .nbsp;Plas . Tynygraig . Caia Tyddyn Rerw Goch Ty Mawr .nbsp;Dwygirnbsp;Glanygors .nbsp;Bodowyr .nbsp;Glanygors .nbsp;Rhosbeirionbsp;Ysgubor ddunbsp;Penymynyddnbsp;Tregwehelyddnbsp;Tyddyn Pandynbsp;Trefadog .nbsp;Caermeirchnbsp;Yrerw Fawrnbsp;Bryn Pryddernbsp;Maes y wrachnbsp;Plas Goronwynbsp;Tynycaenbsp;Hendy Jones, Elias . Jones, Griffith Jones, Hugh Jones,

John G. Jones, John . Jones, John . Jones, Mary Jones, Robert, Rev.nbsp;Jones, Thomasnbsp;Jones, Thomas (representative of late)nbsp;Jones, Williamnbsp;Lewis, H.| Col. Morris, Robert Morris, Williamnbsp;Owen, Dorothynbsp;Owen, Elizabethnbsp;Owen, E. R. Owen, Griffith Owen, J. E. and W. W.nbsp;Owen, Richardnbsp;Owen, Brothersnbsp;Owen, Elizabethnbsp;Owen, AVilliamnbsp;Owen, John . Parry, John . Parry, John . Parry, Margaret Pritchard, Rowlandnbsp;Roberts, Davidnbsp;Roberts, Hughnbsp;Roberts, John Aberffraw . Bodedern . Llanrhyddlad Llanfaethlunbsp;Aberffraw .nbsp;Llanrhyddladnbsp;Llanddeusantnbsp;Bodewrydnbsp;Llanbadrignbsp;Bodewryd . Llanfihangel T.B. Llanynghenedl . Llanfairyneubwllnbsp;Amlwchnbsp;Llanflgael . Bodedern . Llanfihangel yn howynnbsp;Rhosbeirio .nbsp;Llanffewynnbsp;Bodedern .nbsp;Llantrisantnbsp;Llanbadrignbsp;Llanfaethlunbsp;Bodedern .nbsp;Llanynghenedl .nbsp;Llanfihangel yn howynnbsp;Bodedern .nbsp;Llanbedrgoch .nbsp;Bodedern .nbsp;Llanfaethlunbsp;30 to 40 yearsnbsp;6 years About 80 years About 30 yearsnbsp;Traced to 1815nbsp;50 to 60 years 'nbsp;About 65 years About 40 years 58 years . 12 years . 22 years 44 yearsnbsp;6 years About 80 years 21 yearsnbsp;6 yearsnbsp;6 yearsnbsp;60 to 70 yearsnbsp;80 to 90 yearsnbsp;Traced back to 1820nbsp;Traced back to 1815nbsp;80 to 90 yearsnbsp;20 to 30 yearsnbsp;50 to 60 yearsnbsp;8 yearsnbsp;6 yearsnbsp;8 yearsnbsp;30 to 40 yearsnbsp;About 30 years Previous tenant left to go to his uncle on another farm. Succeeded his father in 1888. William Jones (son), now farming at Tynygraig. (Fields situate in Col. H. Lewis’s farm.) Farm purchased in 1887. Farm purchased in 1887. Farm exchanged in 1885. Farm purchased in 1885.



ANGLESEY. Name. Tenement. Parish. Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Remarks. Davies, Elizabeth Bottan Llanfachreth 50 years . Succeeded her husband in Evans, John Cefn rhosydd Bodedern . 80 years 1891. Griffith, David Penrhyn gwadebog . Amlwch Traced back to 1815 Griffith, John Dafarn Hwyad . Llanbadrigi amp;c. . 30 years Griffith, William . Quillet Plasyglyn Llanfwrog . Quillet in another farm. Hughes, Catherine College Newborough Two houses in lease. Hughes, Charles . Penrhos and Saraganu Bodedern . 13 years Hughes, Evan Ty Croes . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Llechylched About 50 years Hughes, Hugh Penybrym . Llanfaethlu 5 years Previous tenant left to take Hughes, John Moel Haul. Llanfachreth 6 years a larger farm. Hughes, John Hughes, Robert . Rhosycalch Rhosydd Llanrhyddlad Bodedern . 25 to 30 years Hughes, Thomas Tynygraig . About 30 years Hughes, William Caermeirch 30 to 40 years . Succeeded his father in 1881. Hughes, William Dafarn newydd . Llanfaethlu 90 to 100 years Jones, David Ehosddu and Gofynys Upwards of 100 years W. R. Jones (son of the pre- Jones, David Tryfil fawr Llandrygarn About 70 years sent tenant), now in business at the Steam Flour Mill, Holyhead. Jones, David Bryndu Llanbadrig 4 years Farm recently purchased. .Jones, 0. Lloyd , Gwredog , Amlwch Traced back to 1636 Tyddyn tichaf . Aberifraw . 30 to 40 years Tynypwll . Bodedern . 6 years Gammog . Llanrhyddlad About 80 years Fadog Lwyd Llanfaethlu About 30 years Tynylon Aberffraw . Traced to 1815 Tanybryn . Llanrhyddlad 50 to 60 years ' Pont-y-pandy . Jjlanddeusant About 65 years Vicarage . Bodewryd Glanygors . Llanbadrig About 40 years Plas .... Bodewryd . 58 years . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 Tynygraig . 91 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Llanfihangel ?.B. 12 years .

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;) Caia Tyddyn Rerw Goch Llanynghenedl . 22 years Ty Mawr . Llanfairyneubwll 44 years Dwygir Amlwch 6 years Glanygors . Llanfigael . About 80 years Bodowyr . Bodedern . 21 years Glanygors . Llanfihangel yn howyn 6 years Rhosbeirio Rhosbeirio . 6 years Ysgubor ddu LlanfEewyn 60 to 70 years Penymynydd Bodedern . 80 to 90 years Tregwehelydd . Llantrisant Traced back to 1820 Tyddyn Pandy . Llanbadrig Traced back to 1815 Trefadog . Llanfaethlu 80 to 90 years Caermeirch Bodedern . 20 to 30 years Yrerw Fawr Llanynghenedl . 50 to 60 years Bryn Prydder . Llanfihangel yn howyn 8 years Maes y wrach . Bodedern . 6 years Plas Goronwv . Llanbedrgooh 8 years Tynycae Bodedern . j 30 to 40 years Hendy Llanfaethlu 1 About 30 years Previous tenant left to go to his uncle on another farm. Succeeded his father in 1888. William Jones (son), now farming at Tynygraig. (Fields situate in Col. H. Lewis’s farm.) Farm purchased in 1887. Farm purchased in 1887. Farm exchanged in 1885. Farm purchased in 1885. Jones, Elias. Jones, Griffith Jones, Hugh Jones, John G. Jones, John . Jones, John . Jones, Mary Jones, Eobert, Rev.nbsp;Jones, Thomasnbsp;Jones, Thomas (representative of late)nbsp;Jones, Williamnbsp;Lewis, H., Col. Morris, Robert Morris, Williamnbsp;Owen, Dorothynbsp;Owen, Elizabethnbsp;Owen, E. R. Owen, Griffith Owen, J. E. and W. W.nbsp;Owen, Richardnbsp;Owen, Brothersnbsp;Owen, Elizabethnbsp;Owen, Williamnbsp;Owen, John . Parry, John . Parry, John . Parry, Margaret Pritchard, Rowlandnbsp;Roberts, Davidnbsp;Roberts, Hughnbsp;Roberts, John



ANGLESEY—{continued). Name. Tenement. Parish. Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Eemarks. Roberts, Robert . Roberts, Robert .nbsp;Roberts, Williamnbsp;Rowlands, Griffithnbsp;Rowlands, Jane, and fnbsp;William Jonesnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;| Rowlands, Owen . Tanybryn . Treferwydd Beddycon . Tynybuarth Fferam dryfol . Tyndryfol . Cammag bach . Llanfaethlu Llandrygarn Llanfachreth Aberffraw . ... n nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;... Llanrhyddlad 14 years 80 to 90 years 7 years 30 to 35 years 90 to 100 years ?? 7 years Got by exchange, vacant. Rowlands, William Tynllan Llandrygarn Over 50 years . Tenant married daughter of Rowlands, William Dalar Hir . Bodedern . 90 to 100 years the previous tenant. William Rowlands is a Thomas, Rowland Thomas, Ellen Williams, Dorothy Williams, Edward Plas Brain. Cae Mawr . Dronwy Bronheulog Llanbedrgoch Llanrhyddlad Llanfachreth Llanddeusant 50 to 60 years 28 years 50 years . nephew of Griffith Rowlands, the above-named tenant of Tynybuarth.nbsp;The latter was brought upnbsp;at this farm. One son is now a doctor in Williams, Elizabeth Williams, Elizabethnbsp;Williams, Ellen .nbsp;Williams, Hugh .nbsp;Williams, Hugh , Tyddynbont Tyddynrallt Bodorgan . Tynrallt Yr Efail . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. | Gwalchmai Llanfaethlu Bodedern . Llanbadrig Phosbeirio , nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, About 50 years 15 years Traced back to 1840 Traced back to 1815 South Wales. Williams, Hugh . Williams, Jane Penrhyn . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;* Tybach Llanfwrog . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Aberitraw 69 years . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Edward Williams (brother to Hugh Williams) is tenantnbsp;of Bronheulog. Williams, John Caegwyn . Llandrygarn Upwards of 80 years Richard Williams (brother), now tenant of Tre Hwfa.nbsp;David Williams (brother),nbsp;now tenant of Fadog Freehnbsp;Llanfaethlu. Williams, John Tai uchaf .

Bodedern . About 70 years Williams, John . Tremolgoch bach Llanddeusant Traced back to 1815 Succeeded his father in 1889. Williams, John . Caerdeon . About 45 years Williams, Margaret Felin Wen Bodewryd . Traced back to 1815 Brother (John Williams) now farming at Penrallt, Bryng-wran. Williams, Richard Glanygors . Bodedern . Traced back to 1815 Williams, Robert Cae faly 80 to 90 years One son is now a doctor. Williams, Robert Treangharad ,, ... About 90 years Williams, William Maenygoron Llantrisant About 60 years Williams, William Tyddynbach „ ... Traced to 1840 Eleazer Williams (brothers), is now farming “ Ddrydwynbsp;Farm,” Ty Croes. Williams, William Park .... Llandrygarn 50 to 60 years . Williams, Martha Penrhyn Newydd Amlwch Traced to 1815 Succeeded her husband in Williams, 0. Rep. Wright, Johnnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Caebach Cerrig cammog . Llanddeusant Llanrhyddlad 30 to 40 years 1891. Williams, W., a Doctor Brynbotyn. Llanddeusant 2 years



ANGLES E Y—{continued). Approximate Number Name. Tenement. Parish. of Years the Tenant and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Kemarks. Roberts, Robert . Tanybryn . Llaufaethlu 14 years Roberts, Robert . Treferwydd Llandrygarn 80 to 90 years Roberts, William Beddycon . Llanfaohreth 7 years Rowlands, Griffith Tynybuarth Aberftraw . 30 to 35 years Rowlands, Jane, and f Fferam dryfol . „ ... 90 to 100 years William Jones nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;j Tyndryfol . „ ... Rowlands, Owen . Cammag bach . Llanrhyddlad 7 years Got by exchange, vacant. Rowlands, William Tynllan Llandrygarn Over 50 years . Tenant married daughter of Rowlands, William Dalar Hir . Bodedern . 90 to 100 years the previous tenant. William Rowlands is a nephew of Griffith Rowlands, the above-named tenant of Tynybuarth. The latter was brought up Thomas, Rowland at this farm. Plas Brain . Llanbedrgoch 50 to 60 years Thomas, Ellen Cae Mawr . Llanrhyddlad Williams, Dorothy Dronwy Llanfaohreth 28 years Williams, Edward Bronheulog Llanddeusant 50 years . One son is now a doctor in South Wales. Williams, Elizabeth Tyddynbont Gwalchmai About 50 years Williams, Elizabeth Tyddynrallt Llanfaethlu Williams, Ellen . Bodorgan . Bodedern . 15 years Williams, Hugh . Tynrallt Llanbadrig Traced back to 1840 Williams, Hugh . Yr Efail . Phosbejrio , nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Traced back to 1815 Williams, Hugh . Williams, Jane Penrhyn . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Tybaoh Llanfwrog . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Aberifraw 69 years . Edward Williams (brother to Hugh Williams) is tenantnbsp;of Bronheulog. Williams, John Caegwyn . Llandrygarn Upwards of 80 years Richard Williams (brother), now tenant of Tre Hwfa.nbsp;David Williams (brother),nbsp;now tenant of Fadog Freehnbsp;Llanfaethlu. Williams, John Tai uchaf . Bodedern . About 70 years Williams, John . Tremolgoch bach Llanddeusant Traced back to 1815 Succeeded his father in 1889.

Williams, John . Caerdeon . About 45 years Williams, Margaret Felin Wen Bodewryd . Traced back to 1815 Brother (John Williams) now farming at Penrallt, Bryng-wran. Williams, Richard Glanygors . Bodedern . Traced back to 1815 Williams, Robert Cae faly 80 to 90 years One son is now a doctor. Williams, Robert Treangharad „ ... About 90 years Williams, William Maenygoron Llantrisant About 60 years Williams, William Tyddynbach Traced to 1840 Eleazer Williams (brothers), is now farming “ Ddrydwynbsp;Farm,” Ty Croes. Succeeded her husband in Williams, William Park .... Llandrygarn 50 to 60 years . Williams, Martha Penrhyn Newydd Amlwch Traced to 1815 Williams, 0. Rep. Wright, Johnnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Caebach Cerrig cammog . Llanddeusant Llanrhyddlad 30 to 40 years 1891. Williams, W., a Doctor Brynbotyn. Llanddeusant 2 years



PARISH OF HOLYHEAD. Tenant. Tenement. Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Edwards, William . Evans, Robert Flanagan, Cormac . Griffith, William ... Griffith, William Goferydd .... Tyddyngaenor . Land Plas Croes, amp;c. YrBfail ....nbsp;Druid House, Twr Mill, amp;c. 50 to 60 years 20 years About 50 years 50 years Harper, William Hughes, John.... Hughes, John....nbsp;Hughes, Mai-garet . Hughes, Mary Trefengan Bryn Luc .... Yr Efail bach . Gorsgoch .... Tymawr (mountain). 50 years 20 years Over 100 years 45 years About 70 years . Hughes, Robert , . Hughes, Susannah . Hughes, Mary Gors y Twr Mynyddgofdu . Turnpike .... 75 years At least 100 years Jones, Catherine and Richard Jones, Owen and Edward Jones, Elizabeth Jones, Elizabeth Bryniau Geirwon Penbryn Crecrist Tynewydd Ffynon Gorllas 90 years 45 to 50 years 45 to 50 years About 70 years . Traced back to 1851. Remarks. Thomas Griffith (brother) established in business at Bangor as a grocer, amp;c,nbsp;Married daughter of late tenant. Widow of late tenant. Hugh H. Hughes (brother) went to Australia, amassed considerable wealth, and is now living at Holyhead. (Three generations.) (Traced back with rental to 1815.) Owen James (who died in 1892) and his ancestors had been tenants at Turnpikenbsp;over 80 years. (Three generations.) Widow of late tenant. John Williams (brother to Mrs. Jones) was a naval engineer. He is now pensioned,nbsp;and living in Liverpool. Jones, Ellen Jones, Gracenbsp;Jones, J. W.nbsp;Jones, Owennbsp;Jones, Owen Jones, Robert Jones, Thomasnbsp;Jones, Williamnbsp;Lewis, John . Lewis, Richard Lewis, Sarah J. Morris, Owen . Morris, R., Mrs. Morgan, Mrs., Representatives Moses, John . Noble, William Owen, Hugh . Owen, John . Owen, Richard Owen, Thomas G. Owen, William Parry, John . Parry, Mary . Parry, Mary . Eiva, William

Roberts, Ellen Roberts, Samuelnbsp;Roberts, William Tanygraig 50 to 60 years . Cerrigylloi 100 years Bodwarren At least 100 years Tyntowyn (moiety) . Traced to 1815 . Tymawr .... Penrhyn Owen . Tyddyn lantern 15 years 20 years Porthdafarch . About 50 years Pontysgyrog . About 12 years Tynyffrwd 20 years , Gorswen . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• 34 years Penybryn .... Ynysgof . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Tyddyn Pioden 43 years 55 years Tyddynbach 38 years Caer Bothan At least 60 years Llwynyberth Dryll nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 34 years Cae Mawr 10 years Ysguborleinw . 20 years Tynmynydd 20 years Tyddynbach Rhosgadar 20 years Hafod y Brain . 5 years 10 Stanley Street, and 50 years Land . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Part of Tyddynbioden About 50 years Porthdafarch . . 1 Penybryn.... About 40 years (New tenant.) Son of late tenant. (New tenant.)nbsp;Succeeded his father.nbsp;Succeeded his father. Believed to be about 300 years. Widow of late tenant. 1. Jones (brother), tarming liiwynon raim, Llanfair P. G. ; William Jones (brother),nbsp;farming Bodwina, Trewalchmai, all sonsnbsp;of a late tenant. Purchased from Marquis of Anglesey. Recently purchased from late Thomas Parry; he having purchased about 35 years ago,nbsp;and occupied the farm himself.



PARISH OF HOLYHEAD. Tenant. Tenement. Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Remarks. Edwards, William . Goferydd .... Tyddyngaenor . 50 to 60 years Evans, Robert . Traced back to 1851. Flanagan, Cormac . Land Plas Croes, amp;c. 20 years Griffith, William YrEfail .... About 50 years Griffith, William Druid House, Twr Mill, amp;o. 50 years Thomas Griffith (brother) established in business at Bangor as a grocer, amp;o, Harper, William Trefengan 50 years Married daughter of late tenant. Hughes, John.... Bryn Luc .... 20 years Hughes, John.... Yr Efail bach . Over 100 years Hughes, Margaret . Gorsgoch .... 45 years Widow of late tenant. Hughes, Mary Tymawr (mountain) . About 70 years . Hugh H. Hughes (brother) went to Australia, amassed considerable wealth, and is now living at Holyhead. Hughes, Robert , nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Gors y Twr 75 years (Three generations.) Hughes, Susannah . Mynyddgofdu . At least 100 years (Traced back with rental to 1815.) Hughes, Mary Turnpike .... Owen James (who died in 1892) and his ancestors had been tenants at Turnpikenbsp;over 80 years. Jones, Catherine and Richard Bryniau Geirwon 90 years (Three generations.) Jones, Owen and Edward Penbryn Crecrist 45 to 50 years Jones, Elizabeth Tynewydd 45 to 50 years Widow of late tenant. Jones, Elizabeth Ffynon Gorllas About 70 years . John Williams (brother to Mrs. Jones) was a naval engineer. He is now pensioned,nbsp;and living in Liverpool. Jones, Ellen Jones, Gracenbsp;Jones, J. W.nbsp;Jones, Owennbsp;Jones, Owen Jones, Robert Jones, Thomasnbsp;Jones, Williamnbsp;Lewis, John . Lewis, Richard Lewis, Sarah J. Morris, Owen . Morris, R., Mrs. Morgan, Mrs., Representati ves Moses, John . Noble, William Owen, Hugh . Owen, John . Owen, Richard Owen, Thomas G. Owen, William Parry, John . Parry, Mary . Parry, Mary . Biva, William

Roberts, Ellen Roberts, Samuelnbsp;Roberts, William Tanygraig CerrigyUoinbsp;Bodwarrennbsp;Tyntowyn (moiety)nbsp;Tymawr . Penrhyn Owen . Tyddyn lanternnbsp;Porthdafarchnbsp;Pontysgyrognbsp;Tynyffrwdnbsp;Gorswen .nbsp;Penybryn .nbsp;Ynysgof .nbsp;Tyddyn Piodennbsp;Tyddynbachnbsp;Caer Bothannbsp;Llwynyberthnbsp;Dryllnbsp;Cae Mawrnbsp;Ysguborleinwnbsp;Tynmynyddnbsp;Tyddynbachnbsp;Rhosgadarnbsp;Hafod y Brain 10 Stanley Street, and Land .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Part of Tyddynbioden Porthdafarch . Penybryn. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• oO to CU years 100 yearsnbsp;At least 100 years Traced to 1815 . 15 years 20 yearsnbsp;About 50 yearsnbsp;About 12 yearsnbsp;20 years 34 years 43 yearsnbsp;55 yearsnbsp;38 years At least 60 years 34 yearsnbsp;10 yearsnbsp;20 years 20 years 20 yearsnbsp;5 years 50 years About 50 years About 40 years Widow of late tenant. He suceeeded his uncle. Captain Williams. Traced to 1851. J. Jones (brother), farming Llwynon Harm, Llanfair P. G. ; William Jones (brother),nbsp;farming Bodwina, Trewalchmai, all sonsnbsp;of a late tenant. (New tenant.) Son of late tenant. (New tenant.)nbsp;Succeeded his father.nbsp;Succeeded his father.tz; Purchased from Marquis of Anglesey. Recently purchased from late Thomas Parry; he having purchased about 35 years ago,nbsp;and occupied the farm himself. Believed to be about 300 years.



PARISH 01' HOLYHEAD— --^' nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;f Tenant. Tenement. Approximate Number of Yeare the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Remarks. Thomas, John and Anna Trefignath About 50 years Thomas, Ellen Phts..... About 20 years . Widow of the late tenant. Thomas, Catherine Stryd nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... About 20 years . Widow of the late tenant. Williams, Ann Glantraeth Widow of the late tenant. Williams, Edward Hugh Ty Mawr (Penrhos Eeilw). Removed from Penybryn, where their family had been for generations. Succeedednbsp;their brother at Ty Mawr. Williams, Jane Tyddyn Uchaf . Twr..... 50 to 55 years. Williams, John 30 years Nephew of late tenant. Williams, John Porthtwna 35 years Williams, Owen Bagnol .... Purchased about 35 years ago. The family have been on the farm for generations. Williams, 0. T., Dr. Williams, R., Captain . Rhosygaer 20 years Yr Ogof .... 50 years Williams, Thomas . Penybone.... 30 to 35 years Williams, Thomas . Cae fable .... 25 years Williams, William . Tan Refail 35 years Williams, William . Bunwerth Traeed to 1815 . A brother (Owen Williams) is farming Gian y gors Farm, Llanfaelog. Williams, William . Stanley Street and Tan Said to be nearly One son (Robert Williams) is a doctor in alltran 300 years the Navy. Another son (Wiliiam S. Williams) established as a butcher in Holy-head. The late Dr. Williams, Dronwy (brother to present tenant), was broughtnbsp;up at Tanalltran. PARISH 01' RHOSCOLYN. Edwards, Hugh Hughes, Elizabeth Jones, Hugh .nbsp;Jones, Richardnbsp;Owen, John .nbsp;Owen, Owen .nbsp;Roberts, John Williams, John Pwllpillo . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• About 80 years . Hendy nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Tynrhos . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•

Cerrig nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Rhydbont Blue Bell and Tynrhos . Tynralltnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• 50 years 40 years 50 years Over 100 years. 20 years 66 years Garreglwyd Two brotiiers of present tenant were builders at Manchester. Both now dead. Mr. J. Roberts succeeded his father as tenant in 1881. He was until last year trafficnbsp;manager in the Limerick and Waterfordnbsp;Railway, but has now retired.!z!



PARISH OF HOLYHEAD—(co/iijKiierf). Tenant. Tenement. Approximate Number of Years the Tenantnbsp;and Ancestors havenbsp;Lived on the Estate. Remarks, Thomas, John and Anna Treflgnath About 50 years Thomas, Ellen puts..... About 20 years . Widow of the late tenant. Thomas, Catherine Stryd nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... About 20 years . Widow of the late tenant. Williams, Ann Glantraeth Widow of the late tenant. Williams, Edward Hugh Ty Mawr (Penrhos Feilw). Removed from Penybryn, where their family had been for generations. Succeedednbsp;their brother at Ty Mawr. Williams, Jane Tyddyn Uchaf . 60 to 55 years. Williams, John Twr..... 30 years Nephew of late tenant. Williams, John Porthtwna 35 years Williams, Owen Bagnol .... Purchased about 35 years ago. The family have been on the farm for generations. Williams, 0. T., Dr. Rhosygaer 20 years Williams, R., Captain . Yr Ogof .... 50 years Williams, Thomas . Penybone.... 30 to 35 years Williams, Thomas . Cae fable .... 25 years Williams, William . Tan Refail 35 years Williams, William Bunwerth Traced to 1815 . A brother (Owen Williams) is farming Gian y gors Farm, Llanfaelog. Williams, William . Stanley Street and Tan Said to be nearly One son (Robert Williams) is a doctor in alltran 300 years the Navy. Another son (William S. Williams) established as a butcher in Holy-head. The late Dr. Williams, Dronwy (brother to present tenant), was broughtnbsp;up at Tanalltran. PARISH OF RHOSCOLYN. Edwards, Hugh Pwllpillo . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• About 80 years . Two brotliers of present tenant were builders at Manchester. Botli now dead. Hughes, Elizabeth Jones, Hugh . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Jones, Richard Owen, John . . • • Owen, Owen . . . •nbsp;Roberts, John Hendy

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Tynrhos nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Cerrig nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Rhydbont Blue Bell and Tynrhos . Tynrallt .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• 50 years 40 years 50 years Over 100 years. 20 years 66 years Mr. J. Roberts succeeded his father as tenant in 1881. He was until last year trafficnbsp;manager in the Limerick and Waterfordnbsp;Railway, but has now retired. Williams, John Garreglwyd



Years. 1 to 5 5 10 10 J3 20 20 ;? 30 30 jj 40 40 }) 50 50 J) 60 60 70 70 JJ 80 80 3) 90 90 3gt; 100 100 S3 110 110 33 120 120 33 130 130 35 140 140 33 150 150 33 160 160 53 170 170 33 180 180 33 190 190 33 200 200 33 210 210 5J 230 230 35 250 250 55 400 No. of Holdings. 87 53 10966 72 61 49 50 39nbsp;22'21 46612 7 9 132211961 7 751 Very striking also in this relation was the evidence of Colonel H. E, Hughes relating to the Wynnstay estates andnbsp;others connected with them. It ran thus :



171 IN NORTH WALES. “ The custom of continuous family succession in tenancy has always been a predominant feature on this estate, in factnbsp;on the Welsh portion it is and has been an invariable imle tonbsp;accept a member of a deceased tenant’s family as his successor, “ When there is a member of the family eligible to succeed, the preference is given to him or her ungrudgingly, and Inbsp;cannot record any case where the widow was not allowed tonbsp;succeed her deceased husband as tenant if she so wished, ornbsp;failing her, the son or other near relative. “ This continuity of tenancy is more in evidence among the Welsh-speaking tenants, and there are some remarkablenbsp;instances of farms on this property continuing in the occupation of the same family for very long periods. “The following are noteworthy instances of continuous family succession, vouchsafed for principally by the presentnbsp;respective occupiers, who take as much pi-ide in their heritage-

as if they were fee simple owners of their holdings : “ Welsh Estates. “ On the Glanllyn estate in the parish of Llanuwchllyn ;-“ The Parry and Davies family have been at Brynllech ..... . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;400 years “ The Jones family at Llwyngwern over . 350 “ The Williams family at Dwrnudon . . 300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Edwards family at Drwsynant . . 200 „ “ The Jones family at Cefngwyn . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;150nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Jones family at Wern over 300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Evans faniily at 'Py Coch . . 160 „ 1860 years “ Average, 232^- years per family.



172 THE LAND QUESTION “ On the same estate in the parish of Trawsfyndd :— “ The Jones family have been at Bryncelynog 400 years. “ The Eoberts family at Tyddyn Du . over oOO „ “ The Owen family at Tyddyn Mawr . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;300nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ Average 333 years per family. “ On the Llanbrynmair estate there are numerous instances, viz ; Llanbrynmair Parish:— “ The Hughes family have been at Cwmcarn- edd ....... 300 years “ The Eoberts family at Hafodwen 300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Evans family at Ooedglyniaen . 300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Jones family at Ystradfawr 200 „ “ The Evans family at Clawdd-a-choed 100 „ “ The Jervis family at Ty-pellaf nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. over 300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Jervis family at Ty-mawr-yn-llan 100 „ “ And the Lewis family at Ffridd fawr had recently in their possession rent receipts going back ...... 272 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ Average 234 years per family. “ In Carno Parish the

Breeze family have occupied Glan-banog for 150 years, and previous to that, lived on the estate at Oae Twpa, Llanbrynmair. “ In Trefeglwys Parish :— “ The Hughes family have been at Ehiwdy- feity about...... 250 years. “ The Owen family at Llwyn-y-gog about . 250 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ The Wigley family at Rhosgoch about . 200 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ “ Average 243 years. “ In Garthbeibio Parish the Hughes family have lived at Dolymaen about 250 years, and the Vaughans at Hafody-beudy and Dolfrynog in Llanerfyl Parish, 300 years, comingnbsp;there from the Llwydiarth estate.



173 IN NORTH WALES. “ The history of the Llwydiarth estate is of the same unique character:— “The Jones family have heen at Blaenycwm from 150 to 200 years. “ The Williams family at Cammen about 100 years. “ The Jones family at Cammen Tawr from 150 to 200 years. “ The Watkin family at Gwaellod Cammen from 150 to 200 years. “ The Watkin family at Groes from 100 to 150 years. “The Jones family at Llawrycwm from 150 to 200 years. “ The Evans family at Tyn-y-coed about 200 years. “ The Williams family at Dafarn Newydd about 200 years. “ The Lloyd family at Brynmawr from 150 to 200 years. “The Davies family at Braichywaen from 150 to 200 years. “The Evans family at Cefncleisiog from 150 to 200 years. “The Jones family at Coedleos about 150 years. “ The Bees family at Maesglynnen from 300 to 400 years. “ The Jones family at Cuddig from 150 to 200 years. “The Watkin family at Erw Glanrafon about 100 years. “ The Humphreys family

at Eachwen Ganol about 100 years. “ The Watkin family at Eachwen Isaf about 100 years. “ The Jones family at Eronlas from 150 to 200 years. “The Eoberts family at Llwynhir about 150 years. “ The Davies family at Penyrwtra upwards of 200 years. “ The Davies family Lletty Meirch upwards of 200 years.



174 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;THE LAND QUESTION “ The Jones family at Mynydd-ddwlan Uchaf about 200 years. “ The Jones family at Melin ddwr about 200 years. “The Evans family at Pendugwm about 150 years. “ The Jones family at Penisa’r Llan about 200 years. “ The Jones family at Pantglas about 200 years. “ The Jones family at Tyn y celyn mawr about 200 years. “ The Parry family at Tyn y maes about 200 years. “ The Lewis family at Tyn y rhos about 200 years. “ On the Llangedwyn estate there is a long record of continuity of tenancy, the following families have been on their respective farms for generations, none for a period of lessnbsp;than three and many for seven generations:— “ The Sides family at Pen y bryn. “ The Morris family at Wernoleu, “ The Thomas family at Highlands. “ The Vaughan family at the Mount. “ The Jones family at PenyfEridd. “ The Davies family at Gartheryr. “The Davies family at Banhadla. “The Jones family at Oil bach, “ The

Hughes family at Tany-gors-goch. “ The Buckley family at Tynymaes. “ The Kynaston family at Prongoch. “TheMills family at Penyddalfa. “ The Davies family at Trefeiliw. “ The Buckley family at Prondeg. “ The Buckley family at Cefnisa. “ The Jones family at Cefnllaniwrch. “The Vaughan family at Cryniarth. “ The Lewis family at Trebrys. “ The Davies family at Tybrith. “ The Buckley family at Glaniwrch.



The Owen family at Yr Aran, “ The Vaughan family at Yr Aran. The Price family at the Pron. “ The Morris family at Pentre-gwyn-bach. “ The Sides family at The Golfa. “ The Jones family at Pentrecwm. ' The Lloyd family at Tregeiriog Mill. ' The Lewis family at Nantyrhiwlas. ' The Jones family at Blaenrhiwlas. “ 1’he Williams family at Tynybwlch. “ The Hughes family at Tynycelyn. “ The Hughes family at Penyrallt. The Williams family have been at Oli mawr about 200 years. “ The Evans family at Tan-y-dderwen for 100 years. ' The Moreton family at Abercynlleth for 150 years. “ The Morgan family at Ehydgaled for 100 years. “ The Edwards family at Henblas for about 200 years. “ The Evans family at Gian Tanat for 300 years. “ The Edwards family at Caerfach about 200 years. “ The Williams family at Efel Rhyd Mill about 200 years. “ The Evans family at Trewern Isaf about 100 years. “ The Pierce family at Frongoch 100 years. “ The Jones family at Cwmegar 155 years. “ The Foulkes

family at Penllan 130 years. “ The Jones family at Pen-y-graig Ucha 152 years. “ The Jones family at Pentre Geiriog for 200 years. “The Hughes family at Pen-y-graig Uchaf for 200nbsp;years. “ The Edwards family are at Sycharth for 400 years, and the Foulkes family are supposed to have occupiednbsp;Gartheryr for quite 1000 years.



176 THE LAND QUESTION “ On tlie Llanforda Estate :— “ The Thomas family have been at Pantyffynon 200 years. “ The Edwards family at Penybryn 200 years. “ The Evans family at Nant y gollen 200 years. “ The Edwards family at Pentre gaer 200 years. “ The Edwards family at Oynynion 200 years. “The Jones family at Brongoll 250 years. “The Davies family at Cleveland, 150 years, and the Roberts family have been at Rhydycroesau for fivenbsp;generations. “ On the Wynn stay estate, there is comparatively little continuity of tenancy to record, as there is but once instancenbsp;of a family having occupied a farm for more than 100 years. “Taking the property as a whole, especially of the Welsh estates, I venture to think this proves that where a longnbsp;succession of undivided ownership creates confidence in itsnbsp;long established practice and traditions (which are handednbsp;down, with such hereditary appreciation of their value, as onnbsp;these estates)

the system is far better adapted to thenbsp;economical requirements of the community than any systemnbsp;involving joint ownership which can be devised.” These are samples of the solid and substantial evidence which is offered to show that the allegation of frivolous andnbsp;capricious evictions, so easy to make in a general form, andnbsp;so difficult to rebut in that form ; so difficult to make in anbsp;definite form, and so exceedingly easy to rebut in that form,nbsp;is really not worth the paper it is written upon or the breathnbsp;in which it is uttered. It will be observed that the examplesnbsp;chosen and put forward in evidence most prominently camenbsp;frona the large estates. That course was adopted designedly,nbsp;not because it would not have been a simple matter to obtainnbsp;similar evidence from the smaller estates, but simply becausenbsp;it is on the larger estates, otherwise allowed to be well and



177 IN NORTH WALES. generously managed, that capricious evictions are said to have taken place. The evidence cited clearly shows thatnbsp;upon these large estates tenancy is not only secure butnbsp;virtually hereditary, and the most signal proof and confessionnbsp;of this is to be found in the fact that the party of discontentnbsp;complained continually that in this case or in that the widownbsp;or the niece, or the cousin of a deceased tenant had not beennbsp;allowed to succeed to the holding as of right. When mennbsp;allege insecurity of tenure on the mere ground that thenbsp;landowner, in quite exceptional cases and for good reasonnbsp;assigned, has not followed a practice which has becomenbsp;matter of habit and of grace, although having no foundationnbsp;in law, and when in refutation plain facts of this kind arenbsp;brought forward, and none can be proved per contra, surelynbsp;the case of the accusers has perished altogether.



CHAPTER IX. Sectarian Preference—Evidence of Mr. Bryn Boherts, M.P.—a ridiculous Letter—an unauthorised Circular which was not circulated— Absence of Evidence—95_p.c. of tenantry Nonconformists. Contracts out of Agricultural Holdings Act 1883—not proven—void if made—Contracts out of Custom of Country defended—Copies ofnbsp;Agreements easily to he obtained—Grievances as to “Services”nbsp;quite unreal—Grievances as to Game, minor—Penal Glauses innbsp;A greements. Two allegations, dealing with alleged sectarian preferences and alleged contracts ont of the Agricultural Holding Act ofnbsp;1883 and the evidence brought forward in support of them,nbsp;may be dealt with in this chapter. The first was made innbsp;“Adfyfr’s ” pamphlet and in Mr. Ellis’s speech in the House ofnbsp;Commons ; and expression was given to it, in that vague andnbsp;indefinite form dear to the Cymric heart, by Mr. Brynnbsp;Roberts, M.P., before the

Commission at Carnarvon; andnbsp;Mr. Bryn Roberts’s words may be taken as a typical examplenbsp;of what was said by many witnesses, and denied by manynbsp;others. “ Great complaint has also been felt—and that is in recent times—with respect to a preference which has been universally believed by the Nonconformists in that neighbourhoodnbsp;to have been given to Churchmen and Conservatives in thenbsp;case of applications for vacant houses and tenements. I donbsp;not think there ever has been any complaint of any Nonconformists being evicted on account of their Nonconformity, nornbsp;has there been usually, as far as I am aware (and I do not



179 THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. think there has been any at all), any complaint of, say, a Nonconformist’s son, living at home with his father, assistingnbsp;him, not being allowed to succeed his Nonconformist father.nbsp;But complaints have arisen in cases where they say thenbsp;houses or the tenements naturally become vacant by thenbsp;death of tenants who had no wives or sons living at home,nbsp;and therefore the estate authorities had to seek for tenantsnbsp;from among strangers. Chiefly, since the year 1880, principally after the election of that year, the feeling has beennbsp;universal in that district that it was hopeless for a Nonconformist to apply for a tenement or a house on the Yaynolnbsp;?estate if there was a Churchman competing.” This amounts to a statement that there had been a feeling that preference had been given to Churchmen, as opposed tonbsp;Nonconformists, when both were applicants for the samenbsp;tenancy.

Now the statement that a rumour or a feeling hasnbsp;existed is, by its very nature, incapable of disproof. Thenbsp;most that can be done is to show that there has been nonbsp;ground for such a feeling or rumour. This Mr. Brynnbsp;Roberts himself did by admitting (13,161) that no suchnbsp;feeling or complaint exists now; and Captain Stewart, thenbsp;agent of the Vaynol estate, supplemented him by denyingnbsp;emphatically (13,395) that differences in language, creed, ornbsp;politics affected in any way the relation of landowner andnbsp;tenant. Moreover, the evidence of Mr. Bryn Roberts throwsnbsp;additional light upon the subject. He explained that thenbsp;monthly meeting of the Governing Body of the Calvinisticnbsp;Methodists was a perambulatoiy body. “When it visits anbsp;particular chapel it is the universal custom always to inquirenbsp;as to the success or otherwise of the cause in that particularnbsp;•chapel.” In this particular district the monthly

meetingnbsp;seems to have discovered that Nonconformity was losingnbsp;ground. Ignoring absolutely the natural explanation of thenbsp;very slight change in matters of belief which may induce



180 THE LAND QUESTION migration from Calvinistic Methodism to the Church, Mr. Eryn Eoberts promptly imputed mean motives to the converts. “ Weak people—people of slight principle, werenbsp;disposed to leave the chapel in the hope that when anynbsp;chance of advancement came they would have a betternbsp;opportunity of securing that advancement.” But conscientious change of view is the natural explanation, and whennbsp;account is taken of the unpopularity which a man must risknbsp;amongst his former associates upon a change of creed, and ofnbsp;the fact that Mr. Bryn Eoberts, who is in the very bestnbsp;position to obtain information, could not or would not give anbsp;specific instance in which change of creed had operated to anbsp;man’s advantage, it is reasonably clear that conscience was,nbsp;and is, the true spring of action in these changes of creed. The allegation is, however, one which, by reason of its potent efficacy in stirring u]3 ill-

feeling, is a favourite weaponnbsp;in the hands of the party of agitation, and they left no stonenbsp;unturned to impress it upon the minds of the Commissioners.nbsp;Thus, Mr. Bryn Eoberts produced this letter, printed in thenbsp;Conservative North Wales Chronicle of May 7th, 1887nbsp;(which, by the way, was disclaimed editorially at the time),nbsp;and Mr. Lloyd George, M.P., referred to the same letter in anbsp;question addressed to Lord Penrhyn at Llangefni. Here isnbsp;the letter: “ It is rumoured that the desirable farm called Hafod (200 acres) in this parish is now vacant. It is to be hoped thatnbsp;Sir Eichard Bulkeley will this time give the preference to anbsp;Conservative and a thorough Churchman should one applynbsp;for the farm, otherwise the Church in the place will suffernbsp;considerably. Between emigration on the part of Churchmen, and the filling up of farms in the neighbourhood of latenbsp;by extreme Eadicals and chapel-going people, the

Churchnbsp;has suffered considerably. For the past forty years dissentnbsp;has made its mark; and if due caution is not taken soon, it



181 IN NORTH WALES. will be useless to ring the church bell. The future success of churches to a certain degree^ particularly in such a countynbsp;as Anglesey, depends upon the action of Conservative landlords. They are a power in the country.” But Mr. Bryn Eoberts went on to say, in answer to Lord Kenyon: “I do not think it has ever been a complaint on Sir Eichard’s estate at all; I think in the past, at any rate, not anbsp;single tenant on that estate felt he was under a disadvantagenbsp;by being a Nonconformist. I only mention it as showingnbsp;that among a large section of Churchmen that feeling hasnbsp;been very prevalent within the last twenty-five years—I donbsp;not think it existed before then, or thirty years at any rate.” Now, as a matter of fact, the letter is, on the face of it, the expression of one man’s opinion, and Mr. Brynnbsp;Roberts expressly acquitted the landowner to whom it wasnbsp;virtually addressed of having been influenced by it in

thenbsp;slightest degree. But, so far as the latter expresses anynbsp;opinion worthy of attention, it refers clearly to a belief thatnbsp;farms had been filled up of late with Radicals and Nonconformists and that Churchmanship was the reverse of annbsp;advantage to an applicant for a farm. If this was the casenbsp;(and the rough statistics accessible as to the proportionnbsp;between Nonconformist and Church tenants go some distancenbsp;to justify the theory), it would not be by any means contrarynbsp;to the rules of human experience. There is much humannbsp;nature in the old story of the schoolmaster who, being accusednbsp;of favouritism towards his son, administered an exemplarynbsp;thrashing to him on the spot; and the landowner who choosesnbsp;a Nonconformist for a tenant may at least be secure from thenbsp;abuse of the vernacular press for a week or two. A second wild expedient to which the grievance-mongers were driven was the production

of the following circular :



182 THE LAND QUESTION “ To the Clergy, Landowners, and Tenants. When the-Church and all landed property are so severely and relentlessly attacked, and the spirit of Socialism is so rapidly spreading in the Principality, it has become highly necessarynbsp;for the clergy and the wealthier among the laity, to knownbsp;who are their true friends and loyal supporters, and to actnbsp;accordingly. “ Landowners, in particular, should be on their guard as to the persons to whom they let their land, and should ascertain whether candidates for their farms are the friends ofnbsp;order and justice, or of anarchy and confiscation. “ At the urgent request of several persons of influence, I have opened a Conservative Registry as a medium of communication between landowners wanting tenants, and tenantsnbsp;wanting farms; and with a view of carrying out the suggested scheme, I have to request: “ (1) That incumbents inform me of any farm vacant, or about to become vacant, in

their parishes. “ (2) That all Churchmen and Conservatives be made acquainted with the existence of such an office. “ (3) That Conservative landowners and their agents communicate with me whenever a tenant may be required. “ I remain, yours faithfully.” Note that the circular was unsigned and came under notice first when Mr. W. B. C. Jones was under cross-examination at Dolgelley. It had been mentioned in a pamphletnbsp;issued by the North Wales Property Defence Association, innbsp;terms which left no doubt that its publication had no connection with that body, who, as a fact, at that time believednbsp;it to be a forgery and “ a regular humbug ” (Mr. W. B. C.nbsp;Jones, 8817), and had discovered it in the columns of thenbsp;vernacular press. Note also the insinuation contained in anbsp;question put by Mr. Brynmor Jones, with a zeal distinctlynbsp;outrunning discretion.



18^ IN NOETH WALES. “ 8810. It appears in a document printed and published by the North Wales Property Defence Association ?—It isnbsp;printed and published by the North Wales Property Defencenbsp;Association; but the sentiments are not those of the Association. The expense of the printer’s ink and paper are-theirs.” It is submitted that the question argued the use of anything rather than a judicial mind. This circular was often referred to again ; at last it was run to earth; it was then discovered that a few copies of itnbsp;had been printed to the order of an irresponsible person atnbsp;Aberystwith who probably imagined that he could make anbsp;living out of the idea. There was no scintilla of evidence thatnbsp;it had affected or interested any human being besides thenbsp;author, and the ideas embodied in it were repudiated mostnbsp;emphatically by every landowner to whom they were submitted by the Commission. The two documents that have

been quoted appeared as often as a recurring decimal in the evidence of variousnbsp;persons, and the Commissioners were fond of harking backnbsp;to them. Nor is this matter to be regretted, for it does butnbsp;serve to show the weakness of the case against landowners.nbsp;In the face of a mountain of evidence that preference wasnbsp;most distinctly not shown to Churchmen, as compared to anbsp;mere molehill to the contrary, the party of agitation was-driven to rely upon two documents, issued without authoritynbsp;from any landowner, disavowed by every landowner undernbsp;whose notice they came, issued anonymously by irresponsiblenbsp;persons, and containing silly advice which nobody followed.nbsp;Surely evidence of this kind and the frequent use of it isnbsp;the very best proof that the case was either shockingly illnbsp;prepared, or rotten to the core. The specific allegations made that a preference had been shown for Churchmen were

so few in number, so vague, and



so emphatically denied (wherever there was any man alive or accessible to deny them) that they are unworthy of notice.nbsp;It is impossible to find one that was brought fairlj’- home innbsp;the whole of the North Wales evidence. But the real answernbsp;to the charge is to be found in the universal admission of thenbsp;party of agitation that Nonconformist tenants are in overwhelming preponderance—one witness placed it as high asnbsp;9-5 per cent.—for it is idle to talk of preference in the facenbsp;of such figures as these; in the universal declaration of land-owners and agents that the question of creed never enterednbsp;into their minds in choosing a tenant; in the careful analysesnbsp;of creeds of tenantry given by such witnesses as Colonelnbsp;Hughes, and in the long lists of chapel sites given outright,nbsp;or sold for nominal prices, or let for long terms at nominalnbsp;rents, handed in on behalf of numerous estates, which willnbsp;be found in the appendix. In short

that accusation hasnbsp;been disposed of for ever; and no truthful person willnbsp;repeat it in the House of Commons, on the platform, or innbsp;the Press. Let us now pass to quite a different point which may be treated quite shortly. The Commission are now in possessionnbsp;of probably the largest collection of forms of agreement fornbsp;agricultural tenancy that exists in the world ; agreements ofnbsp;which a large number are, naturally enough, since the law ofnbsp;landowner and tenant is identical in England and Wales, innbsp;common use in England and Wales. Indeed, the mostnbsp;stringent of them all is, odd as it may seem, a Scotch form,nbsp;abounding in legal expressions not intelligible to Englishnbsp;lawyers. The indictment against these agreements may benbsp;stated with the particular answer to each count on the spot;nbsp;the general answer to it shall follow. The following are the accusations made against the framers of these agreements: (1) It is

said that, to quote Mr. Ellis in the House of ?Commons, “ You could count on the fingers of one hand the



IN NORTH WALES. number of landlords who did not contract themselves out of the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1875.” The statement as it stands would doubtless be admitted by Mr. Ellis to be somewhat wildly figurative ; and he wouldnbsp;certainly be compelled to confess that he did not possess thenbsp;information which would enable him to make it with precision. But the real answer is that inasmuch as “ contracting out ” was expressly allowed by the Act itself, everybodynbsp;had a perfect right to avoid it if he chose. The matter wouldnbsp;not be worthy of mention but for the growth of a very modernnbsp;and unsound theory that there is some kind of new immoralitynbsp;in the avoidance of the operation of an Act of Parliament.nbsp;Judges have often pointed out that the phrase is inaccuratenbsp;and misleading. An instrument, for example, either comesnbsp;under the Bills of Sales Acts, or is exempt from them. If itnbsp;comes under them, it is either a

bad or a good Bill of Sale ;nbsp;if it is exempt from them it is simply not a Bill of Salenbsp;at all, and not by any means an evasion of the Act.nbsp;So, when Parliament enacted the Agricultural Holdings Actnbsp;?of 1875, with a “contracting cut” clause, it left free choicenbsp;in the matter, and to adopt the Act did not become annbsp;action of a virtuous character any more than to put it asidenbsp;became a vicious proceeding. (2) It is said that landowners so frame their agreements of tenancy as to contract out of the Agricultural Holdingsnbsp;Act of 1883. This is a more serious matter because, exceptnbsp;as to length of notice, or as to an agreement for a scale ofnbsp;compensation at least equal to and to be substituted for thatnbsp;contained in the Act, the statute is universally obligatorynbsp;and not optional. Mr. Ellis did not venture to make innbsp;the House of Commons an allegation that agreements purported to contract out of this Act. He merely said,

withnbsp;characteristic readiness to impute mean motive, “ the pit-falls of the Act were such that one landowner and one agentnbsp;after another managed to make that Act of no avail in the



186 THE LAND QUESTION majority of cases.” This is really rather a childish observation. The object of Parliament was to provide machinery for settling, and enforcing upon landowner and tenant, thenbsp;respective rights of both parties on the determination of thenbsp;tenancy. That object was, it is urged by representatives ofnbsp;both parties, far from being attained. Still, there is the law.nbsp;Neither landowner nor agent, therefore, could take anynbsp;advantage which was not given in so many words to him bynbsp;Parliament. And, as for the matter of pitfalls, the Act is,nbsp;by comparison with other Acts, not particularly noteworthynbsp;for them. It is, indeed, unreasonable to attack landownersnbsp;or agents, ivJio cannot move under the Statute until a claimnbsp;is made by the outgoing tenant against them, because, whennbsp;such claim is made, they follow the directions of a statutenbsp;passed by a Government hostile to the landowning

interestnbsp;and based upon the principle that landowners are not to benbsp;trusted to make fair contracts. There is no purpose, at thisnbsp;point, of defending the Act, which is indeed imperfect fromnbsp;many points of view, as will be shown presently : the objectnbsp;is rather to show that landowners cannot be blamed justlynbsp;if they allow their conduct at a given juncture to be regulatednbsp;by an obligatory statute formulated with the express intentionnbsp;of regulating their conduct at that juncture. This, however, is not what Mr. Ellis and others complain about. They become indignant about what they call “ technicalities ”—so do many persons when the so-called “ technicalities ” do not happen to favour their side; but what theynbsp;really mean is that wasteful tenants get no advantage innbsp;money out of the Act, when a tenancy determines, becausenbsp;the making of a claim by them for the benefit, real or imaginary, which they have

conferred upon the land, opens thenbsp;door for a counterclaim by the landowner in respect of thenbsp;damage they have done. They may rest assured that Parliament has not yet reached a frame of mind in which thisnbsp;principle will fail to receive the respect which has always been



isr IN NORTH WALES. paid to it since ideas of fair and even justice began to dawn upon the human mind. But in evidence the accusers went farther than Mr. Ellis had gone. Thus, Mr. David Owen (20,006), a solicitor, whonbsp;knows very well what the value of an oral statement as to anbsp;written document is, said, “ I know of agreements where bothnbsp;the custom and the Agricultural Holdings Act have been excluded.” He was, however, forced by Lord Kenyon to readnbsp;a portion of an agreement between Mr. 0. Hughes, of Nannernbsp;(a small landowner), and Mr. E. Jones, tenant of a holding ofnbsp;239 acres, which appeared to bear out his contention ; but itnbsp;appeared (20,056) that this document was not the originalnbsp;agreement, but a copy handed to the witness by the tenant.nbsp;Now, copies are of very little value in cases of this kind. Andnbsp;this was Mr. Owen’s ewe lamb—all he had to quote—a merenbsp;hand-made copy. Let us assume,

however, that in this case,nbsp;and perhaps in two or three others, it was shown that thenbsp;written agreement of tenancy did either through ignorancenbsp;on the part of the draftsman, or designedly, purport tonbsp;exclude the statute which by law cannot be excluded, remembering always that phrases purporting to exclude the Act arenbsp;sometimes used, erroneously, with reference to a substitutednbsp;scale of compensation, which is the vital part of the Act.nbsp;Supposing, even, that a landowner tries to exclude the wholenbsp;Act, and tries to do so deliberately. What happens ? Henbsp;turns the whole instrument of tenancy into a piece of wastenbsp;paper; no harm is done to anybody as long as the tenancynbsp;enures ; and when the tenancy comes to an end, if he is likenbsp;ninety-nine Welshmen out of a hundred, the tenant goes to hisnbsp;lawyer, who laughs at the whole business, and recovers fornbsp;him precisely the amount of compensation under

the Actnbsp;which he would have obtained if the clause purporting tonbsp;avoid the Act had not been inserted. The strong man who can digest some four or live thousand lai’ge Blue-book pages of evidence, exclusive of the report,.



188 THE LAND QUESTION will find scores of general allegations of contracting out of the Act of 188o ; but two or three is a generous number to allownbsp;-(for the whole of Wales) as having been thoroughly broughtnbsp;home. The rest resolve themselves into cases where thenbsp;twelve months’ notice is reduced to six, by mutual agreement and for mutual convenience, or to assertions unsupported by any documentary evidence, and therefore withoutnbsp;value, or to undated copies of alleged agreements (whichnbsp;are doubly valueless), or to cases of substituted scale ofnbsp;compensation. Now, avoidance of the notice clause and anbsp;substituted scale of compensation are permitted by the Act,nbsp;and to them it is impossible to offer even a Pharisaicalnbsp;objection. (3) It is said that landowners contract out of the custom •of the country. The answer is “Yes, frequently,” except in Glamorganshire, and the reason for the rule, and the

exception, and the justification of both, are near to seek. They arenbsp;these. You may have compensation by custom, or compensation under the Act; but you cannot have both, becausenbsp;they are sure to overlap one another. Compensation bynbsp;?custom is certainly the preferable method, for custom may benbsp;depended upon to advance with the needs of the times farnbsp;more rapidly and steadily than the law can be amended in anbsp;House of Commons subject to unforeseen vicissitudes. Thenbsp;•Glamorganshire custom had made this advance, before the Actnbsp;was passed, and the result is that the Act is a dead letter, tonbsp;the great delight of all persons concerned. Nobody takes anynbsp;notice of it, and nobody wishes to take notice of it. Elsewhere, custom being less advanced, the Act, by going a longnbsp;way to destroy freedom of contract, has entirely stopped thenbsp;development of those beneficial customs which grew

out ofnbsp;contract. But that the tenant cannot have both is as clearnbsp;in the case of North Wales, where the Act is operative, as innbsp;.that of Glamorganshire, where the custom has caused it to be



189- IN NORTH WALES. as though it had never been written. Such is the answer to this trifling allegation. (4) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;It is said that tenants cannot obtain, free of charge,nbsp;copies of their agreements; that they do not understandnbsp;them because they are not in Welsh; and that they signnbsp;them in blind ignorance of their contents. The evidence goes a long way to disprove the first clause in this count, and to show that tenants will hardly accept the-copies when offered. In ninety-nine cases out of a hundrednbsp;it was proved that copies were both given and explained,nbsp;where necessary. Certainly there is no case on a considerable estate in which the tenant cannot see his agreementnbsp;at the agent’s office whenever he likes ; and equally certainly,nbsp;the suggestion that any Welshman ever signed a documentnbsp;without understanding it, will be discredited scornfully bynbsp;any man who knows the country and its people. For thenbsp;rest, the

day when documents of contract are compelled to be-iu the Welsh language will be the dawn of the resuscitationnbsp;of the rather languid North Wales circuit. In fact, there is-no substance in this part of the complaint, and no more wordsnbsp;need be wasted on it. (5) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;It is said that the agreements impose irksome servicesnbsp;on the tenants, which services are a relic of feudal times andnbsp;tokens of tyranny, together with other nonsense. These services, according to the evidence, consist of three-things. First, on some estates the agreement ordains that the tenant shall provide the landowner with a fat goose atnbsp;Christmas. The agreement is never enforced, is not oftennbsp;fulfilled, and, where it is fulfilled, it is as a pure matter ofnbsp;friendship. Secondly, agreements sometimes provide that coal shall be carted, so many loads as the case may be, by the tenant fornbsp;the landowner. This clause is sometimes enforced; but, asnbsp;Mr. Walter

Jones pointed out, it is naturally taken into-account in fixing the rent.



190 THE LAND QUESTION Thirdly, tenants agree, and are sometimes asked, to maintain foxhound or harrier puppies sent out to walk, as is customary in England. No doubt it is true (see Mr. Seebohm’s Tribal Wales) that the old Welsh kings and princes hadnbsp;similar but much larger and more important rights. Thenbsp;practice may be an interesting survival; but there is no evidence that anybody makes any objection to it, and certainlynbsp;no M.P.H. would, in his own interests, force his puppies onnbsp;an unwilling farmer. It is only too plain that these allegations of grievances are the creation of grievance-mongers; that they are not feltnbsp;and are unreal; that they are the proofs of the desperatenbsp;straits to which the party of discontent has been driven. It may be amusing, while the subject of dogs is uppermost, to note that in Anglesey a complaint was made that Lordnbsp;Stanley of Alderley has a habit of shooting stray dogs. Therenbsp;is no

denying it; his lordship admits it, and gaily professesnbsp;his willingness to take the consequences. “ I have constantlynbsp;peppered dogs at a distance,” he said. In fact, his lord-ship has the honour of having furnished the material for anbsp;leading case in the law relating to dog-shooting. However,nbsp;this is not merely a Cymric, but also a Cheshire grievance ;nbsp;and it was a Cheshire woman who had the law of him innbsp;respect of “ so very unladylike a dog that I did not believe itnbsp;was hers.” (6) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;It is said that agreements compel tenants to lendnbsp;their names for the prosecution of poachers. This is in some measure true. There is no grievance, because the poaching fraternity know very well who the real prosecutor is. The writer, however, does not believe thatnbsp;the inclusion of this clause in- agreements is necessary in law.nbsp;Certainly, when opposed by shrewd lawyers, he has got convictions without it. (7)

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Finally, it is said that the penal clauses in agreementsnbsp;are too severe—clauses prohibiting the breaking up of old



pastures, and so forth—and that the restrictions as to cultivation are so strict as to hamper cultivation. The subject is one of some difficulty, and that not merely at first sight. True, it is universally admitted by farmernbsp;witnesses, and protested by landowners and agents, that goodnbsp;tenants are, as a matter of practice (and know themselves tonbsp;be) absolutely free to farm at their discretion; and that thenbsp;restrictions are, so far as they are concerned, absolutelynbsp;nugatory. But, hard-working, honest, and careful as thenbsp;majority of Welsh tenants are, the flock is not entirelynbsp;white; and there are certainly a very large number of gentlemen, whose experience gives their words weight, who holdnbsp;that the penal and restrictive clauses, of the enforcementnbsp;of which there is believed to be no evidence, and of thenbsp;neglect to enforce which there is abundant proof, havenbsp;a certain value for those who have to deal with bad tenants.nbsp;Even

in Wales there is such a thing as “ farming to leave,”nbsp;and that particular form of vice is not one to be encouraged.



CHAPTER X. Game Grievances—a silly Story—the Preferential Claim—Arguments-for and against—Abolition involves a “Forehand Pent”—Enclosures of Commons and Crown Wastes—'purely Legal Questions on whichnbsp;Landowners declined to give Evidence—the Case of Squatters—thenbsp;Evidence of Mr. Salt—Concerning the Raising of Rent—no Evidencenbsp;taken of Development of Coventry and Markets—Vagueness of Ideanbsp;of Tenant's Moral Rights in the Way of Compensation—Lordnbsp;Carrington’s former estate in Cardiganshire—Weakness of Allegations that no Compensation had been paid—Important Evidenceofnbsp;Expenditure in Improvements on many estcUes—full Statistics. In this chapter it is proposed to deal, first, with allegations of grievance connected more or less closely with the preservationnbsp;of game ; secondly, with the evidence relating to the preferential claim; thirdly, with the question of enclosure

ofnbsp;commons, and fourthly, with the allegation that rents havenbsp;been raised on tenants’ improvements. The first three pointsnbsp;may be dealt with very briefly; the last will be the mainnbsp;subject of the chapter since it brings in, as of necessity, thenbsp;survey of the vast mass of evidence placed before the Commission with regard to the investment of capital by landownersnbsp;in their estates, and the consideration from a rational point ofnbsp;view of the principles which ought to regulate the law of compensation to tenant and landowner in England and Walesnbsp;from a rational point of view. The “great Game Question” is one of those subjects upon which the agitator can enlarge with vigorous eloquence on anbsp;platform when addressing a mob; it is a topic upon whichnbsp;Radical newspapers, particularly those which represent the



198 IN NORTH WALES. proceedings at a “ hot corner ” as the mechanical massacre of the innocents, can easily indite furious articles. But when thenbsp;necessity for proof came in JSTorth Wales the agitators werenbsp;placed in some difficult3r. They alleged on occasion, no doubt,,nbsp;excessive preservation of game; but the few statistics whichnbsp;were available showed conclusively to those of the Commissioners who knew what the English standard of first-rate-shooting was (Lords Carrington and Kenyon, and Sir Johnnbsp;Llewelyn for example), that no really heavy head ofnbsp;pheasants is kept ujo even round the greatest mansions. Itnbsp;is not intended here to convey the impression that sport innbsp;North Wales is not good; but it is certainly the case that innbsp;that part of the Principality gentlemen are contented withnbsp;bags which would be reckoned small in England, and thenbsp;writer ventures to guess, with some confidence, that

thenbsp;number of pheasants reared and brought to the gun in thenbsp;County of Norfolk alone in any one year is quite double thatnbsp;of those which suffer the like fate in the whole of Northnbsp;Wales. Concerning hares no grievance was alleged; it was-stated repeatedly and not seriously contested, that hares arenbsp;all but extinct in the country at large, although, of course,nbsp;there are some in the parks of noblemen and gentlemen. Ofnbsp;partridges nobody complains, and of the alleged grievancenbsp;concerning grouse—viz., that in their interests the propernbsp;burning of the heather was interfered with, was disposed ofnbsp;by Lord Kenyon in a couple of shrewd questions. Let usnbsp;endeavour then to classify the grievances under theirnbsp;headings:— Game Laws.—A certain number of witnesses, few if any of whom were farmers, raised the old cry that the Game Lawsnbsp;Ought to be abolished. Among the farmers, however, therenbsp;Were a

large number who had not the slightest objection tonbsp;winged game, who acknowledged the benefit which the Gamenbsp;Laws conferred upon them in the way of keeping off trespassers, and expressed the pleasure which they felt in seeing N



194 THE LAND QUESTION the landowner and his friends shooting over their holdings. Others, however, not a large number, expressed the opinionnbsp;that the game ought to be the property of the tenant. They omitted to reflect that, in the absence of a reservation to the lessor, the game is already the tenant’s for which thenbsp;landowner pays, indirectly, by taking so much less rent thannbsp;he would take if the reservation were not made. Some also,nbsp;notably in the Vale of Olwyd, objected to the practice ofnbsp;‘letting shooting to strangers. For their instruction Mr. T. A.nbsp;Wynne Edwards produced at Denbigh some valuable statisticsnbsp;showing the pecuniary benefit which accrues to a districtnbsp;from shooting tenants, particularly those who make the saidnbsp;district their home. It may, however, be said generally and without fear of contradiction, that the grievances on the head of the Game Laws generally were urged seldom, and in a factious

rather than anbsp;?serious spirit. Beaters.—It was with some amazement that persons ?familiar with Wales saw in the official syllabus two questionsnbsp;of which the first suggested that tenants were compelled tonbsp;act as beaters, while the second insinuated that beaters werenbsp;not paid for their services. The questions were either verynbsp;ignorant or very malicious. To the suggestion contained innbsp;the first of them no particle of evidence gave any support;nbsp;although, of course, it is true that the tenant of his own freenbsp;will does often accompany the shooting party over hisnbsp;holding, and would be much insulted if payment werenbsp;offered. The second suggestion was absolutely disprovednbsp;•everywhere. It would be interesting to learn from whatnbsp;fertile brain these suggestions of a purely imaginary grievancenbsp;emanated. Ground Game Act.—It was said that the Act was a dead letter since the tenants dared not avail themselves of

it.nbsp;This general statement was valueless, and specific evidencenbsp;of its truth was never forthcoming. Of the desperate efforts



195 IN NORTH WALES. to prove this, the history of the evidence of Mr. John Roberts is an amusing instance. He said (9718) : “ Although I have a right to the rabbits, yet I fear the consequence of making use of my rights. I have arrangednbsp;with a man to catch the rabbits on a certain portion of mynbsp;farm, but in the meantime Lord Harlech’s keepers appeared,nbsp;and commenced ferreting wholesale. When I remonstrated,nbsp;I received a threatening letter from Lord Harlech, intimating that if I interfered with them he would see mynbsp;landlord about it.” Note first that the two initial sentences flatly contradict one another. On the following day Mr. Roberts camenbsp;forward again saying that Mr. Lawford, Lord Harlech’snbsp;agent, had offered him ?1 a year for the privilege of shooting the rabbits (9986), a proceeding alleged by Mr. Brynmornbsp;Jones to have been “ unlawful under the Ground Game Act.”nbsp;This was an inaccurate expression for,

even assuming that anbsp;sale by a tenant of his rights under the Ground Game Actnbsp;to a person other than his landlord is a void contract—anbsp;very doubtful assumption—there is nothing unlawful ornbsp;objectionable in such a sale and purchase. Then Mr. Robertsnbsp;'(9994) produced the following letter from Lord Harlechnbsp;which, seeing the word “ illegal ” referred solely to thenbsp;treatment of two keepers by Mr. Roberts, was distinctly notnbsp;threatening but the reverse : “ Brogyntyn, Oswestry, “ October öth, 1892. “ Sir,—I have had a report from my keeper, Edwards, as Well as that from you respecting the occurrence on the racecourse last Monday. You seem to be quite ignorant of thenbsp;iaw as to a tenant’s rights to ground game, and your be-Laviour was extremely illegal, and you rendered yourself



196 THE LAND QUESTION liable to punishment. However, I am quite disposed to believe your conduct was through ignorance of the law. Inbsp;exercise my rights to the game and rabbits there from Mr.nbsp;Pope, who derives his right from your landlord, Mr. Poole.nbsp;Your best course will be to see Mr. Pope at Hafod-y-bryn,nbsp;who, being not only a sportsman but a lawyer, will be ablenbsp;to inform you what a tenant’s rights respecting groundnbsp;game are, and if you stick to them there will be no occasionnbsp;for difference between you and me. The sooner you seenbsp;Mr. Pope the better. ? Yours faithfully, “ Haelech. “ To Mr. John Roberts, “ Oefntrefnfawr.’' Then Mr. Lawford came forward to say that Lord Harlech claimed no more than a concurrent right to the rabbits andnbsp;that Mr. Roberts harboured them, to the damage of Lordnbsp;Harlech’s adjoining property, in order that he might let thenbsp;shooting. (Why it is right in a tenant to let

shooting tonbsp;one man and wrong for him to let it to another, it is notnbsp;easy to see.) Then Mr. Roberts came forward (10,004) tonbsp;say that he claimed an exclusive right, that Mr. Lawford hadnbsp;never paid the ?1 and that Mr. Lawford had no cause fornbsp;complaining of his harbouring rabbits since “ there were nonbsp;rabbits there.” Yet he had said (9718): “I should notnbsp;complain so much if Lord Harlech simply walked over mynbsp;farm for sporting purposes, but he catches the rabbits innbsp;cart-loads and sends them away to supply the Englishnbsp;markets, thus making profit on what I consider my own. Inbsp;would as soon see him taking away a flock of my sheep andnbsp;selling them to a butcher.” The Commissioners asked himnbsp;no questions as to this flat and obvious contradiction.nbsp;Finally, at a later sitting, Mr. Lawford came forward and,nbsp;impressed no doubt by the new doctrine, enunciated by Lord



197 m NORTH WALES. Carrington and Mr. Brynmor Jones, that it is “ unlawful ” to enter into a void contract, said he might have been wrongnbsp;in what he did—there was of course absolutely no moralnbsp;obliquity in his action—and produced the receipt for ?1nbsp;from Mr. Roberts. A pretty petty story, it will be said, but, apart from the errors and contradictions of his own evidence into which Mr.nbsp;Roberts fell, themselves illustrative of the kind of evidencenbsp;on which serious allegations are based, it shows precisely thenbsp;amount of misunderstanding that exists concerning thenbsp;Ground Game Act. The Act, in truth, is in active operation all over Wales; but the malcontents claim more thannbsp;it gives them; they demand an exclusive right to thenbsp;rabbits, and a right to set traps where they please. At thenbsp;same time (62,604 and thereabouts) a long dispute betweennbsp;Mr. Vaughan, a tenant farmer, and Mr. W. D. W. Griffithsnbsp;of

Garn, clearly shows that they are only too ready to demand also, and quite inconsistently, compensation for damagenbsp;done by rabbits which they will not permit the landlord ornbsp;shooting tenant and their keepers to destroy. They desire,nbsp;in fact, to eat the whole cake and keep it; and that is annbsp;impossibility. Compensation for Damage done by Game.—A great quantity of evidence, far too long to be recapitulated here, was adduced on this point. In the great majority of cases it reduced itself to an assertion that the compensation given hadnbsp;been inadequate. That is to say, men asked for more thannbsp;they expected to get, and got less than they asked, and werenbsp;indignant accordingly. Much evidence of compensation givennbsp;Was adduced ; but the question whether it was sufficient ornbsp;insufficient is one on which opinions naturally differed. Itnbsp;day be pointed out, however, that the ordinary law providesnbsp;a remedy for

damage resulting from the preservation of annbsp;excessive head of game. The best example, perhaps, of anbsp;monstrously excessive claim was that of a man who claimed a



198 THE LAND QUESTION large sum, ?50 or ?80 it is believed, for damage done to a field of five or six acres by game, and finally defined the said gamenbsp;as %üild ducks! Let us pass to the question of the preferential claim for rent, a question common to England and Wales, concerning whichnbsp;a large volume of evidence has also been given before the Royalnbsp;Commission on Agricultural Depression, of which Mr. Shawnbsp;Lefevre is, or was, chairman. It would be erroneous to saynbsp;that the questions administered by the Commissioners generallynbsp;showed any strong feeling on the matter. For our part, wenbsp;defend the system in the interest of the tenant on variousnbsp;grounds, and are unable to perceive that it works any seriousnbsp;mischief to creditors other than the landowner, and maintainnbsp;that its abolition would place the tenantry of the country facenbsp;to face with a serious difficulty. The complaint against it isnbsp;raised

principally by tradesmen who feel some natural annoyance when, upon the failure of a farmer, twelve months’ rentnbsp;(if due) must be paid out of his assets before their claims arenbsp;considered. The manure-merchant, corn-merchant, and others,nbsp;however, are in the first place perfectly well aware of the existence of the preferential claim when they give credit to a farmer;nbsp;and they cannot plead that they are compelled to give credit.nbsp;Contra, the landowner is virtually compelled to allow the tenantnbsp;the use of his land on credit from day to day for a period, benbsp;it three months, six, or twelve, before his rent becomes due.nbsp;Again, the preferential claim enables the landowner to fix thenbsp;rent audits, which are suited to the convenience of his tenants,nbsp;at dates, as the evidence shows abundantly, considerably laternbsp;than those at which the rent is due. Further, as severalnbsp;agents showed, the existence of the system has

frequentlynbsp;enabled landowners to give a helping hand to a farmer in difficulties, thus enabling him to have the benefit of breathingnbsp;time, which has saved him from utter collapse and the necessity of beginning the world over again. In the absence ofnbsp;such a system it would be necessary, at the very least, for rent



audits to be held on the days when the rent was due; and, as-may be judged from the evidence of Mr. Henry Curr, who was Lord Ancaster’s agent, a worse thing might befall the tenantry^nbsp;The law of hypothec, which comes to much the same thing asnbsp;the preferential claim, was abolished in Scotland at the request, to a great extent, of the tenant farmers. They wish-now that they had never proffered any such request, inasmuchnbsp;as, said Mr. Curr, in a dry way, “landowners now require anbsp;forehand rent.” Since human nature varies but little, it maynbsp;be assumed, with some justice, that landowners in Wales—nbsp;and in England, too—for the question is not a whit morenbsp;Welsh than English—would, under like circumstances, follownbsp;the example of their Scottish brethren. The inconvenience to-farmers would be manifest, for few things could be morenbsp;awkward than to be called upon to pay six months’ rent in:nbsp;advance on

entering upon a tenancy, when there are numerous-other expenses to meet. One argument in favour of the-abolition of the system, that of unfairness to other creditors,nbsp;has been dealt with already; the other, often exhibited in annbsp;interrogative form by Mr. Richard Jones, was that the securitynbsp;conferred upon landowners by the system was an inducementnbsp;to them to accept impecunious tenants recklessly. Even fromnbsp;the point of view of those who are disposed to reckon the-morality of landowners at the lowest point, the argument wasnbsp;not intelligent; for Mr. Richard Jones must know very weltnbsp;that an impecunious tenant is an evil to be avoided atnbsp;any cost. Into the assertions of alleged wrongful enclosure of commons or Crown waste, which were made with some freedom, it is notnbsp;proposed to enter here, for the simple reason that the answersnbsp;to them were not for the most part given in any detail before

thenbsp;Commissioners. Each one of the enclosures stood upon itsnbsp;own merits, and depended upon its own particular set of circumstances, and each one of them necessarily involved a question of title which, in most cases, could not have been threshed.



200 THE LAND QUESTION out without considerable expense. Nor were the witnesses who appeared before the Commission equipped, any morenbsp;than eight out of the nine Commissioners, with that specialnbsp;knowledge which could enable them to speak with authority,nbsp;and without great risk, on questions of title. Landownersnbsp;were, therefore, advised not to offer evidence to the Commissioners, or to answer questions upon questions of this character, on the ground that such topics were clearly foreign tonbsp;the scope of the Commission’s inquiry, and that the constitution of the Commission was not such as to justify the beliefnbsp;that it had been intended to spend its energies in that direction. It should be added that the whole of the positive evidencenbsp;on the other side was of the vaguest character, and that thenbsp;word “common,” as used in Wales, signifies virtually any uninclosed waste, or anything that may ever have been uninclosed

waste. Any really illegal enclosure can of course benbsp;done away with at the suit of persons aggrieved. As to “ squatters ” the case is slightly different. It must, for all practical purposes, be admitted that early in thisnbsp;century, or before, it was not unusual for squatters to buildnbsp;huts and make small enclosures on crown or manorialnbsp;wastes, and occupy them for some time at any rate, freenbsp;of rent. They were of course trespassers and wrongdoers from the beginning, but they had some excuse innbsp;a tradition that the man who could erect what was callednbsp;“ Caban-un-nos ”—that is to say, could build between sunset and sunrise a hut sufficiently substantial for smoke tonbsp;rise through the chimney—acquired a title. The most partnbsp;of these little dwellings were built in inaccessible and remotenbsp;places, where they were apt to escape notice. When theynbsp;came under notice it became necessary, lest the lord of thenbsp;manor should

lose his title, to obtain acknowledgments fornbsp;them, and in after years, some of these acknowledgmentsnbsp;became tangible rents. In almost every case, however, on thenbsp;• estates of Sir Watkin Wynn and Lord Powis, with regard to



201 IN NORTH WALES. which these accusations were made principally, the increase of rent was accompanied by a corresponding advantage in thatnbsp;the lord of the manor took over the duty of repairs in wholenbsp;or part (see Mr. Forrester Addie’s evidence, 71,594, wherenbsp;numerous cases were given in rebuttal of previous statements).nbsp;We venture to say that squatters on Crown wastes have notnbsp;fared nearly so well as those on manorial wastes, and that thenbsp;whole question is dealt with in sensible fashion in thenbsp;evidence of Mr. Moultrie Salt. That evidence, mutatisnbsp;nominibus, will apply to every case of alleged illegal inclosure or harsh treatment of a squatter. Mr. Salt, be itnbsp;observed, is a solicitor of experience and position. “ 71,599. You are a solicitor practising at Shrewsbury ?— Yes. “ 71,600. Will you give us your evidence ?—I have been a solicitor practising in Shrewsbury for 47 years. Up tonbsp;the year 1864 my

father was family solicitor and auditor ofnbsp;the late Earl of Powis, and since that time I have acted innbsp;the same capacities with reference to the Montgomeryshirenbsp;and Shropshire estates of the late and present earls. I havenbsp;attended the meetings of the Welsh Land Commission atnbsp;Welshpool, Llanfyllin, and Llanfair, and heard the evidencenbsp;adduced there. “ It has been stated by some of the witnesses that the late Earl of Powis had enclosed portions of thenbsp;commons or waste lands within his manors and added them tonbsp;his farms. I do not believe this, and from my knowledge andnbsp;experience of the affairs I am bound to deny it. He has nevernbsp;to my knowledge, nor have his agents, enclosed any commonnbsp;land. It has also been stated that in several instances hisnbsp;agents have in his name demanded rent from squatters whonbsp;have enclosed parts of the common lands and built there.nbsp;This is perfectly

correct, and, I believe, was in perfect accordance with his legal rights as lord of the manor. The soil of anbsp;manor is unquestionably by law vested in the lord, subject to



THE LAND QUESTION the existing rights of persons having rights of common there, A squatter is simply a trespasser, who appropriates andnbsp;builds on land belonging to other people with the intentionnbsp;of acquiring by lapse of time a right, and thus robbing thenbsp;rightful owners of their property. The only modes of defeating this object are, either to require the trespasser to attornnbsp;and pay rent, or to pull down his buildings and fences andnbsp;throw the land again open to the common. If the encroachment interferes with the rights of commoners, they cannbsp;require the latter course to be taken; if not, the lord is^nbsp;quite justified in taking the attornment and receiving thenbsp;rent, as subject to the commoners’ rights he is the owner ofnbsp;the soil. “ The custom of Lord Powis’s estate has been to continue the trespasser in possession for his life, and afterwardsnbsp;(unless there are reasons to the contrary) to give members ofnbsp;his family the

preference in continuing the tenancy, and innbsp;several cases leases for lives have been granted. The rentsnbsp;taken have been small, in many cases merely nominal. Innbsp;many instances the tenants have let their buildings fall intonbsp;a ruinous state, so that they have become unfit for habitationnbsp;and not worth the expense of restoring. In such cases itnbsp;has been the custom to let the land to the tenant of annbsp;adjoining farm, and this is the main reason for the ‘ consolidation ’ about which so much has been said. “I have ventured to make the foregoing observations,^ because throughout this inquiry I have noticed that whilenbsp;the conduct of the lord of the manor in taking the necessarynbsp;steps for preserving his rights has been dwelt upon asnbsp;arbitrary and harsh, no allusion has, as a rule, been made tonbsp;the utter illegality of the act of the squatter in appropriatingnbsp;that to which he had no claim whatever, and which act wasnbsp;the

cause of the interference of the lord of the manor. “ I may also point out that in a county like Montgomeryshire, where the unenclosed lands are so extensive and in



some parts so wild and thinly populated, it is very difficult to obtain information in all cases of encroachment, and therefore the more necessary to deal at once with the cases whichnbsp;come under the notice of the agents of the lord of thenbsp;manor.” The fact is that the squatter’s case rests on the assumption that the man who steals land clevez’ly ought to be allowed tonbsp;keep it. We now reach the far more important question whether rents have been raised in any considerable number of casesnbsp;wholly or partly upon tenant’s improvements. By way ofnbsp;preliminary it is desired to point out that the Commissionersnbsp;never made any inquiry into those circumstances, other thannbsp;tenant’s improvements, which undoubtedly tend to increasenbsp;the hiring value of property. Immense sums, as Mr. Wynnenbsp;of Peniarth proved amongst others, have been spent onnbsp;main drainage. They have no evidence before them tonbsp;show, and it is

not at all likely that any of them (exceptnbsp;perhaps Lord Kenyon) know, when the London and North-Western Eailway, or the connection between it and thenbsp;Great Western from Rhyl to Cor wen, was laid down, whennbsp;Carnarvon was connected with Bangor, when the linesnbsp;from Carnarvon to Afon Wen and from thence to Pwllhelinbsp;on the one side, to Portmadoc, Criccieth, Barmouth, Dol-gelley, Towyn and so forth were built. They do not knownbsp;the history of the Anglesey Central line, or the narrow gaugenbsp;railways, or the connection between Bettws-y-coed andnbsp;Llandudno Junction. Many of these great changes havenbsp;been made in the writer’s memory during a life of thirty-eight years, and the effects, in the way of opening newnbsp;markets and bringing down hordes of tourists all anxious fornbsp;country produce, have been remarkable. Within the lastnbsp;thirty years a great aggregation of houses has sprung

up,nbsp;where formerly there were none, at Colwyn Bay; Llanfair-



204 THE LAND QUESTION fechan has grown from a village into a large community; Penmaenmawr and Bettws-y-coed have done much thenbsp;same; Bangor has increased greatly ; watering-places havenbsp;grown np in Anglesey ; Criccieth has become a town insteadnbsp;of a village; Barmouth and Dolgelley have increased amazingly. The list might be continued; but it is enough to saynbsp;that concerning all these developments, the part which land-owners played in them, and their effects in opening marketsnbsp;for the rural population and enabling them to dispose of theirnbsp;produce, the Commissioners, having now been in office threenbsp;years, have not asked a single question, and have no evidencenbsp;before them. It is therefore of no small importance that itnbsp;should be borne constantly in mind that every single allegation of rent raised upon tenant’s improvements, was madenbsp;upon the assumption that no other circumstance, other

thannbsp;improvement by landowner or tenant, could by any possibilitynbsp;explain the raising of a rent. It was an unscientific assumption, but still there it is; it underlies the whole of thenbsp;evidence. Now to go through the whole of the allegations that rent has been raised from time to time on tenant’s improvements,nbsp;or that, on the termination of a tenancy, the compensationnbsp;received for tenant’s improvements has been inadequate, tonbsp;show how many of these allegations have been rebutted innbsp;the whole or in part, how many of them referred to timesnbsp;long past (so that evidence of what the landowner had done,nbsp;or had not done, was to all practical purposes unattainable),nbsp;would be impossible unless another volume at least as longnbsp;as this one were to be written. Suffice it to say that wherenbsp;the allegations made affected the estates of which the ownersnbsp;and representatives, with rare devotion of service and

greatnbsp;patience of tedious evidence, attended the sittings of thenbsp;Commission, rebuttal, either partial or entire, was made innbsp;an astonishing number of cases. Of course it was not possible to prove in each, or perhaps in any case, that the man



205 IN NORTH WALES. who claimed compensation had received precisely the amount for which he had asked. The fallacy that whether improvements be exhausted or unexhausted, or whether alterationsnbsp;be worth the money spent upon them or not, the tenant isnbsp;entitled on going out to recover every penny he has spent, isnbsp;apparently of wide prevalence. Still it was possible to provenbsp;in scores and hundreds of cases that a tenant, who wasnbsp;alleged to have received no compensation at all, had, as anbsp;plain matter of fact, received all the compensation to whichnbsp;the law, which in these days professes to regulate compensation for agricultural improvements, had entitled him.nbsp;Often, indeed, he was proved to have received more. Itnbsp;may be said, and it was said often, that the Law of Compensation under the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883 isnbsp;defective. So it is, from the point of view of both land-owner and tenant:

so the Law was before the Agriculturalnbsp;Holdings Act of 1883 was passed. But so long as there is anbsp;law of compensation it is surely rather hypercritical to censure men for abiding by it, albeit it were easy to show thatnbsp;many Welsh landowners have gone far beyond it. Besides, Welsh landowners have the example of the noble chairman of the Commission to encourage them. It wasnbsp;alleged against him,by an enterprising witness in South W’^ales,nbsp;that on succeeding to his Cardiganshire estate he sold thenbsp;property, and that, so selling, he virtually confiscated thenbsp;improvements which an old miller had made upon a millnbsp;situated on the property. The evidence was flowery in style,nbsp;and was given by an entire stranger to the quarrel, if quarrelnbsp;there ever was; but neither of these features of the evidencenbsp;was unusual, in fact both were normal. What was abnormalnbsp;Was that the person alleged to be aggrieved

was present at thenbsp;side of the witness. He had been brought from a workhousenbsp;—and in candour it must be added that the poor old man hadnbsp;not the slightest idea what was going on, and that nothingnbsp;like sense was extorted from him—a circumstance which no



206 THE LAND QUESTION doubt would have added to the pathos of the situation if Lord Carrington had not been the Eadical chairman of thenbsp;Commission. For, under other circumstances, the usualnbsp;style of agitator witness would probably have said, “ thenbsp;hardships which this poor old man, an orphan and a widower ”nbsp;(neither of these last-named misfortunes is unusual atnbsp;fourscore years of age, but that is immaterial to an agitator),nbsp;“has endured have not only compelled him to seek refugenbsp;in the workhouse, but also deprived him of his intellect.”nbsp;Now Lord Carrington took the trouble to rebut this storynbsp;through the mouth of his agent, Mr. Jonas, who lookednbsp;like an Englishman, and came from Cambridge. Mr.nbsp;Jonas proved that in 1859 (the date of the preceding letternbsp;in which assistance was asked is clearly wrong in the officialnbsp;evidence), permission was given the miller to put in an additional stone, and that, on

the sale in 1868, an applicationnbsp;was made for compensation and refused on the groundnbsp;that the local agent considered that the miller had no claimnbsp;as the improvement had been made so many years (only ninenbsp;years after all), and the man had been repaid in this mannernbsp;for his outlay. Here then we have permission asked, so thatnbsp;the improvement was not made without the landlord’s knowledge, compensation refused, and the improvement left uponnbsp;the property. This Mr. Brynmor Jones sought to excusenbsp;(70,936) on the ground that the old man might have takennbsp;the stone away as industrial plant and machinery. But he didnbsp;nothing of the kind. He left them, and Lord Carrington soldnbsp;the mill, stones and all, with the rest of the property. Thenbsp;agent did not think the property sold for a halfpenny more bynbsp;reason of the stones in the mill. But he could hardly tell fornbsp;certain, and to the plain man it may seem that a

mill fullynbsp;equipped with stones would be likely to sell for more, evennbsp;as part of a large property, than an unequipped mill. Finally,nbsp;in answer to the following questions. Lord Carrington’s agentnbsp;was compelled to admit that Lord Carrington was, as to a



transaction of 1868, in really mucli the same position as other landowners. “ 70,943. Then Mr. Vincent asks: ‘Do you deny that the mill-stones were left behind ? ’—Certainly not; they werenbsp;left behind as tenants’ fixtures. “ 70,944. ‘ Do you deny that the miller received no compensation directly from Lord Carrington ? ’—The miller received no compensation other than the late Lord Carringtonnbsp;bearing part of the expense, that is to say, finding thenbsp;timber. “ ilfr. Brynmor Jones. “ 70,945. I do not understand that any application was ever made for compensation in this case?—^Yes, there was ;nbsp;there was a distinct application made at the time when thenbsp;tenant left. “Ifr. Brynmor Jones. “ 70,947. Why did he not take away the stones then ?— That I cannot say. “ Lord Kenyon. “ 70,948. Then Mr. Vincent asks: ‘ Then do you deny that Lord Carrington did benefit from the miller’s worknbsp;although the miller had the enjoyment of the stones

longnbsp;enough to rej)ay him ? ’—Certainly the late Lord Carringtonnbsp;benefited in no way whatever from the miller’s work, eithernbsp;directly or indirectly. “ 70,949. Not at the sale of the property?—Neither at the sale of the property or otherwise. “ 70,950. The mill did not sell for more in consequence ? —I do not think the mill sold for a halfpenny more. Thenbsp;property was sold as a whole.



208 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;THE LAND QUESTION Mr. Brynmor Jones. “It appears to have been a blunder altogether, because if these were tenants’ fixtures they would not be taken intonbsp;account by anybody. “ Lord Kenyon. “70,951. ‘In fact did you leave him to his strict legal rights ? ’—Yes.” A trumpery little story enough, it will be said; but it must have cost some ten pounds in the rebutting, and onenbsp;may well understand how it came about that scores of stories,nbsp;equally trumpery, of which the persons assailed may oftennbsp;not have heard until this day, went unrebutted and unexplained. Most of the mischief came from the admission ofnbsp;evidence of ancient date which could neither be verified nornbsp;contradicted, and from the encouragement of evidence bynbsp;third parties, who sometimes were found not to have been sonbsp;much as in communication with the persons alleged to benbsp;aggrieved, One flagrant instance, out of many, will sufficenbsp;to show

this. A Mr. E. Jones-Williams gave evidence atnbsp;Llangefni on October 12, 1893, to the effect that a widow ofnbsp;a deceased tenant had been compelled to purchase, at the fullnbsp;value, the farm which her husband had improved; had, innbsp;short, been compelled to pay for the improvements twice over.nbsp;Mr. E. Jones-Williams was apparently an entire stranger tonbsp;the transaction. Lord Carrington, in examining the Eev. J. W. Wynne Jones, who came forward to rebut as the son of the deceasednbsp;owner, said: “ 65,234. The point you wish to rebut is as to no compensation being given ?—No compensation—that is it. “ 65,235. Now tell us what you have to say ?—I have a



209 IN NORTH WALES. draft receipt, an agreement for ?500 compensation that was allowed to her. “65,236. Mr. Jones Williams said no compensation was allowed when the land was sold?—Yes. This is a draft ofnbsp;the agreement. [Handing same.] I am quite willing to gonbsp;into the other matters, if you wish it. “ 65,237. All the rest is admitted ?—No, by no means, but that is one I have a point blank answer to, if you will keepnbsp;to that question.” Mr. Wynne Jones then produced a copy, subsequently verified by production of the original, of the agreement ofnbsp;purchase, which clearly showed that the woman (who mostnbsp;likely never had any communication with the witness) hadnbsp;received in effect no less than ?500 compensation. True nonbsp;money passed; but she got the farm for ?500 less than shenbsp;had agreed to pay. Here is the instrument: “ Memorandum of agreement made this fifth day of November one thousand eight

hundred and eighty-nine, between the Reverend John William Wynne Jones, of the Vicarage,nbsp;in the town and county of Carnarvon, clerk in holy orders,nbsp;Robert lorwerth Wynne Jones, of Warrington, in the countynbsp;ofnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Esquire, and the Reverend Llewelyn Wynne Jones, of Chirk Vicarage, Ruabon, in the county of Denbigh, clerk in holy orders (hereinafter called the trustees), of the onenbsp;part, and Jane Jones, of Cymmynod, in the parish of Bode-dern, in the county of Anglesey, widow, of the other part.nbsp;Whereas the said Jane Jones or her predecessors are andnbsp;for some years past have been tenants of the said farm callednbsp;Cymmynod under the late Venerable Archdeacon Wynnenbsp;Jones, deceased, and during their said tenancy have executednbsp;certain improvements on the said premises by building,nbsp;manuring, and draining, for which they allege themselves tonbsp;have a certain claim for

compensation. And whereas the



?210 THE LAND QUESTION said Arclideacon Wynne Jones is now dead, and the said premises were by his will devised to the said trustees in trustnbsp;for sale. And whereas the said Jane Jones has agreed tonbsp;purchase the said farm called Cymmynod from the saidnbsp;trustees for the price of three thousand five hundred pounds.nbsp;Now it is ivitnessed that the said trustees hereby agree tonbsp;pay to the said Jane Jones the sum, of five hundred pounds,nbsp;and the said Jane Jones hereby agrees to accept the said sum,nbsp;of five hundred pounds in full dischctrge of all claims by hernbsp;or her predecessors and her or their executors, administratorsnbsp;and assigns for compensation for or in respect of any improvement by draining, building, or manuring, or in anynbsp;other manner whatsoever upon the said premises executednbsp;by her or them, and hereby agrees to release on payment ofnbsp;the said sum the said trustees, their estate and

effects, andnbsp;ostate of the said Archdeacon Wynne Jones, deceased, andnbsp;undertake to indemnify them from and against all claims fornbsp;?or on account of the same. In witness whereof the saidnbsp;parties to these presents have hereunto set their hands thenbsp;?day and year first above written.” The foregoing narrative may be taken as a fair sample of ?the manner in which numerous allegations of this kind werenbsp;rebutted. The only marvel is that so many allegations of this kind —for the alleged confiscation is identical in character,nbsp;whether it takes place by way of sale or by way of raisingnbsp;rent—were rebutted. But since to go through them all is impossible, and to prove a negative is unsatisfactory at best, the more convenientnbsp;plan will be to set forth some of the positive evidence as tonbsp;expenditure on repairs and improvements made by landowners in North Wales. This expenditure, be it remembered,nbsp;ean only be given as

typical, for, since the question what arenbsp;and are not agricultural improvements must sometimes be



211 IN NORTH WALES. 'Controversial, it was not considered fair to offer to the Commission a classified extract from returns such as those as to abatements and reductions and history of rental collected bynbsp;the late Mr. George Owen, which are contained in the appendix. For every item of evidence contained in the followingnbsp;pages an individual witness had to be called, to learn sometimes from the Chairman that there had been a great deal ofnbsp;?evidence of similar character—as if every figure of it was notnbsp;valuable—and to subject himself to cross-examination, notnbsp;only by the Commissioners, but by every bystander who hadnbsp;a trumpery grievance to air, or an ancient grudge to avenge,nbsp;it cannot be described as other than a creditable record. Here we have Mr. Wynne of Peniarth (Merionethshire) : “ 9534. Then, will you put in the amount spent for repairs ? —Yes. ‘ From 1870 to 1892, both inclusive, there has beennbsp;spent

in repairs and improvements the sum of ?24,760; innbsp;buildings and repairs, ?11,981, and in drainage, ?12,779.’nbsp;With regard to buildings and repairs, bar ?2 12s. 6d., whichnbsp;is a trifling item that I mentioned to you, I never charged,nbsp;or my father before me, one single farthing for buildings.nbsp;With regard to drainage, in addition to this ?12,779, therenbsp;Was another ?5000 spent a few years further back, and I donbsp;not think I got 1 per cent, upon the whole outlay for thenbsp;whole thing. In addition to that, it is done under the Landnbsp;Drainage Acts, and I am liable on the ordinary rate; that,nbsp;now, is made to pay generally about ?180 to ?200 a year fornbsp;what is called the Maintenance rate, to keep up these farms,nbsp;m order to command the rents where they have been raisednbsp;'at all by the drainage. The details can be given. Fromnbsp;1857 to 1863 there has been about ?1200 to ?1400, and thenbsp;interest on this may

be about ?35. Between 1863 and 1870nbsp;there has been about ?5000 spent in drainage, and the totalnbsp;increase of rental for these last sums, ?5000 and ?12,779,nbsp;total ?17,779, is about ?138 to ?140 per annum. Then



212 THE LAND QUESTION against that I have got to set about ?2000 a year, roughly speaking, in outlay to keep the thing up, in order to command rents.” Here again, is the evidence of Colonel Lynes, the owner of 3000 acres in Denbighshire, and 2200 in Merionethshire : “ 6666. I have received close upon ?10,000 within the last five years, and I have had ?973 13s. 8d. myself out of that.nbsp;Each item is put down here and the improvements and estatenbsp;expenses come to close upon ?6000 out of it. The other isnbsp;law expenses and expenses connected with the estate, suchnbsp;as tithes, charity, and things of that sort. I can show herenbsp;in detail that out of. about close upon ?10,000, as I say, Inbsp;have not had ?1000 myself; I have spent the whole of thenbsp;remainder on the property. “ 6667. Nine thousand pounds out of ?10,000 has been spent on the property ?—Nine thousand pounds out ofnbsp;?10,000 has been spent on the property, and out of

thatnbsp;close upon ?6000 absolutely in improvements and estatenbsp;expenses.” In this case Colonel Lynes admitted, quite frankly, that the property had been neglected for many years prior to hisnbsp;coming into possession. Mr. Owen Slaney Wynne, ex-agent of Sir Watkin Williams Wynne was able to give the expenditure on Sir Watkin’snbsp;estate (in 5 counties) during his period of office. “ 8190. You have no objection to saying it is Sir Watkin’s estatenbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?—None at all.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Building andnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;repairs:—1872,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?6859 ; 1873, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?5951;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1874,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?8403;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1875,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?7703;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1876,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?8825; 1877, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?8248;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1878,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?8862

;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1879,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?6568;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1880,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?7474; 1881, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?7996;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1882,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?6741;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1883,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?6369 ;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1884,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?5974; 1885, ?6135; 1886, ?5467; 1887, ?5685. That is the



213 IN NORTH WALES. year I gave up the agency. Those figures amount in all to ?113,460, and that was spent in building and repairing.” He added that on the estate of Mr. J. Vaughan of Nannau (Merionethshire), rented at ?4200, the expenditure in improvements and repairs in the last 12 years had been aboutnbsp;?10,000. Mr. Charles A. Jones (Merionethshire) (8437) showed a gross rental of ?130 and an expenditure, in the past twonbsp;years, of ?160. The Hon. E. H. Eden, agent for Lord Dudley (Merionethshire), did not enter into figures, but that Lord Dudley is at great expense in relation to his 10,000 acres is clear from hisnbsp;statement. “ The landlord finds the drain pipes on these farms, and he protects the land from river encroachment when it getsnbsp;bad, and he finds the gates and posts and wire fencing ; henbsp;has also had granaries built, and erected more buildingsnbsp;generally, and he has always been charged with those

improvements and no interest has been charged on it. “ 9162. What about the draining ?—In a general way the landlord finds the pipes and the tenant puts them in, andnbsp;if rent is a little dearer we put the pipes in as a bonus.” This is the evidence of Mr. Walter B. 0. Jones touching Mr. Nanney’s estate (Merionethshire and Carnarvonshire) : “ Since I was appointed agent in 1871 there has been spent through the estate account the sum of ?34,200 up tonbsp;December 31, 1892, upon repairs, and renewals, and newnbsp;iiiiildings and materials furnished the tenants. Individualnbsp;examples taken from the repairs ledger are given.” The following passage contains Colonel the Hon. W. E.



214 THE LAND QUESTION Sackville West’s statement of expenditure on the Penrhyn estate (mainly Carnarvonshire) : “ 12,096. From 1867 to 1892 a sum of ?129,207 15s. 8c?. has been spent on repairs and improvements. In some casesnbsp;interest has been charged for a time, but has in nearly allnbsp;cases been remitted. In addition to this a sum of aboutnbsp;?47,993 has been spent on workmen’s cottages, making anbsp;total of ?177,200 15s. 8c?. or thereabouts during 26 years.nbsp;During the last six years ?29,214 has been spent on farms,nbsp;and ?13,007 10s. Id. has been returned in cash abatements.’' Captain Stewart gave the following figures for the Vaynol estate of Mr. Assheton Smith (mainly Carnarvonshire): “ 13,493. Then give us the particulars and details of moneys, if you please, spent in repairs ?—From 1857 to 1866, that isnbsp;10 years, ?70,497, that sum includes ?780 8s. 11c?. compensation to tenants for unexhausted

improvements; 1867 tonbsp;1876, that is 10 years again, ?89,506, including ?2541 11s. 4c?.nbsp;compensation to tenants for unexhausted improvements;nbsp;1877 to 1886,that is 10 years,?98,941, including ?2430 18s. 3c?.nbsp;compensation to tenants for unexhausted improvements ; 1887nbsp;to 1892, that is 5 years, ?48,422, and that sum includesnbsp;?569 4s. 3(?. compensation to tenants for unexhausted improvements. The total amount expended from the yearnbsp;1886 is ?307,866. The total amount paid to tenants fornbsp;compensation for unexhausted improvements is ?6321 12s. 9c?.” Colonel Wynne Finch showed (Denbighshire and Carnarvonshire), in a table which he put in, that his expenditure in this respect had been ?25,413 7s. 6c?. since 1872. Mr. H. D. Pochin, on an estate of 2500-3000 acres (Flintshire), purchased 20 years ago for ?36,000, showed an ex-



215- IN NORTH WALES. penditure of ?86,000. The investment, which brought him in between 2|- and 3 per cent, only, was, he said, “ the poorestnbsp;investment I ever made in my life.” Major Sandbach of Hafodunos (Flintshire) showed an expenditure during the past 60 years of ?3802 14s. on cottages alone and on improvements and repairs of over ?100,000.nbsp;He added: “Not entirely. Every farmstead has been entirely rebuilt-or large additions made to the existing buildings. All wet' land has been drained. 300 acres of plantations made fornbsp;shelter, which have softened and improved the climate. 100nbsp;miles of old banks and hedges have been pulled down andnbsp;grubbed up, and the fields remodelled, and new quick fencesnbsp;made; mostly planted and protected at the landlord’s expense ; but in all cases the landlord has provided the quicks,nbsp;also posts and wire to protect the hedges until grown.nbsp;Watercourses and ditches

have been made and paved, andnbsp;much land from waste common turned into good soundnbsp;arable land. I should like to mention that 16 miles of roadnbsp;from Abergele to Llanrwst was made entirely at Mr. Sand-bach’s expense, at a cost of over ?12,000 ; it was made undernbsp;a public Act, but he found the money for it.” Mr. Price of Khiwlas (Merionethshire) showed an expenditure from 1873 to 1876 of ?4000 on draining, and from 1876 to 1893 of ?1700 on pipes. He was then questioned,nbsp;“What money have you spent on repairs and improvements ? ” “I have spent over ?100,000 on repairs the last 30 years. I cannot tell you the exact sum, but it is considerably overnbsp;?100,000. From the year 1877 to 1886 inclusive, the sumnbsp;of ?23,134 16s. 6d. was spent on this estate in repairs andnbsp;improvements, and the sum of ?9998 19s. 6d. has been



?216 THE LAND QUESTION spent on improvements made for the benefit of my tenants from 1887 to 1891 inclusive. It is about 25 per cent, pernbsp;annum on the income. During the last 30 years I havenbsp;expended at least ?100,000 on repairs and improvements,nbsp;and in no case of such improvements has any interest beennbsp;charged ; neither are the rents raised as a rule.” The following table of expenditure was handed in by Sir H. B. Eobertson (Merionethshire), whose estate is about 3500nbsp;.acres: ? s. d. 1876 . 1,129 2 10 1877 . 1,292 19 1 1878 . 2,199 0 7 1879 . 1,896 15 4 1880 . 888 18 7 1881 . 1,216 11 2 1882 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;525 13 3 1883 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;998 14 4 1884 . 1,868 7 8 1885 . 1,704 3 1 1886 . 1,311 6 2 1887 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;189 6 8 1888 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;434 16 9 1889 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;522 3 9 1890 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;516 0 7 1891 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;531 14 10 1892 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;909 12 4 1893 to 30th June . . 280 K 0

1 18,415 12 1 Prior to 1876 . . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;7,700 0 0 ?26,115 12 1



217 IN NORTH WALES. Mr. Pricliard of Llwydiarth Esgob said, in answer to the usual question relating to the late Sir George Meyrick’snbsp;Bodorgan estate (Anglesey) of 17,000 acres: “ On the Bodorgan estate we have spent ?19,400 in 19 years, and no interest has been charged for money spent innbsp;this period, except in one or two special cases.” Lord Stanley of Alderley’s account for his Anglesey estate stands thus: ? s. d. 3086 4475 570 269 439 5 9 Spent, 1851 to 1871, leaving out 1852 and 1856, accounts fornbsp;which are lostnbsp;From 1872 to 1892 . Covered Market at Amlwch Tiles for new dairies . On improvements other than buildings draining, watercourses, sea-walls) This, again, is the testimony of Captain Preston: “ On Sir Eichard Bulkeley’s Baron Hill estate (Anglesey), within thirty years, about ?7868 have been spent by thenbsp;landlord in building new houses, farm buildings, repairingnbsp;old buildings, and other

improvements. In some cases thenbsp;rents were raised, but subsequently reduced. On thenbsp;Honourable Lady Heave’s estate (Anglesey) the houses andnbsp;nut-buildings have been erected, as well as general repairs,nbsp;without increasing the rents. In every case where repairsnbsp;?are necessary, timber and slates have been allowed. Drainagenbsp;pipes have been given to all that require them.”



218 THE LAND QUESTION Moving on to Denbighshire, we find Mr. R. T. Wickham speaking thus: The whole o? the improvements or increase of houses and buildings are taken by the landlord. Alterations and improvements to brook banks, rivers, or water-courses are done by thenbsp;landlord, if at all. The above are done without any repayment or interest whatever. The landlord also buys pipes fornbsp;draining, and often does the labour. He often finds bones fornbsp;grass land, and it is quite exceptional for him to get anythingnbsp;in return. The tenants do alterations to fences if they thinknbsp;it will pay. They find the labour for draining and boning andnbsp;the carting of materials for alterations and repairs. If cartingnbsp;for materials is done for a farm not the tenant’s, or for thenbsp;Hall, I think in every case we pay for it. As to drainage, allnbsp;these things, again, have been largely done by the landlord.nbsp;In fact, I think the whole of these matters under this

paragraph have been done by the landlord. Drainage and irrigation, tanks for preserving liquid manure, river banks, fences,. and so on..... If the tenant will keep it up it is as much as we can ask, and more than we mostly get.” Sir T. H. G. Puleston (Flintshire) summarised his outlay on his property at ?24,499 from 1868 to 1894 (the incomenbsp;being between ?3000 and ?4000) about 27 per cent., saidnbsp;Mr. Commissioner Grove. Mr. T. Griffith Boscawen showednbsp;for Lord Kenyon (Flintshire) expenditure from 1887 tonbsp;1893 of ?8420, 12J per cent of the gross, and 24 per cent,nbsp;of the net income. Mr. J, H. W. Lee, for the Hanmer estatenbsp;(Flintshire), showed an expenditure of 32 per cent, of thenbsp;gross income for 6^ years. On behalf of Lord Trevor (Denbighshire), the Hon. G. E. Trevor, speaking of the history, since 1880, of a property ofnbsp;about 1000 acres, purchased in 1862, said:



219 IN NORTH WALES. “57,775. Owing to the cause I have already mentioned, I am afraid I cannot produce the vouchers I should like to do,nbsp;but I have put down the following list: New Hall Farm wenbsp;have vouchers for ?1476 11s. 8rf., which does not in any waynbsp;represent what has been done; Old Hall Farm, ?428 2s. 2d.;nbsp;Bankhouse Farm, ?158 6s. Qd.; Tallarn Green Farm,nbsp;?92 17s. 8cZ.; Plassy Farm, ?152 19s. Id. The bills for thenbsp;rebuilding of the Hall and the foregoing premises I cannotnbsp;obtain, so that this in no way represents the rebuilding. Miscellaneous repairs, ?356, making a total of ?3014 5s. 3d.,nbsp;vouchers for which I have been able to bring.” Mr. P. P. Pennant (Flintshire), referring to a property of 1400 acres, said : “ The expenditure during forty years, thatnbsp;is to say, from 1854 to 1894, on imjarovements, has beennbsp;?7606, and on repairs ?10,020.” Colonel Lloyd Howardnbsp;(Denbighshire)

showed that, by reason of his expenditure,nbsp;and that of his father, on repairs, taxes, amp;c., .43 per cent,nbsp;only of the gross income had been received, ?12,000 out ofnbsp;?28,000 received having been spent on repairs. Mr.nbsp;Pickering showed that Lord Mostyn (Flintshire) had spentnbsp;in repairs and improvements, during 11^ years, ?11,400, onnbsp;allowances to tenants and for unexhausted improvementsnbsp;?7735, or 29 per cent, of the rental. Mr. J. Taylor showed that on the estates of Mr. Buddicome (Flintshire), the Earl of Denbigh, the Dowager Lady Viviannbsp;(Anglesey), Sir Pyers Mostyn (Flintshire), and Mr. A. 0.nbsp;Lewis, all repairs (and this word carries with it in most casesnbsp;the idea of permanent improvements) were done by thenbsp;owners. This, indeed, is virtually the story of all estates. Here, again, is the evidence of Mr. LI. J. Henry as to the Duke of Westminster’s Halkyn estate (Flintshire) of 2730nbsp;acres in

Flintshire, rented at ?2971, with the questions ofnbsp;the Chairman added;



Il i' THE LAND QUESTION 220 i'i' “The Duke does all the repairs and improvements on the estate. The tenants do the cartage and the Duke pays themnbsp;for doing so. In the case of new buildings erected at thenbsp;request of the tenant, the tenant carts the materials free ofnbsp;charge, and the same with pipes for drainage, but the Dukenbsp;never charges any percentage upon new buildings, or fornbsp;repairs or improvements. The Duke also pays all costs ofnbsp;drainage except as above-mentioned; the tenant carries thenbsp;pipes. There are no leases, only annual agreements, on thenbsp;estate. I have been carefully through the estate books for anbsp;number of years past, and I find that— There was also expended There was expended on the on the same estate for estate for Kepairs. Improvements during the same period. ? s. d. ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;s. d. Between 1857 and 1866 22,993 12 3 13,128 8 6 1867 and 1877 17,948 15 5 2,734 12 5 55 1877

and 1886 11,973 12 1 7,693 8 7 “ From the last date to the present time I may safely state that ?20,000 have been expended in repairs and improvements.” He was then questioned a little. “59,272. From 1886 to 1894, ?20,000 has been expended in repairs and improvements ?—Yes. “ 59,273. Could you separate them?—I am afraid I could not off-hand. “ 59,274. If we took it about half each, would that be about it ?—I think that would be about it. “ 59,275. Then for many years more income has been spent on the estate than the income derived ?—-Yes. “ 59,276. That is to say, if the proprietor of this estate had



221 IN NORTH WALES. no other means there would have been nothing for him or for his family ?—Nothing, my lord. “ 59,277. He would have had nothing to spend at all for his own living ?—No; His Grace will have nothing at all thisnbsp;year.” The following questions, addressed to the same witness, by Sir J. Llewelyn show his impartiality: “69,278. Is that owing to the bad state of repairs previously ?—Well, I have only had five years’ experience of the Duke’s estate, but for very many years beyond the five therenbsp;has beeu this heavy expenditure upon the estate—for twenty-six years, I dare say. “ 59,279. That sort of condition of things cannot go on? —^Well, I hope it will not.” Colonel Cornwallis West (Denbighshire) gave some interesting particulars showing (1) the relation borne by the rent to the mere value of buildings, and (2) the comparativenbsp;rental of sundry farms, denoted by letters of the alphabet, innbsp;1819 and 1894 respectively.

They are appended: EUTHIN ESTATE. Acreage. Kent. Value of Buildings. Interest at 4 per cent, on Value. Balance of Rent. A. R. P. ? S. d. ? 8. d. ? S. d. ? S. d. A. 83 0 14 40 0 0 900 0 0 36 0 0 4 0 0 B. 185 1 20 140 0 0 3,000 0 0 120 0 0 20 0 0 c. 42 1 5 87 10 0 1,500 0 0 60 0 0 27 10 0 D. 40 0 0 36 0 0 800 0 0 32 0 0 4 0 0 E. 62 0 0 58 0 0 900 0 0 36 0 0 22 0 0 F. 102 2 3 111 0 0 1,000 0 0 40 0 0 71 0 0 465 1 2 472 10 0 8,100 0 0 324 0 0 148 10 0



222THE LAND QUESTION LLANAKJION ESTATE. Acreage. Kent. Yalwe of Buildings. Interest at 4 per cent, on Valttc. Balance of Kent. A. R. P. ? S. d. ? s. d. ? s. a. ? s. d. A. 139 0 18 77 0 0 1,800 0 0 72 0 0 5 0 0 B. 260 0 23 66 0 0 1,800 0 0 72 0 0 Nil. C. 403 0 1 95 0 0 2,000 0 0 80 0 0 15 0 0 D. 395 2 30 67 0 0 1,100 0 0 44 0 0 23 0 0 E. 471 1 31 63 0 0 800 0 0 32 0 0 31 0 0 E. 443 3 38 110 0 0 1,300 0 0 52 0 0 58 0 0 G. 150 0 2 61 0 0 900 0 0 36 0 0 25 0 0 H. 676 0 5 104 0 0 2,000 0 0 80 0 0 24 0 0 I. 131 2 3 88 10 0 1,800 0 0 72 0 0 16 10 0 J. 190 0 25 31 10 0 700 0 0 28 0 0 3 10 0 K. 224 0 3 73 10 0 1,500 0 0 60 0 0 13 10 0 L. 138 1 33 38 0 0 700 0 0 28 0 0 10 0 0 4,623 2 12 874 10 0 16,400 0 0 656 0 0 224 10 0 The statement as to expenditure in improvements and re- * pairs was made by his agent, Mr. Probert, thus, in answer tonbsp;questions; “ 60,630. Now, tell us about the improvements ?—As different estates have different rules, I cannot say

generallynbsp;what is done. On the Ruthin Castle estate drainage andnbsp;buildings for stock, implements and cart-sheds, protection



223 IN NORTH WALES. from river encroacliments, iron and wire fences in special cases, gates and posts, attending to roofs and chimneys, andnbsp;sometimes seed: the improvements made were ?11,170 andnbsp;about ?35,000 in reconstruction and repairs since 1868, fornbsp;which the landlord receives no interest. That ?11,170 is innbsp;drainage principally, and new buildings. “60,631. Do the new buildings come in reconstruction and repairs r—No. “ 60,632. In the ?11,170 ?—In the ?11,170. “ 60,633. What is the ?35,000 ?—The ?35,000 is in repairs to buildings and increased accommodation now and then, but the ?11,170 was borrowed money at the time,nbsp;repayable by instalments covering 25 years, which I thinknbsp;Colonel West referred to in his evidence.” Mr. W. Corbet Yale gave evidence that he did the whole of the improvements on his estate (Denbighshire), and testified, as did many other owners and many tenants, to

thenbsp;prevailing friendliness of feeling. Next comes Colonel Georgenbsp;Mousley’s evidence as to Mrs. Naylor Leyland’s (Denbighshire) estate of 3900 acres : “ During the past 29 years there has been expended a sum of ?33,375 18s. 6c?. on new buildings and repairs, and anbsp;further sum of ?7926 16s. lit?, on drainage and other improvements, making a total of ?41,302 15s. 11c?., which givesnbsp;an average expenditure of ?1424 4s. 8c?. The above sum ofnbsp;?41,302 15s. 11c?. includes the cost of building eight newnbsp;farmhouses and nine new cottages. No interest has evernbsp;been charged on moneys expended in buildings and improvement excepting as to the sum of ?1920 spent upon drainingnbsp;in 1869, on which 5 per cent, interest, amounting to ?96,nbsp;was charged, but that has long since been absorbed.” Lord Bagot’s (Denbighshire) agent spoke to an expenditure



^‘Expenditure on Estate.—In the 12 years, 1881-1892, I have spent ?3975 7s. *7d. on the repairs and improvement ofnbsp;the farms on the estate, excluding ?430 16s. spent on thenbsp;maintenance in repair of cottages in the village of Henllan,nbsp;or an annual average of ?331 5s. 'Id. The property on whichnbsp;the larger named sum was spent produced in 1880 a rentalnbsp;of ?2241, and in 1892 ?1723, thus an average of ?330 a year,nbsp;or taking the rental over 12 years at the medium sum ofnbsp;?2000, which is too much, an average of 16 per cent, of thenbsp;rental was spent on repairs and improvements. I may saynbsp;that this was prepared at the beginning of 1893, in view ofnbsp;the Commission coming here. In the year 1893 ?391 9s. IcLnbsp;was expended on repairs, and nearly ?600 have been alreadynbsp;expended up to the 31st of August of this year, 1894. I alsonbsp;wish to observe that this amount does not include anythingnbsp;for agency, or for

superintendence of any kind. That is allnbsp;done by myself. Therefore the amount would be reallynbsp;larger if I paid for superintendence and agency work. Nonbsp;interest has ever been charged to any tenant on the estatenbsp;for any repair or improvement of any kind, not even fornbsp;draining.” This is the evidence of Mr. Parker, agent to Mr. Middleton Biddulph, of Chirk Castle (Denbighshire) : “ From 1880 to 1893, the expenditure on improvements and repairs (exclusive of cottages) has ? amounted to .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;8,026 “ Permanent reductions during that time . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 3,436 “ Temporary abatements amounted to nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 6,240 “ Arrears remitted .

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;178?17,880 i



225 IN NORTH WALES. “ An average during the last 14 years of ?1277 per annum,, or 22 per cent, on the rental of ?5708 of the farms referred,nbsp;to.” Major Birch gave evidence on this point as to the estates of Llannerch (Sir G. A. Cayley, 2040 acres, rent ?2632), and.nbsp;Gwysanau (Mr. P. B. Davies Cooke, 3687 acres, rent ?4311),.nbsp;Plas Heaton (Major Heaton, 1200 acres), Hartsheath andnbsp;Geltegynan (2900 acres, rent ?2500) (all in Denbigh andnbsp;Flint). For Gwysanau he showed expenditure on materials,,nbsp;repairs, and improvements (1886-1894), of ?11,532; onnbsp;Llannerch, previous to 1878, the whole income was spent fornbsp;twelve years, and from 1886-1892, ?6924. Mr. Wynnenbsp;Edwards, for a not very large estate, gave the followingnbsp;evidence: “ All permanent improvements are made by the landlord in this district, the improvements effected by the tenantsnbsp;being in cultivation. Drainage and

irrigation is done by thenbsp;landlord. Buildings for stock are built by the landlord.nbsp;Tanks for liquid manure are not much used. Protectionnbsp;from encroachment by the landlord. Fences, gates, andnbsp;posts are done by the landlord. Small repairs to fabric ofnbsp;buildings by the landlord. Manures (except in cases) andnbsp;seeds by the tenant. Consequently the tenants do not oftennbsp;apply for consent for specific improvements.” Mr. St. John Charlton showed the expenditure on the Kimmel estate (Flintshire) to have been, in six years: ? 15,301 5,871 New buildings and repairs Drainage and interest on drainage . Mr. 0. J. Williams showed an expenditure on ?1200 a year (out of ?2342 rent) on the Cefn estate (Denbighshire).



226 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;THE LAND QUESTION Mr.W. Forrester Addie, for Lord Powis (Montgomeryshire), gave the following summary of expenditure from Lady Day,nbsp;1840, to Lady Day, 1891, and further showed that Lordnbsp;Powis’s income was not quite the half of his rental: ? Buildings Draining .nbsp;Fencina: 242,709 64,805 21.223 ?328,737 We come next to Colonel H. K. Hughes, chief agent of the Wynnstay Estates (5 counties), who gave evidence elaborate,nbsp;minute and weighty in no common measure, showing fornbsp;example that annual interest on purchased estates, exclusive ofnbsp;deduction for repairs and allowances was, in respect of a rentalnbsp;of ?2355 only 3-2^ per cent, on the average. He also summarised the expenditure from 1862-1893 thus: ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;8.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;d. . 54,173 14 5 . 216,731 2 6nbsp;. 24,328 15 4 Fencing, gates, wood, amp;c. Building and repairsnbsp;Draining Total for 32 years ending 1893 . ?295,233

12 3 and he added: “ In addition to this large sum there has been an expenditure during the same period of ?103,713 13s. Qd. on buildings, and also repairs of cottages within the Park walls and othernbsp;property at Ruabon and elsewhere, which, as it does not affectnbsp;the tenant farmers, I do not propose further to allude to. “ Of the above sum of ?295,233, the present Sir Watkin 7



IN NORTH WALES. .and Lady Williams Wynn have spent during the six years ?ending 1893 :— ? s. d. 61,980 0 0nbsp;16,579 12 9nbsp;3,621 17 11 On farm buildings and reisairs On gates, fencing, woods, amp;c.nbsp;On draining .... Or a total of . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 82,181 10 iuaddition to giving rebates amounting to 30,026 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Total 112,207 10 8 or an average deduction from their rental of ?18,700 per annum, being 41 per cent, of that rental.” Mr. R. W. Henry (Montgomeryshire) showed that on the Marchioness of Londonderry’s estate the outgoings other thannbsp;personal and household exceeded the rental, and the expenditure on building, draining, fencing, and improvements wasnbsp;oqual to 28 J per cent, of his rental. Mr. Edward Davies ofnbsp;Plas Dinam, a very valuable witness in all respects, showed (1)nbsp;a total expenditure in eight years on

the Plas Dinam Estatenbsp;of ?15,000 in eight years; practically absorbing the whole ofnbsp;the rental: (2) an expenditure on the Gwernygoe estate ofnbsp;?21,000 in nineteen years. Colonel Drew on behalf of the Clochfaen estate handed in the following table, showing amounts expended in building,nbsp;improvements, and repairs on the several holdings from 1887nbsp;?un to June 1894;



228THE LAND QUESTION Holding-. Tenant. Annual Rent. Repah's, amp;c., 1887 to 1894. ? s. d. ? $. d. Aberdidno Jones, Ed. . 20 0 0 3 13 11 Black Lion Anwy, Üiirs. . 76 0 0 1,082 4 li Blaen-Y-cwni . rryse, J. K.. 35 0 0 22 7 3 Britlidir . Pugh, J. 13 0 0 1 10 11 Bryn-cyllait Lewis, Ed. . 24 0 0 15 7 7 Bryn-liyfrj'd . liice, Elizth. 55 0 0 8 2 10 Cefn-beidiog- Evans and Beedle 30 0 0 22 2 4 Cefn Chapel Trustees 1 0 0 — Cil-gwrgan Griffiths, T. and J, 36 0 0 111 18 9 Coed-cae . Edwards, R. D. . 40 0 0 0 5 3 Dcrnol Pryse, Evan 64 0 0 4 4 11 Efail-y-gof George, W. . — 8 18 9 Felin fawr Mills, J. 14 0 0 0 7 3 Lliiest-dol-gwiail Griffiths, E. . 50 0 0 49 15 7 Gelli-fawr. Morgans, E.. 50 0 0 85 7 8 Hafod-lydan Rees, — 12 0 0 2 9 6 Hirbrisg . Jones, T. 14 0 0 11 1 11 Minl?ordd . Evans, D. 3 0 0 2 1 6 Nantgwernog . Byw'ater, T. . 32 0 0 135 8 0 Fandy-gwyu Gardes, Margt. 2 10 0 — Peny-y-boiit Chapel Trustees 4 6 0 — Carreg-y-Dwla . Hughes, T. , 20 0 0 3 9 5 Pen-y-bryn Parry, W. . 9 0 0

0 17 Pen-y-croesaii . Griffith, J. ?. 9 0 0 3 13 1 Pen-y-crngyji . Lloyd, D. and T. . 32 0 0 2 1 4 Pen-y-geulan Evans, J. 58 0 0 23 9 Prys-sylwydd . Rowlands, J. 45 0 0 10 5 6 Rhiwlas . Lewis, B. 10 0 0 — Rhiw-y-croeaaii Gavis, Martha 0 1 0 — Shop fawr Owen, Thomas 20 0 0 512 1 8 Smithy Rees, G. 13 0 0 4 0 0 Taii-y-bertli Pugh, lYm. . 48 0 0 20 2 8 Tan-y-llwyn, Voel, and Ystrad olwyn } Jones, S, and G. . ( 40 1 102 0 16 “1- of 543 10 5 Tan-yr-allt Pryce,J. . 45 0 0 32 2 6 Troed-yr-esgair Griffith, John 56 0 0 15 6 4 Tygwyn . Evans, R. 20 0 0 174 13 10 Tyn-y-coed Davies, E. . 21 10 0 128 1 si Tyn-y*ddol Thomas, G. , 80 0 0 47 8 0 Tyn-y-maes and Clochfaen uchaf Gavies, E. . 149 0 0 92 18 0 Worn Gavies, S. 20 0 0 0 15 6 Quillet Rev.J. H. Hughes 0 10 0 — 1,374 15 0 3,132 4 9 toncliing theMr. G. D. Harrison gave this evidence Leighton estate (Montgomeryshire):“ Between the years 1865 and 1893 there was expended



229 IN NORTH WALES. upon the Leighton estate, on farmhouses and buildings, cottages, and tenants’ holdings, in repairs and improvements,nbsp;the sum of ?101,199 6s. 2d., made up as follows:— ? s. d. 54,465 10 4 35,750 11 0-|nbsp;5,366 18 11nbsp;4,098 7 1-1 1,517 19 4 General repairs to tenants’ holdings upon the estate ....nbsp;New buildings ....nbsp;Draining .....nbsp;For cottages and fencesnbsp;For approaches to Leighton Bridgenbsp;near Welshpool .... 101,199 6 9 Making a total of . “ The net rental for the same period was ?105,892 2s. 7c?., showing an average expenditure upon repairs and improvements of 95J per cent, of the rentals, or, deducting the itemnbsp;of ?1517 19s. 4c?. in respect of the Leighton Bridge approaches, there is an actual expenditure of ?99,681 7s. hd.nbsp;upon purely tenants’ holdings during the period in question,nbsp;and giving a percentage upon the rental for the same periodnbsp;of 94.” These

are figures, culled from the official minutes verbatim; each statement being taken in the form in which it happenednbsp;to be given so that there may be no suspicion that the extractsnbsp;are either garbled or selected. And surely no better casenbsp;need be desired by the witnesses representing any body ofnbsp;men in any part of the kingdom.



CHAPTEE XI. Agricultural Holdings Act, 1883, unfair to both Parties to the Contract —substituted Scales of Compensation—the Act a Dead Letter innbsp;Glamorganshire, where custom is better—the Act killed the Development of less perfect Custom elsewhere—Amendments of the Act, onnbsp;just Principles, desired. Rents of small Farms necessarily higher in Proportion than those of large—Case for North Wales Landowners summarised—theylmvenbsp;established, before a hostile Commission, the Right to even Treatment with English Landowners—they ask justice. Landownkrs, however, have no desire to put their case too high upon the question of compensation for improvements.nbsp;They admit that the Agricultural Holdings Act of 1883, whichnbsp;at present embodies the law with regard to compensation fornbsp;improvements laid down for their guidance by the wisdom ofnbsp;Parliament, is defective from the point of view of bothnbsp;tenant and landowner,

is defective in Wales as it is innbsp;England, and in precisely the same measure in England as innbsp;Wales. Many of them have tried, to the best of their ability,nbsp;to amend the Act by substituting improved, more generousnbsp;and more appropriate scales of compensation for these whichnbsp;are contained in the Statute. None will be more ready thannbsp;landowners to welcome any well-considered reforms whichnbsp;the present Administration of this country proposes to makenbsp;in the law of compensation; none will be more ready thannbsp;landowners to accede cordially to the most generous scale ofnbsp;compensation so long as that scale is based upon principlesnbsp;strictly just to both sides. Such principles may be defined withnbsp;consummate ease in a sentence or two, although when theJi



231 THE LAND QUESTION IN NORTH WALES. consideration of points of detail is reached there is room for difference of opinion. Perfection they do not anticipate, andnbsp;perfection is, under the circumstances, that for which nonbsp;reasoning man will see reason to hope. As the landowners andnbsp;tenant farmers of Glamorganshire have shown, by evolving anbsp;custom which not only has virtually the force of law, butnbsp;also has absolutely ousted a law purporting to forbid contracting out, and has caused it to be a dead letter, so man andnbsp;man, bargaining together, can reach an agreement far morenbsp;satisfactory to both parties than any statutory form ofnbsp;contract is ever likely to be. Nor is it right to assume,,nbsp;because in North Wales no custom of the kind has arisen,nbsp;that the farmers of North Wales are not every whit asnbsp;shrewd as their brethren in Glamorganshire, or that they donbsp;not make their bargain with

their landlords, when theynbsp;make any at all, with the same freedom as their fellows innbsp;South Wales. The plain fact is that the circumstances arenbsp;different. The long tables of hereditary succession, the longnbsp;lists of rents unaltered save by reduction or by slightnbsp;increases due to external circumstances, which have beennbsp;given in the text and are amplified in the Appendix, go farnbsp;to show that tenancy is hereditary in families and that, sonbsp;long as fai’ms remain in the hands of the original owner andnbsp;his family, the occupiers will not be disturbed. Wherever anbsp;suitable member of the family is forthcoming to succeed anbsp;deceased tenant he is accepted; the only question is which,nbsp;of various applicants all connected with the original familynbsp;of tenants by blood or marriage, shall be chosen. Consequently the question of compensation rises but rarely, andnbsp;custom as to compensation has been slow in

development.nbsp;The families who have been in possession for hundreds ofnbsp;years on the Penrhyn, Vaynol, Wynnstay, and other estatesnbsp;naturally do not concern themselves with the question of thenbsp;respective rights of landowner and tenant in the event of thenbsp;determination of the tenancy otherwise than by death



for no idea of the kind enters into his mind and he knows, and is right in knowing, that he and his posterity arenbsp;perfectly secure in tenancy. Whatever improvements henbsp;makes will be his and in making them he will receivenbsp;generous assistance from his landlord whom he regards asnbsp;friend, with interests identical with, his, and in many waysnbsp;as an equal. So yon find such a man as Colonel the Hon.nbsp;W. B. Sackville West, who as Lord Penrhyn’s agent has hadnbsp;the care of a very large number of holdings for many years,nbsp;saying that “ he has no experience of the operation of thenbsp;Agricultural Holdings Act.” In Glamorganshire the case isnbsp;different. It contains half the population of Wales nearly;nbsp;it is instinct with the spirit of commercial and industrialnbsp;enterprise; there are many more openings for young mennbsp;there than are to be found in the North. Pastoral valleysnbsp;(the Rhondda for example) have become centres of

teeming-populations of colliers; there are a thousand avenues, real ornbsp;imaginary, but all seductive, to fortune. So each farmernbsp;feels that his sons may leave the ancestral occupation andnbsp;work out their destiny in other spheres of life. Consequently each agreement of tenancy has a tendency to benbsp;regarded, particularly by the tenant, as temporary. Henbsp;wants to be secure that judicious outlay shall not be lost ifnbsp;he quits farming, or moves to another farm, or if coal isnbsp;-discovered under his holding. 4-i' The only reason why custom, which is in effect the essence of agreement in common form, has not advanced by equalnbsp;stages and with equal rapidity in North Wales is that thenbsp;necessity has not been felt by reason of the difference of conditions. In due time the landowners and farmers of Northnbsp;Wales, when the necessity was felt, would have reached anbsp;state of custom as to compensation similar in point of principle, but entirely

dissimilar in points of detail—for thenbsp;physical conditions of the two districts are entirely distinctnbsp;—to that which has been reached in Glamorganshire. Even 1gt; ] ! (? .



283 IN NOETH WALES. there, curiously enough, there is a custom of the East and a custom of the West, totally different, and this in itself is anbsp;circumstance which tends to show the difiSculties standing innbsp;the way of the Legislature. No Act of Parliament can meetnbsp;adequately the varying needs of men under different combinations of circumstances. But the simple fact is that thenbsp;Agricultural Holdings Act put an absolute stop to development or evolution, except by special agreement, which thenbsp;Commissioners persistently regarded with a suspicion thatnbsp;seemed hardly intelligent. You must, as has been said before,nbsp;have compensation by statute or by custom ; but it is impossible to have both; either the statute will oust the customnbsp;and stop its development, or the custom will oust the statutenbsp;and pursue its course of evolution in spite of and withoutnbsp;regard to the statute. Meanwhile there is the statute and,

since there are no steps backward in legislation, and, an economical mistakenbsp;once made, it is impossible to return to the status quonbsp;ante, and since landowner and tenant are agreed that thenbsp;statute must be amended, amended it must be. It remainsnbsp;only to be hoped that it will be amended in a just spirit.nbsp;It is unjust on the one hand that a landowner shouldnbsp;be improved out of his property against his will, that is tonbsp;say, that he should be compelled to look on while his tenantnbsp;makes changes, which he is pleased to call improvements, atnbsp;his own sweet will and pleasure, to such an extent thatnbsp;the landowner cannot resume occupation save at a ruinousnbsp;expense which he does not desire to, and perhaps cannot,nbsp;incur. On the other hand it is entirely contrary to elementary justice that the law should be such that when the intentionnbsp;of a tenant to make certain improvements has been

broughtnbsp;fairly to the landowner’s notice he should then escape payment on the ground that he has received no formal notice.nbsp;That is the main principle to be followed. But there arenbsp;minor points. Possibly, for example, there may be something



234 THE LAND QUESTION in the alleged grievance of tenants that they have not been compensated for haulage of materials for the improvementsnbsp;done by the landowner on their holdings when the tenancynbsp;has determined soon after the improvement has been effected.nbsp;Yet in all these cases the duty of haulage has been considered in taking the farm and, in 99 cases out of a 100, itnbsp;will be found that the tenant has had, without payment ofnbsp;interest or any increased rent whatsoever, the whole benefit ofnbsp;the landowner’s expenditure. Let there be justice given to eachnbsp;side in the contract of tenancy ; no more is asked. And, fromnbsp;that point of view, the landowner has much ground for complaint under the present law. What is the equity, or thenbsp;justice, or the idea of fairness underlying the rule that he maynbsp;not proceed against the tenant under the Act for damagenbsp;done to the farm by bad cultivation, neglect of fences,

breachnbsp;of agreement to keep buildings in repair, unless the tenantnbsp;first proceeds against him for compensation for improvements ? Why, in the name of common honesty, does the lawnbsp;lay down—as is shown in the East Anglian case recently andnbsp;correctly decided by the Court of Appeal—that the landowner’s counterclaim can only be taken in reduction of thenbsp;tenant’s claim and may not exceed it ? Why should not mannbsp;and man be equal before a Court of Law ? It must be confessed that the answer to these questions is beyond our comprehension, that it passes the wit of man. By all means then let the Agricultural Holdings Act be amended in consonance with the principles of justice. Sonbsp;amended it will do away with every grievance which Englishnbsp;or Welsh tenant can allege, and will do away with thenbsp;possibility of them. But, be it remembered, you cannotnbsp;enforce an adequate system of compensation and make

thenbsp;landowner pay it (that is to say if any regard be paid tonbsp;equity), and at the same time compel the landowner tonbsp;let the holding on which the compensation has been paidnbsp;at an annual price fixed by an external authority on an un- 11



2S5 IN NOKTH WALES. known principle. If you compel a man to buy a tiling, the least you can do is to leave to him the right of disposing ofnbsp;the thing he has bought under compulsion, at the best pricenbsp;he can obtain. And now the end of the task is almost reached, yet before summing up in a brief passage the case which, it will benbsp;submitted with confidence, has been made out successfullynbsp;on behalf of Welsh landowners and the better class of Welshnbsp;tenants, there remain yet two more points, short but important, to which attention must be directed. The first of thesenbsp;is very simple. In the syllabus of the Royal Commissionnbsp;will be found a question suggesting that the rent of smallnbsp;holdings is higher, by the acre, than the rent of large farms.nbsp;Of course it is, since the house and buildings of a small farmnbsp;are necessarily more expensive in proportion than the housenbsp;and buildings of a large farm. In

fact, it is quite as true ofnbsp;the small farms as of the large, and it is certainly true of thenbsp;large, that the rent paid by the tenant represents but anbsp;moderate interest upon the landowner’s property on a farmnbsp;let alone his property in the soil. (See on this point thenbsp;evidence of Colonel H. E. Hughes.) In truth, from a merelynbsp;commercial point of view, the only question is whether thenbsp;investment of money in the purchase of land, or the investment of money in the improvement of land, is the poorer.nbsp;But Welsh landowners, as a body, have never yet regardednbsp;land from the commercial point of view; they acknowledgenbsp;that under the existing system the ownership of land carriesnbsp;with it certain privileges (greatly curtailed of late), whichnbsp;involve certain corresponding responsibilities. But theynbsp;protest most earnestly that the removal of those privilegesnbsp;implies the abolition of the responsibilities.

Another point has to be mentioned. In the very valuable table of abatements and reductions to be found in thenbsp;Appendix will be found the record of much generosity shownnbsp;by landowners to the tenantry at large in the form of per-



THE LAND QUESTION manent reductions and temporary abatements. Of the various rules of caution which must be borne in mind bynbsp;every man who is good enough to make these dry bones ofnbsp;figures live, by reflecting upon their true meaning, somenbsp;indication has already been given. There is yet anothernbsp;warning, however, which must be given. It will be foundnbsp;that divers of the Commissioners insisted from time to timenbsp;that, from the tenant's point of view, permanent reductionsnbsp;are greatly to be preferred to temporary abatements, andnbsp;that may be the case. Contra, it must be remembered thatnbsp;while, in the first place, every man naturally shrinks fromnbsp;admitting, by permanent reductions all round, an enduringnbsp;diminution of the value of his estate, there is to be found innbsp;the evidence a strong case for abatements as against reductions of rent. The plain fact of the matter is that

thenbsp;depression in agriculture in Wales has been wholly differentnbsp;in character from the depression in the wheat-growingnbsp;counties of England. In England, notably in Essex and innbsp;Cambridgeshire, there are vast tracts of land which willnbsp;grow practically nothing but wheat. By “ arable land ”nbsp;there they mean land which must be ploughed and sownnbsp;with wheat or lie idle and unproductive. As to too much ofnbsp;that land it has been found less ruinous to leave it untillednbsp;and sterile than to cultivate it at a loss. Consequently depression has been continuous and increasing. Of such landnbsp;in Wales, or at any rate in North Wales, there is practicallynbsp;none, and it has been made abundantly clear that thenbsp;fortunes of farmers depend mainly on the prices of stocknbsp;and dairy produce. That the stock might be better brednbsp;with advantage, that the dairy produce might be brought tonbsp;market in better

condition, and that infinite trouble has beennbsp;taken to instruct the tenantry on these points, is clear.nbsp;Meanwhile it is also clear that, even during the time ofnbsp;depression, there have been several fluctuations of prices ofnbsp;a substantial character, and that distress has been neither



continuous nor steadily increasing. Now for fluctuating distress varying abatements are the best remedy. The evidence as to fluctuations differed, as was but natural, innbsp;different parts of the country; the fluctuations had beennbsp;more acute in one district than another, and they had takennbsp;place at different times in different places. The evidence alsonbsp;is hardly as complete as it ought to be, simply because thenbsp;whole of it—important as the question was—was left by thenbsp;Commissioners to be extracted by written interrogatoriesnbsp;administered by the i-epresentative of the North Walesnbsp;Property Defence Association; but there is more thannbsp;enough of it to show that it is dangerous in the last degreenbsp;to apply cast-iron rules to the varying circumstances ofnbsp;diverse districts. One small point more. It was suggested in another question in the official syllabus that farmers could not pay their rents if they paid

wages to their children. Such has nevernbsp;been the custom in Wales, is never likely to be the customnbsp;in a country where the mass of the farmers belong to thenbsp;peasant class and are not in the same large way of businessnbsp;as the majority of English farmers. But the evidence tonbsp;show that the sons of small farmers are well started in the.nbsp;world in business, either as farmers or as tradesmen, or verynbsp;often as professional men, was very strong. Indeed Mr.nbsp;Price of Ehiwlas himself is entitled to boast that his estatenbsp;has produced in Mr. Thomas Ellis, a farmer’s son who hasnbsp;done pretty well in life so far, and, in giving other instancesnbsp;of less brilliance but of substantial value on his estate, Mr.nbsp;Price was far from standing alone. What then may the opponents of a Land Court claim to have established before a Eoyal Commission of which thenbsp;majority were strikingly and undisguisedly hostile?

Theynbsp;claim first to have disproved conclusively the allegation thatnbsp;differences of language, religion or politics have any practical influence on the relation of landowner and tenant in.



238 THE LAND QUESTION Wales, since to go back to political evictions in 1859, evictions greatly to be regretted and by no means peculiar to Wales, is illogical. Parliament has provided a remedy fornbsp;that grievance, and the remedy has been absolutely effectual.nbsp;Two notices to quit, and two only, for refusal to pay tithe-rent-charge, they admit; but they point out that in bothnbsp;these cases the landowner was influenced by the considerationnbsp;that the tithe-owner had, in the last resource, his remedynbsp;against the land itself; and they may add that, in somenbsp;cases, that remedy was taken during the period of the tithenbsp;agitation. (The writer was present in Anglesey on an occasionnbsp;when this took place.) They may add that, since the recentnbsp;Tithe Act, the possibility of the recurrence of that grievance,nbsp;if grievance it be, has been put an end to. As for allegednbsp;favouritism of Churchmen as compared with

Nonconformists,nbsp;that is an allegation which has been entirely disproved.nbsp;They have also proved that the Welsh land question has nonbsp;real existence, that the appearance of its vitality on papernbsp;has been created by factitious methods, that its would-benbsp;creators confessed themselves beaten over and over again,nbsp;and that a vast body of Welsh farmers are wholly out ofnbsp;sympathy with agitation. So much for the circumstances alleged to be peculiar to Wales ; the averments have been proved to be flimsy, unsubstantial, unsupported by credible evidence. Por the rest land-owners claim in so many words to have placed themselves beforenbsp;the public in the position, which they have always occupiednbsp;in fact, of perfect equality with their English brethren.nbsp;More they by no means wish to claim; with nothing lessnbsp;will they be content. Whatsoever imperfections may existnbsp;in the law of compensation, are

equally mischievous innbsp;England and Wales, since the law in the two countries isnbsp;identical. Whatsoever amendments are made in that lawnbsp;must in common justice be made in both divisions of thenbsp;country simultaneously. And such amendments, if they may



239 IN NORTH WALES. be made in a spirit of wisdom and of strict justice to either party, must of necessity do away with every grievance othernbsp;than sentimental which can possibly arise. The “ ultimanbsp;ratio of eviction,” to use the fervidly pedantic phrase of Mr.nbsp;Ellis, can have no practical terrors for the tenant who knowsnbsp;he will receive adequate compensation for any value he hasnbsp;added to his land by his expenditure ; and the knowledgenbsp;that a tenant can give notice to quit, and extract a substantialnbsp;sum from him if he attempts to raise the rent unduly, will be anbsp;sufficient check on any landowner. In the matter of generositynbsp;in meeting hard times, Welsh landowners claim to havenbsp;shown themselves at least equal to their English brethren,nbsp;so far as the necessities of various districts in England andnbsp;Wales respectively go. Further they claim that it is nonbsp;less true in Wales than in England

that the rent representsnbsp;but a moderate rate of interest on the capital moneys investednbsp;by the owner in buildings, houses, drainage, fences and anbsp;score of things besides, to say nothing of the original purchase price of the land itself. From the case of Ireland, ornbsp;the supposed case of Ireland—for Irish landowners havenbsp;shown since their property was confiscated that they mightnbsp;have made a far stronger case—-and from that of the Croftingnbsp;areas of Scotland, the case of Wales is absolutely distinguished. It is in fact identical with that of England. And what of the reactionary system, involving a compulsory fixing of rents in the last resort at any rate, which it is proposednbsp;to substitute for that system of free contract which is the fruitnbsp;of centuries of advancing civilisation? Firstly, it is in principle,nbsp;since it can be nothing else, similar to that which prevails innbsp;Ireland and in Scotland, and to the necessity

for tinkeringnbsp;at which the attention of Parliament is called continually.nbsp;This fact alone should give pause to the advocates of innovation, should serve to impress upon them the abiding truthnbsp;that every legislative enactment which attempts to fly innbsp;the face of economic principle is foredoomed to failure.L.



240 THE LAND QUESTION Well-established laws o? economy are not like Copyright Acts or Bills of Sale Acts which may be passed to-day and repealednbsp;to-morrow. They are eternal, immutable, invariable, andnbsp;their operation is no more capable of being affected by statutenbsp;than was the advancing tide by Canute’s command. But ifnbsp;Parliament, by attempting to check the operation of ECONOMIC LAWS, CAN DO NO GOOD, IT CAN NONE THE LESS DO AN INFINITY OF HARM, AND THAT IT HAS DONE, AS WE HAVE SHOWNnbsp;IN OUTLINE AND MIGHT EASILY SHOW IN ELABORATE DETAIL, IN Ireland. It can alienate landowner from tenant, it can TURN A landowner INTO AN IMPOVERISHED RENT-CHARGER, IT can send THE OUTGOING TENANT TO THE MARKET WITH HISnbsp;STOLEN PROPERTY, IT CAN RENDER IT ABSOLUTELY IMPOSSIBLEnbsp;THAT THE INCOMING TENANT SHOULD PAY,

BETWEEN JUDICIALnbsp;RENT AND INTEREST ON BORROWED MONEY, A FARTHING LESSnbsp;THAN THE COMPETITION RENT. Finally, if this great evil,nbsp;for evil it is scientifically certain that it must be, isnbsp;to be brought about in Wales on the basis of recklessnbsp;allegations founded upon the flimsiest of evidence, wherenbsp;there was any evidence at all, it will be brought about innbsp;England also. The Welsh landowners have, at the cost ofnbsp;infinite trouble and at great expense, borne the brunt of thenbsp;battle. Their fate, however, will be shared, sooner rathernbsp;than later, by English landowners also; whatsoever mischievous legislation is applied to Wales will be applied tonbsp;England; English tenants will not submit if Welsh tenantsnbsp;are bribed—for a Land Court means tenant-right, and tenant-right conferred by statute is unblushing bribery—to beingnbsp;left in the cold. An urgent appeal is therefore

addressednbsp;to Parliament, to all persons interested in English land and tonbsp;all persons who love equity, and that appeal is for nothing morenbsp;than common justice and for careful consideration of a remarkably strong case established in the face of the greatestnbsp;possible difficulties. Nor must it be assumed that the appealnbsp;is urged prematurely. There will be no second Welsh Land



241' m NORTH WALES. Commission, for the first has failed so ignominiously that a Conservative Government may feel that the case for thenbsp;agitators has collapsed, and a Eadical Government dare notnbsp;venture on a second test of the kind. But the Conservativenbsp;Government will not, in the nature of things, last for ever ;nbsp;and when “ the pendulum swings,” the Eadicals will surelynbsp;attempt to act upon the majority report as though it were-inspired. The evidence, the constitution of the Commission,nbsp;its methods of inquiry, the reckless assertions which led tonbsp;its being called into existence—all these things will he forgotten ; and that is why attention must be directed to themnbsp;now.



???



OORRESPO?^DENCE WITH MR. GLADSTONE, amp;c. Sir,—The serious charge laid against the landowners of the Principality by Mr. Gladstone in his recent speech at the footnbsp;of Snowdon has no doubt been brought to your notice. Thenbsp;North Wales Property Defence Association, which numbersnbsp;amongst its members the great majority of considerable land-owners in North Wales, is preparing a complete and exhaustivenbsp;answer to Mr. Gladstone’s accusation, and I am confident thatnbsp;the result will be entirely satisfactory. Of that confidence,nbsp;indeed, this Association had given earnest long before Mr.nbsp;Gladstone’s speech was uttered, by pressing upon the latenbsp;Government for the appointment of a Royal Commission tonbsp;investigate the question known as the Welsh Land Question,nbsp;which is to all intents and purposes the creation of the Welshnbsp;vernacular Press. A moment’s reflection shows

that such annbsp;answer as is contemplated cannot be published at once, andnbsp;subsequent events have tended to delay it. Thus Mr. Glad-



244 APPENDIX I. stone specified two sources of information, and two only. They were:— (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The speech of Mr. T. Ellis, M.P.-, in supporting thenbsp;second reading of the Welsh Land Bill. It is hardly necessary to point out that the assertions made in the speech of anbsp;pronounced partisan ought not to have been accepted asnbsp;gospel by the Prime Minister, and it may be said at oncenbsp;that there is no difficulty in showing, by virtue of seriousnbsp;allegations without any foundation in fact made in thatnbsp;speech by Mr. Ellis, that his statements are not always-accurate. (2) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;“ Public and authentic returns.” blow, the membersnbsp;of this Association, being of the opinion lately expressed bynbsp;the Duke of Argyll that there are no “ public and authentic ”nbsp;returns from which the actual rents paid by farmers in Walesnbsp;can be gathered with accuracy, took the step of writing throughnbsp;me to Mr, Gladstone

and to Mr. Ellis asking what thesenbsp;“ public and authentic returns ” might be. From Mr. Ellis nonbsp;answer has been received. Mr. Gladstone, however, is alwaysnbsp;courteous, but there is a certain vagueness and ambiguity innbsp;his courteous replies. I append a copy of the correspondence, from which it will appear that there has been some difficulty in ascertaining what the precise returns were upon whichnbsp;Mr. Gladstone relied, and that Mr. Gladstone’s memory failed,nbsp;him at a convenient moment. “ The North Wales Property Defence Association, “Offices, 23 Market Street, Carnarvon, Sept. 16, 1892. “ To the Eight Hon. W. E. Gladstone, M.P. “ Right Hon. Sir,—On behalf of the landowners of North Wales who belong to the above Association, I appeal to you tonbsp;favour me with the authority upon which you founded yournbsp;remarks as to the reduction of agricultural rents in Englandnbsp;and Wales, in a speech which you

delivered at Cwmllan on



24Ö APPENDIX I. Tuesday last, a cutting of whicli I enclose, taken out of to-day’s Carnarvon and Denbigh Herald. “ Hoping you will favour me with an early reply, “ I am, sir, your obedient servant, “Geo. H. M. Owen.” Not receiving a reply, I wired to Mr. Gladstone’s private secretary at Hawarden Castle on September 20, thus :— “ Would you kindly let me know if you have forwarded my letter of the 16th inst. to Mr. Gladstone?” Eeply received same day:— “All letters forwarded at once to Downing Street.” “ 10 Downing Street, Whitehall, Sept. 20, 1892. “ SiEj—I am desired by Mr. Gladstone to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th inst., and to inform you thatnbsp;the figures on which he based his recent statement with regardnbsp;to the reduction of rents in Wales were obtained from the latenbsp;Chancellor of the Exchequer. “ I am, sir, your obedient servant, “ Spencee Lyttelton. “ G. H. M. Owen, Esq.” '? The North Wales

Property Defence Association, “Offices, 23 Market Street, Carnarvon, Sept. 27, 1892. “ To the Eight Hon. W. B. Gladstone, M.P. “ Eight Hon. Sir,—You will, I trust, pardon my addressing to you one additional question in relation to your recent utterances upon the Welsh land question. In the Carnarvonnbsp;and Denbigh Herald (September 26) you are reported to havenbsp;said:— “ ‘ In Wales there were actually four counties in which during that period of distress the rents, so far from being reduced 24 per cent., so far from being reduced 7 per cent, even,nbsp;were actually raised.’



246 APPENDIX I. “ One of those counties, Carnarvon, you specify by name. Now my Association, which covers North Wales, and North-Wales only, is, I venture to say, properly desirous of makingnbsp;answer, on behalf of landowners in North Wales, to the observations you have felt it your duty to make. I thereforenbsp;venture to ask you either to specify by name the three countiesnbsp;left unnamed, or—and this will be quite sufficient for my purpose—to say that the said three counties are not in Northnbsp;Wales. “ I am. Eight Hon. Sir, your obedient servant, “ Geo. H. M. Owen.” “ 10 Downing Street, Whitehall, Sept. 29, 1892. “ Sir,—I am desired by Mr. Gladstone to acknowledge the receipt of your letter with regard to the counties in Wales wherenbsp;rents have been raised. He would rather not trust his memory,nbsp;and would advise your asking for the figures. If you will tellnbsp;him what you would wish he will see whether they can benbsp;given. “

I am, sir, your obedient servant, “ Spencer Lyttelton. “ G. H. M. Owen, Esq.” “ The North Wales Property Defence Association, “ Offices, 23 Market Street, Carnarvon, Sept. 30, 1892. “Sir,—I beg to acknowledge receipt of yours of yesterday^ re my letter to Mr. Gladstone asking him to kindly name thenbsp;four counties in Wales in which rents had increased. “ As suggested in your letter, I now make a respectful request that he will favour me with the loan of the document from which he quoted the figures, in order that I might makenbsp;a copy of it, or would you supply me with a copy ? I shouldnbsp;be exceedingly obliged for an early reply. “ I am, sir, yours truly, “ Geo. H. M. Owen, “ Spencer Lyttelton, Esq.”



247' APPENDIX I. “ The North Wales Property Defence Association, “ Offices, 23 Market Street, Carnarvon, Oct. 7, 1892, “ Sir,—I beg to appeal to you for a reply to my letter of the 30th ult., in which I ask for a copy of the figures on whichnbsp;Mr. Gladstone based his authority in a speech at Cwmllannbsp;respecting Welsh landowners. I trust that you can favour menbsp;with the same at your earliest convenience. “ Yours truly, “ Geo. H. M. Owen. “ Spencer Lyttelton, Esq.” “ The North Wales Property Defence Association, “ Offices, 23 Market Street, Carnarvon, Oct. 7, 1892, “ Eight Hon. Sir,—On the 29th nit. I received a letter from! Mr. Spencer Lyttelton informing me that he had been desirednbsp;by you to acknowledge receipt of my letter with regard to thenbsp;counties in North Wales where rents had been raised. Henbsp;stated that you would rather not trust to your memory, andnbsp;advised me to ask for the figures, and that if I

informed younbsp;what I wished for, you would see whether the same could be-given. “ On the 30th ult. T wrote back to Mr. Spencer Lyttelton direct (as I thought it would put you to less inconvenience ifnbsp;I communicated with him rather than with you), and, as henbsp;suggested, I made a respectful request in that letter to benbsp;favoured with the loan of the document from which you hadnbsp;quoted the figures in your speech at Cwmllan respecting rentsnbsp;in Wales; or, if that was not possible, if he would grant menbsp;a copy of the same. To this letter I have had no reply, so Inbsp;thought it best to communicate direct with you with the hopenbsp;that the information asked for would be kindly furnished. “ I have the honour to be. Eight Hon. Sir, “ Your obedient servant, “ Geo. H. M. Owen.^ “ To the Eight Hon. W. E. Gladstone, M.P.”



248 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;APPENDIX I. No reply lias jet been received. Without entering upon the whole question in any detail, I deem it sufScient to say for the present that the income-taxnbsp;returns under Schedules A and B do not, for many reasons,nbsp;afford anything like an adequate guide to the state of the agricultural rental, and I deem it my duty to ask you to makenbsp;public the fact that, as soon as practicable, a full answer tonbsp;Mr. Gladstone’s charge will be published by this Association.nbsp;The basis of that answer will be returns given under the handsnbsp;of the vast majority of the landowners of North Wales. I am, sir, your obedient servant. Geo. H. M. Owen, Secretary North Wales Property Defence Association. Carnarvon, Oot. 10. (From The Times, Wednesday, October 26th, 1892.) TO THE EDITOR OF The Times. Sir,—I submit to you for publication, if you are so disposed, the following letter from Mr. Gladstone’s secretary,

receivednbsp;on October 18 : “ 10 Downing Street, Whitehall, Oct. 17, 1892. “ Sir,—Referring to my letter of the 12th instant, I am desired by Mr. Gladstone to express his regret that, thoughnbsp;further search has been made, he is still unable to find thenbsp;figures which were supplied to him some time back by thenbsp;late Chancellor of the Exchequer, and which he had in hisnbsp;mind when speaking at Cwmllan last month. “ He had not the figures with him at the time, and he was speaking from memory; but his recollection is clear that theynbsp;showed that between two particular years Welsh rents hadnbsp;not fallen more than 7 per cent., and that in four countiesnbsp;?they had actually risen. “ He has now been furnished with a return, which I enclose. i



249 APPENDIX I. showing for the years from 1876-7 to 1890-91 inclusive (the period covered by the last number of the Statistical Abstract)nbsp;the value of the lands assessed for income-tax (Schedule A)nbsp;in England and in Wales, with the figures for each countynbsp;separately in the case of the latter country. “ These,figures do not tally precisely with those which Mr. Gladstone quoted in Wales, and which may have been derivednbsp;from other sources or have related to different years; but thenbsp;general result is not materially altered. “ The point on which he was laying stress in his speech was the aggregate reduction of rent in Wales as comparednbsp;with England; and these figures show that between 1876-7nbsp;and 1890-91 there was a reduction in England of about'nbsp;21 per cent., and in Wales of about per cent. “ In stating the reduction at 24 per cent, in one case and 7 per cent, in the other, Mr.

Gladstone was therefore rathernbsp;understating the case, as it now appears that the reductionnbsp;in Wales was about one-fifth of that in England instead ofnbsp;between one-third-and one-fourth. “ He regrets that the result of the further inquiry which he has now instituted should be to exhibit the case of Wales innbsp;a form slightly more unsatisfactory than that which he hadnbsp;previously made public, and he will be very glad if anynbsp;authentic arguments can be adduced to give it a more favourable aspect. “ He is, of course, aware that the income-tax figures do not exhibit the whole case, and especially that they do not takenbsp;into account the important class of cases in which fresh outlaynbsp;of landlords’ capital without return has stood in place ofnbsp;reduction of rent. But his purpose was to compare Walesnbsp;with England; and there is no reason to suppose that fromnbsp;this point of view the

income-tax returns give less accuratenbsp;results in the one case than in the other. “ With respect to the Welsh counties in which an actual increase has taken place, it is true that the returns now given



250 APPENDIX I. show only three counties in this position (namely, Anglesey,. Carnarvon, and Carmarthen) instead of four. Mr. Gladstonenbsp;thinks that the fourth county to which he was referring wasnbsp;probably Cardigan, as though between 1876-7 and 1890-91nbsp;it shows a slight reduction, it will be observed that this reduction took place in the last three years only, and that fromnbsp;1879-80 to 1887-88 inclusive there was an increase. “ I am. Sir, your obedient servant, “ Geo. H. Murray. “ G. H. M. Owen, Esq.”



(Copy of Return enclosed.)INCOME TAX.—SCHEDULE A. Annual Value op Lands Assessed in bach County op Wales fob the Years 1876-7 to 1890-1 respectively. County. 1876-7. 1877-8. 1878-9. 1879-80. 1880-1. 1881-2. 1882-3. 1883-4. ? ? ? ? ? ? ? ? Anglesey .... 188,202 179,848 179,529 194,233 192,026 190,853 191,744 189,135 Brecon nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 211,118 209,205 209,191 219,457 216,794 216,357 214,307 211,178 Cardig^an .... 231,514 231,318 231,098 235,096 235,844 232,641 235,497 233,596 Carmarthen 406,579 406,619 406,632 419,820 418,424 417,500 418,150 414,777 Carnarvon .... 203,632 205,038 203,962 212,562 210,306 209,500 212,689 210,274 Denbigh .... 383,677 374,896 373,180 379,556 377,994 375,809 367,429 362,941 Flint..... 232,496 229,565 228,906 221,506 220,786 219,591 227,431 223,754 Glamorgan 343,802 344,064 336,783 340,395 340,414 339,835 344,152

341,013 Merioneth .... 145,889 145,309 144,873 148,157 147,989 145,737 148,631 147,138 Montgomery 344,114 341,172 340,530 343,631 343,374 842,622 341,070 339,022 Pembroke .... 359,610 358,664 358,457 366,806 366,639 366,361 373,738 371,318 Radnor nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 178,953 178,332 178,511 184,391 183,368 182,150 176,344 174,739 Total for Wales. 3,221,896 3,204,030 3,191,652 3,265,610 3,253,958 3,238,856 3,251,482 3,218,885 Total for England 48,689,338 48,518,264 48,466,029 48,533,340 48,345,470 47,943,372 45,151,433 44,735,949 Ö



(Copy of Keturn enclosed.)INCOME TAX.—SCHEDULE A. {continued). Annual Value op Lands Assessed in each County op Wales poe the Ybaes 1876-7 to 1890-1 eespbctively. County. 1884-5. 1885-6. 1886-7. 1887-8. 1888-9. 1889-90. 1890-1. ? ? ? ? ? ? ? Anglesey..... 188,202 189,862 188,522 187,527 187,419 185,866 185,245 Brecon..... 209,616 206,246 203,418 200,390 196,155 194,389 193,662 Cardigan..... 232.879 235,502 234,482 232,232 229,285 227,518 226,084 Carmarthen nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 416,830 433,088 430,345 429,181 427,993 427,378 424,716 Carnarvon..... 208,663 216.900 214,959 213,179 216,442 214,977 214,120 Denbigh..... 361,123 352,811 348,975 343,881 334,839 331,369 327,584 Flint...... 221,798 221,722 219,985 217,689 210,300 208,439 207,315 Glamorgan..... 338,541 336,804 334,518 330,232 327,586 324,821 323,208 Merioneth..... 146,561 146,174 145,075 144,180 142,422 141,318

140,578 Montgomery nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 337,853 335,261 333,631 329,210 321,152 319,560 318,098 Pembroke..... 371,030 362,127 358,550 356,249 357,046 353,014 351,428 Eadnor..... 173,724 169,654 167,888 165,223 161,034 160,123 158,987 Total for Wales .... 3,206,820 3,206,151 3,180,348 3,149,173 3,111,673 3,088,772 3,071,025 Total for England 44,387,358 42,787,394 42,195,415 41,822,669 39,162,771 38,706,822 38,307,564



253 APPENDIX I. It would be unjust to expect any journal to afford me the space which would be necessary for a complete exposure ofnbsp;the fallacies which vitiate Mr. Gladstone’s argument thatnbsp;these particular returns show the rise and fall of the agricultural rental. These will be dealt with in the statement ofnbsp;the case to be published shortly by my Association; but itnbsp;may be well to call attention in rough outline, to some of thenbsp;points of weakness. In his Snowdon speech Mr. Gladstone said that he had learnt with astonishment, partly from him (i.e., Mr. T. B.nbsp;Ellis) and partly from the investigation of “public andnbsp;authentic returns,” some things which caused him “bothnbsp;surprise and pain,” and among these things was the fact,nbsp;stated by him in terms far more direct and unequivocal thannbsp;is customary with him, that the reduction of agriculturalnbsp;rents in England and Wales combined had been 24 per

cent.,nbsp;while in Wales alone it had been only 7 per cent., and innbsp;four counties there had been an increase. We now learnnbsp;that the “public and authentic returns” consisted of annbsp;extract from the returns in the possession of the Inlandnbsp;Eevenue Department made expressly for Mr. Gladstone—nbsp;that is to say, the returns were “ authentic ” certainly in thenbsp;sense that they were made under the hands of landowners,nbsp;and they were so far public that they were made for publicnbsp;purposes; but they have not until this moment been madenbsp;accessible to the public. I am at a loss to understand whynbsp;Mr. Gladstone should not at the outset have explained whatnbsp;the character of these returns was. Welsh landowners have been taunted on the ground that there “ is a flutter in their camp” because they have takennbsp;Mr. Gladstone’s words seriously. It is to my mind curiousnbsp;and even entertaining that Mr.

Gladstone’s admirers shouldnbsp;suggest that a very definite threat uttered by the Primenbsp;Minister of the kingdom ought to be treated with contempt,nbsp;and I make no apology for submitting it to close examination.



2.54 APPENDIX I. To be in possession of Mr. Gladstone’s source of information is to have the ground clear, and enables me to place the mainnbsp;outline of our defence before the public. It is admitted that if the returns under Schedule A showed the agricultural rental, they would justify, so far as merenbsp;statistics go, Mr. Gladstone’s accusation, but it is submittednbsp;that Schedule A does not, either in its entirety or in the partnbsp;‘used by Mr. Gladstone, show the agricultural rental. Mr.nbsp;Gladstone himself admits that the figures “ do not take intonbsp;account the important class of cases in which fresh outlay ofnbsp;landlord’s capital without return has stood in place of reductions of rent,” but, he says in effect, neither do thej?^ take intonbsp;account such outlay in England. His argument is, therefore,nbsp;“Assume two unknown factors to be equal, and the result isnbsp;disadvantageous to the Welsh landowners.” I venture tonbsp;say

that the assumption is absolutely unwarranted, and tonbsp;guarantee to prove from my sources of information that thenbsp;practice of making, at their own cost, improvements andnbsp;repairs which stand on the border line of improvements isnbsp;almost universal among Welsh landowners, and that thenbsp;expenditure under this head has been enormous. But thisnbsp;is not the only fallacy. If the answers, covering manynbsp;hundreds of thousands of acres in North Wales, which I havenbsp;received up to the date may be taken as a sample, they willnbsp;prove to the satisfaction of Mr. Gladstone and all reasonablenbsp;men that over something like four-fifths of the acreage ofnbsp;North Wales temporary abatements of rent varying from 33nbsp;to 5 per cent, have been made during periods of depression.nbsp;Of these temporary abatements, being remissions of moneynbsp;due and in the nature of voluntary presents, the gross income-tax

returns cannot make any account. I think—but upon this I speak with reserve—that I can show Mr. Gladstone that the apparent incomes of landownersnbsp;from rents have been swollen, in some cases before the recent



255 APPENDIX I. Tithe Act, and in some since, by the fact that landowners paid the tithe rent-charge to the titheowners, collected thenbsp;tithe rent-charge from occupiers as part of the rent, andnbsp;returned their gross annual incomes as rent plus tithe rent-charge. There has been a great variety of practice in thisnbsp;matter. Also I venture to point out that there has, as Mr. Gladstone pointed out in his recent speech, been a great growth ofnbsp;urban communities of late, with the result that many farmsnbsp;which were outlying have become accommodation land ofnbsp;great value. These are the main objections to Mr. Gladstone’s arithmetical contention, but there remains the most serious objection, which is that arithmetic is no guide in a question of this character. Mr. Gladstone, desirous for the moment of distinguishing English from Welsh landowners, and of flatteringnbsp;the first-named class, harped upon the consideration of

Englishnbsp;landowners, and throughout his speech argued as thoughnbsp;English and Welsh rents had risen and fallen frorn the samenbsp;plane during the period of comparison. Without desiring tonbsp;say anything harsh of English landowners, I submit that thenbsp;deplorable reduction in their incomes from land, so far asnbsp;that can be taken from Schedule A, is not entirely due tonbsp;consideration on their part. Thus, from 1876 to 1890 thenbsp;annual value of land in Essex fell from ?1,785,687 tonbsp;?1,181,069, in Lincolnshire from ?3,155,075 to ?2,300,512,nbsp;in Norfolk from ?2,127,840 to ?1,617,501, and there arenbsp;other wheat-growing counties in an equally deplorable condition ; but if the cases of counties of more or less analogousnbsp;character to Wales are taken—that is to say, the cases, fornbsp;example, of Cheshire, Monmouth, Cornwall, Westmorelandnbsp;and Devon, it will be found that the rise and fall in

annualnbsp;value has been much the same as in Wales. In Norfolk,nbsp;Essex, Lincoln and other like counties landowners have



256 APPENDIX I. suffered iu income simply and solely because their land wilt grow nest to nothing but wheat, and wheat will not, itnbsp;appears, pay the cost of production. The fact is that, so farnbsp;as England, as a whole, can be compared with Wales, as anbsp;whole, England is essentially a wheat-growing country, andnbsp;Wales is essentially a pastoral and stock-raising country.nbsp;This being the case, Mr. Gladstone may choose his own periodnbsp;of comparison. Mr. Ellis chose to begin early in the century,nbsp;when wheat was at famine prices ; Mr. Gladstone chooses tonbsp;begin in 1876. Now, the average price of English farmers’*nbsp;staple product has fallen steadily since 1812, and the averagenbsp;price of stock, low as that price is at the present moment, andnbsp;although it has been subject to fluctuations, is still 50 pernbsp;cent, higher than it was at the beginning of the century.nbsp;Far be it from me to make light of the

present depression ofnbsp;the prices of farm produce in Wales; it is deep and deplorable ; it has been met, and will be met, by generous abatements on the part of landowners; but while that depressionnbsp;is admitted, it must be remembered that in the course of thenbsp;fifteen years (1876-1891) over which Mr. Gladstone rangesnbsp;there have been periods of inflated prosperity for the mass ofnbsp;Welsh farmers, and periods of normal character, as well asnbsp;periods of depression. In other words, the Welsh farmernbsp;contends, for the most part, against temporary and climaticnbsp;forces, while the English farmer wages a hopeless battlenbsp;against a permanent and economical force. For these reasonsnbsp;it is urged that it is unjust of Mr. Gladstone to comparenbsp;Welsh landowners with their English brethren, and to basenbsp;a purely arithmetical argument upon rents which he does notnbsp;know with precision, which did not start

from the same plane,nbsp;which have been surrounded in their rise and fall by totallynbsp;different conditions. Our reply will deal with the whole question comprehensively, will meet point by point, not only Mr. Gladstone’s general indictment, but also the allegation of specific griev-



ances made by Mr. Ellis, and will set up as completely as possible the constructive case for the landowners. Yours, amp;c.. Sir,—It may be a matter of surprise to some of your readers that the leading landowners of Wales (at least Northnbsp;Wales) have not issued some further statement traversingnbsp;and refuting the charges made against them by Mr. Gladstone in what is known as his Snowdon speech; but, havingnbsp;the object lesson of the Morley Commission before their eyes,nbsp;and with the prospect of a Commission being appointed innbsp;Wales, they have come to the conclusion that the propernbsp;course for them to pursue is to content themselves for thenbsp;present with meeting Mr. Gladstone and Mr. Ellis on theirnbsp;own ground. When fresh arguments are used they willnbsp;know how to deal with them. I will proceed, therefore,nbsp;without in any way retiring from the assertion that Mr.nbsp;Gladstone has missed

the true standard of comparison between Welsh and English agriculture, to set forth the variousnbsp;grounds upon which Mr. Gladstone’s figures and some of thenbsp;statements made by Mr. Ellis are not only delusive, but alsonbsp;incorrect, and to show conclusively that the best informationnbsp;in the hands of the Inland Revenue Department affords nonbsp;means of ascertaining the position of Welsh rentals or ofnbsp;following their rise and fall. Mr. Gladstone acknowledges two sources of information, and two only; the first is Mr. T. E. Ellis, and the second the R



258 APPENDIX I. special return for “ Lands, amp;c.,” for Wales county by county, and for England. I will deal Avitb the sources seriatim.nbsp;Oomtnencing with Mr. Ellis, I submit that there is not muchnbsp;difficulty about showing that a statement made by thatnbsp;gentleman may be of little value as regards accuracy unlessnbsp;it be corroborated ; and as an instance of that gentleman’snbsp;tendency to occasional digression from fact (without imputingnbsp;deliberate untruthfulness to him) I will reproduce two versions of a statement made by Mr. T. E. Ellis in that Housenbsp;of Commons speech upon which Mr. Gladstone relied fornbsp;authentic information concerning landowners in Wales:— The Times, March 17. “Much discontent had been caused in Wales by the enclosure of what had formerlynbsp;been pasture land. In onenbsp;case Lord Penrhyn had enclosed some pasture land, andnbsp;the fences had been brokennbsp;down, upon which

Lord Penrhyn had used his power asnbsp;chairman of quarter sessionsnbsp;to obtain a special posse ofnbsp;police to protect the fences,nbsp;and had levied a special ratenbsp;in the district to bring thesenbsp;farmers to their senses.” Parliamentary Debates (purporting to be revised by Mr. Ellis). “ In regard to the question of pasturage, too, the rights-of the people had been invaded. In his evidence Lordnbsp;Penrhyn admitted that considerable difficulty had arisennbsp;in his district owing to thenbsp;fact that the pasturage ofnbsp;the tenants had been enclosed.nbsp;In the assertion of theirnbsp;rights, the tenants had takennbsp;down the fences; and what-did Lord Penrhyn do ? Henbsp;used his power, as chairmannbsp;of quarter sessions, if I remember rightly, to obtain anbsp;special posse of police for thenbsp;district, and he levied a specialnbsp;rate to bring to submissionnbsp;these farmers who had asserted their rights.”



259' APPENDIX I. The plain facts and real truth were as follows :—The enclosures alluded to were not made by or at the instigation of. the late Lord Penrhyn (against whom the attack of Mr. Ellisnbsp;was aimed). The application for the enclosures came fromnbsp;various landowners, of whom Lord Penrhyn was not one,-he having no property in that district at the time of thenbsp;application. The award for the enclosures was made undernbsp;Act of Parliament, after being nine years under consideration. The application for police protection was made by thenbsp;various landowners affected, and not by Lord Penrhyn alone.nbsp;The pulling down of the enclosures was suspected to be thenbsp;work of persons many of whom had no right to the pasturage, but were merely influenced by dislike of law and order.nbsp;Lastly, Lord Penrhyn never was chairman of quarter sessions.nbsp;When a comparison is made between the facts of the

casenbsp;and the statement of Mr. Ellis the difference is certainly ofnbsp;a striking and suggestive character. Passing to the argument upon returns, Mr. Ellis relies upon Schedule B as a precise index of agricultural rental;.nbsp;indeed, he takes the returns under Schedule B from year tonbsp;year as precise evidence on the rise and fall of rents innbsp;England and Wales. I call his attention to the following; (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;The return for “ Lands, amp;c.,” under Schedule A, fromnbsp;which Mr. Gladstone obtained a special extract, covers, asnbsp;will be shown later, far more ground than the purely agricultural rental, but the returns under Schedule B (as cited bynbsp;Mr. Ellis from income-tax paper No. 39) for the yearnbsp;1889-90 for England and Wales, that being the last yearnbsp;quoted by Mr. Gladstone, actually exceed in amount thenbsp;returns for “Lands, amp;c.,” under Schedule A according tonbsp;Mr. Gladstone’s extract. (2)

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Under Schedule B were included in the same year landsnbsp;within the metropolitan area of the gross annual value ofnbsp;?84,373, from which it follows clearly that Schedule Bnbsp;covers much more than the purely farming rental, for there



•260 APPENDIX I. is little, if any, pure agriculture within the metropolitan area. I will also ask Mr. Ellis to explain why, if “ Schedule B represents the agricultural rental,” Mr. Gladstone, who is annbsp;authority in financial matters, should have thought it worthnbsp;while, when he desired to inquire into the agricultural rental,nbsp;to have a special extract made from the returns undernbsp;Schedule A. Was it not because Mr. Gladstone knew thatnbsp;Schedule B was delusive ? With regard to Mr. Gladstone’s figures I am obliged to point out in addition to my arguments published previouslynbsp;that, for the variety of reasons, general and local, the extractnbsp;from the returns under Schedule A cannot represent, evennbsp;roughly, the agricultural rental. A sum in addition showsnbsp;that the totals for 1890-91 given by Mr. Gladstone fornbsp;Wales and England amount to precisely the sum given innbsp;the 35th Annual Report of Her Majesty’s

Commissioners ofnbsp;Inland Revenue (1892) under the heading “ Lands, amp;c.” fornbsp;England, including Wales; and “Lands, amp;c.,” representsnbsp;the extreme limits of the information which the Inlandnbsp;Revenue could give to Mr. Gladstone. Now, under “ Landsnbsp;•amp;C.,” a great deal more than the annual agricultural value isnbsp;included, although the annual value is not necessarily determined by the rent. Thus in 1890-91 “ lands ” were assessednbsp;at ?90,926 in the metropolis, where agriculture exists practically only in the form of market gardens and accommodation land : in fact, every piece of land of more than an acrenbsp;which, being the property of an individual or corporation, isnbsp;not built upon, is assessed under “ Lands, amp;c.,” undernbsp;Schedule A. Further, all houses not big enough to be liablenbsp;to house duty and held in connection with more than an acrenbsp;of land are assessed under “ Lands ”

under Schedule A ; or,nbsp;?at any rate, there is nothing to distinguish the houses innbsp;such cases from the “ Lands.” Further, the fluctuations in value are explained by such



261! APPENDIX I. sentences as the following, extracted from the 23rd report:— “ The fluctuations in value are due to corrections in thenbsp;assessment for the previous year. Moreover, it may be^nbsp;observed that, as land becomes built upon and appropriated,nbsp;to other uses, the value ceases to be classed under thenbsp;heading ‘lands,’ and becomes chargeable as for ‘houses’’nbsp;under Schedule A or profits under Schedule D.” The Commissioners of Inland Revenue have never asserted that thenbsp;returns for “ Lands, amp;c.,” represented the agricultural rentalnbsp;with any precision. Thus, in their report of 1883 (p. 41)'nbsp;they say:—“ The decline in the valuation of lands abovenbsp;shown of ?480,941 exhibits to a greater extent than anynbsp;preceding year the depreciation in value of landed property,,nbsp;so far as the same can be judged by income-tax statistics-sol ely.” Indeed, a study of the series of reports shows

mostnbsp;clearly that the factors which go to make the figures are in anbsp;constant state of flux, and that the territorial extent ofnbsp;“Lands. amp;c.,” varies from year to year so greatly that it isnbsp;quite impossible to trace the agricultural rental from thenbsp;returns for “ lands.” Further, the report of 1892, in reference to the gross disproportion between local valuation andnbsp;income-tax assessments (a disproportion amounting to morenbsp;than 40 per cent, in the extreme cases of Anglesey andnbsp;Carnarvonshire), points out that many occupiers made falsenbsp;returns to the income-tax, not so much because they fearednbsp;the income-tax as because they feared their rateable valuenbsp;might be increased, from which it follows that income-taxnbsp;statistics, even if they purported to represent the farmingnbsp;rental, which they do not, would be untrustworthy, and particularly untrustworthy in the case of the counties named.nbsp;Figures, in

fact, must not be trusted for more than they arenbsp;worth. These are some of the general reasons for believing that-the returns for “ lands” must be subject to large and varying deductions of unknown quantity before the agricultural rental



262 APPENDIX I. ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;can be ascertained. In truth, the returns for “ lands ” can ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;only approach to a representation of the agricultural rentalnbsp;-when we study the returns for survey districts in isolatednbsp;agricultural localities. Towns upset the whole calculation.nbsp;This I am able to do for the years 1876-77 to 1885-86, afternbsp;which the survey districts, or some of them, were rearranged!nbsp;so that comparison becomes dilScult. I give the figuresnbsp;obtained from the Inland Eevenue in relation to the county ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;of Essex: Survey. 1876-77. 1885-86. Cambridge . ?109,345 ?128,968 Chelmsford . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;534,645 491,616 Colchester . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;686,837 484,093 Hertford 78,096 60,945 Stratford . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;238,983 120,903 Tottenham (portion of) . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;137,781 112,625 County of Essex ?1,785,687 ?1,399,150 These are figures of a very striking character,

showing that, while the annual value of lands in the county fell bynbsp;?386,537, the annual value of lands in that portion of thenbsp;county of Essex which is included in the Cambridge surveynbsp;• district actually rose by all but ?20,000. True, there maynbsp;have been special local causes at Cambridge, but special localnbsp;?causes, which are numerous, go to make our point, which isnbsp;that many varying factors go to make the aggregate figures. Special reasons why the returns for Wales under “ Lands, amp;c.,” do not represent the agricultural rental are : (1) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That the holdings in Wales being notoriously smallernbsp;than those in England, the expenditure by owners onnbsp;structural repairs is necessarily greater in Wales than innbsp;England. (2) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;That the permanent depression in England has beennbsp;met by permanent reductions, which diminish the return for



263 APPENDIX 1. lands, while the return for Wales makes no account of the almost universal temporary abatements, which are far greaternbsp;in proportion than in England. (3) That the very large number of some-time tenants, especially in Carnarvon and Anglesey, who have boughtnbsp;them holdings, being exempt from income-tax, are indifferentnbsp;to the figure at which their little properties stand in thenbsp;income-tax books. Moreover, many of these purchases havenbsp;been made under circumstances where it is not unreasonablenbsp;to believe that the purchase-money was borrowed at a highernbsp;rate of interest than the land was likely to repay in the formnbsp;of rent under existing agricultural conditions, and in thosenbsp;cases the assessors have very properly raised the assessment.nbsp;For example, when a man has paid ?1000 borrowed at 4 pernbsp;cent, for property rented at ?30 or less, the assessment hasnbsp;been

raised to ?40; and it is beyond dispute that in parts ofnbsp;North Wales the land has been assessed in this manner at anbsp;fictitious value, and the assessment cannot consequentlynbsp;serve as a sure guide to the agricultural value. Finally, Mr. Gladstone, writing to Lord Sudeley, invited a comparison upon the basis of the returns for lands betweennbsp;Wales and England more or less like Wales. I have thenbsp;materials for such a comparison, and invite Mr. Gladstone’snbsp;attention to the following figures: Income Tax, Schedule A,nbsp;1876-77. ?1,185,575 930,002 824,640 351,922 3,292,139 3,221,896 Cheshire. Cornwall .nbsp;Cumberlandnbsp;Westmoreland Wales * Decrease, ?135,745. Annual Value of Lands Assessed,nbsp;1889-90. ?1,144,457 902,556nbsp;773,569nbsp;335,812 3,156,394* 3,088,772t t Decrease, ?133,124.



5i64 APPENDIX L So that Wales fell in almost identical proportion with onr English counties of a similar annual value at the outset. Inbsp;do not, however, think that either of these falls representnbsp;the fall of agricultural rental, and I am inclined to think,nbsp;when I remember my illustrations from Essex, that thenbsp;agricultural rental has declined far more seriously, while thenbsp;value of “lands” has been kept up, especially in Carnarvonshire and Anglesey, by the steady growth of small residentialnbsp;holdings round such places as Llandudno, Bangor, Carnarvon,nbsp;Pwllheli, Criccieth, Menai Bridge, Beaumaris and Llangefni.nbsp;In conclusion I venture to assert that to ascertain with anynbsp;approach to accuracy the purely agricultural rental of Northnbsp;Wales, or of a single county in it, for a single year by thenbsp;help of any existing statistics is a matter of impossibility.nbsp;In the meantime, it is evident that, in taking figures

whichnbsp;cannot be relied on for the basis of his accusations, Mr.nbsp;Gladstone has shown injustice towards the landowners ofnbsp;Wales whom he has assailed. Yours, amp;c.. Geo. H. M. Owen, Secretary North Wales Property Defence Association. Carnarvon, Jan. 3.



APPENDIX II.The following are the figures and statements as to abatements, reductions and history of rental, obtained by the late Mr. George Owen, under the hands of the landowners and agents making thenbsp;returns. None have been omitted :—ANGLESEY. 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Major-General Hughes Llynon Valley, Anglesey 88 acres ^120 None..... 1892, last half, 10 p.c. None .... Re-valuation has resulted in reduction Anglesey Mrs. Augusta Scott . Ailesbury Villa, Sydneynbsp;Parade, Dublin 168 acres 1886-7, 10 p.c. ; 1887-8, 10 p.c. ; 1888-9, 10 p.c.; 1889-90, 10nbsp;p.c. ; 1890-91, 10 p.c. ; 1891-92, 10 p.c.; 1893, 10 p.c. ?1 on one farm Not owned 50 years



AN GLES? Y—(continued'). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving' first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Eeatal 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Eeductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most part over anbsp;Period of 60 Years Anglesey William Lloyd, Esv}. Bryndyfrydog, Llan-chymedd Anglesey 270 acres ?280 Tithes in some instances paid by me and included in the rents 1888-90, 12tol4p.c. in manures. 3Iich. 1892, 5 to 12 p.c. None (leaseholds) . Some slight increase in 50 years Sir E. H. Williams-Bul-keley, Bart. Baron Hill, Beaumaris 24,777 acres . ?14,630 about 1880, 12i p.c.; 1887, 8f p.c.; 1888, 6 p.c.; Mich. 1892,nbsp;10 p.c. Several farms Three re-valuations; rents raised Anglesey Carnarvon John Owen, Esq. Caerau, Llanfairyng-honwy Valley, Anglesey Anglesey 101 acres ?176 1892, 5 p.c. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... None Lord Stanley of Alderlcy . Penrhos, Holyhead About 5600 acres . About ?5000 Disapproved on principle 1880, ?25 1892, ?10 No re-valuation this century. No rent raisetl to a permanent tenant Anglesey Warren Edward Evans, Esq. Henblas, Llangefni Anglesey 570 acres about 390 acres let in small holdings to 28 tenants,nbsp;all above two acres 165 acres grazing land let to above tenants ofnbsp;smallholdings; one exception; and about 15nbsp;to 20 acres woodland Some previously to 1892, and Mich. 1892, ip p.c. in nearlynbsp;all cases

except to leaseholders ; again in Lady Day, 1893,nbsp;rents, io p.c. I have but fewnbsp;leaseholders.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Temporary abatements allowed on grazing land as well as on small farms held at will All except leaseholds. Pays all tithe rent-charge on land at willnbsp;and in lease since November 1887. Perma-nentreductions allowednbsp;on grazing land as wellnbsp;as on small farms heldnbsp;at will Some rents raised and reduced again within 50 years. All tithes paidnbsp;by owner, and not recovered from tenants Eev. Hugh Prichard. Dinam,Gaerwen, Anglesey Anglesey A. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;R, P. Warren . 1496 2 0 Farm . . 75 2 0 According to circumstances Michaelmas, 1892, 5 p.c. ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;s.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;d. Warren . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;20nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Farm . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;9nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 No rise of rent since I am in possession Acreage nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.1572nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 ? s. d. Warrennbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;184nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Faimi . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;57nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 29 10 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Kent . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;241nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Sir George Mcyrick, Bart. Bodorgan, E.S.0. Anglesey 16,560 acres . ?13,750 1883-84, 5 p.c.; 1885, 10 p.c.; 1886-87, 15 p.c.; 1888,10 p.C.;nbsp;1889, 5 p.c.; 1890-91, 10

p.c. ;nbsp;1892, 20 p.c. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Re-valuation in 1871; estate relet at 5 p.c. less than the re-valuation Thomas Prichard, Esq. . Llwydiarth Esgob,nbsp;Llanerchymedd Anglesey 161 acres ?234, including two public-houses let with land, and accommodationnbsp;laud 1886-92, 5 p.c. ; 1892, 10 p.c. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Mrs. Vaughan . The Deanery, Llandaff 670 acres ?618 “ Presents” when necessary , ?37 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 5 0 years



AN” GLE S? Y—(continvsd'). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Anglesey William Lloyd, Esq. Bryndyfrydog, Llan-chymedd Anglesey 270 acres ?280 Tithes in some instances paid by me and included in the rents 1888-90, 12 to 14 p.c. in manures. Mich. 1892, 5 to 12 p.c. None (leaseholds) . Some slight increase in 50 years Sir K. H. Williams-liul-keley, Bart. Baron Hill, Beaumaris 24,777 acres . ?14,630 about 1886, 12| p.c.; 1887, 8f p.c.; 1888, 5 p.c. ; Mich. 1892,nbsp;10 p.c. Several farms Three re-valuations; rents raised Anglesey Carnarvon John Owen, Esq. Caerau, Llanfairyng-honwy Valley, Anglesey Anglesey 101 acres ?176 1892, 5 p.c..... None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... None Lord Stanley of Alderley . Penrhos, Holyhead About 5600 acres . About ?5000 Disapproved on principle 1880, ?25 1892, ?10 No re-valuation this century. No rent raiscil to a permanent tenant Ang-lesey Warren Edward Evans, Esq. iJenblas, Llangefni Anglesey 570 acres about 390 acres let in smallnbsp;holdings to 28 tenants,nbsp;all above two acresnbsp;165 acres grazing land letnbsp;to above tenants ofnbsp;smallholdings; one exception; and about 15nbsp;to 20 acres woodland Some previously to 1892, and Mich. 1892, 10 p.c. in nearlynbsp;all cases

except to leaseholders ; again in Lady Day, 1893,nbsp;rents, 10 p.c.; I have but fewnbsp;leaseholders. Temporarynbsp;abatements allowed on grazing land as well as on smallnbsp;farms held at will All except leaseholds. Pays all tithe rent-charge on laud at willnbsp;and in lease since November 1887. Perma-nentreductions allowednbsp;on grazing land as wellnbsp;as on small farms heldnbsp;at will Some rents raised and reduced again within 50 years. All tithes paidnbsp;by owner, and not recovered from tenants liev. Hugh Prichard. Dinam, Gaerwen, Anglesey Anglesey Sir George Meyrick, Bart. Ilodorgan, K.S.O. Anglesey Thomas Prichard, Esq. . Llwydiarth Esgob,nbsp;Llanerchymedd Anglesey Mrs. Vaughan . The Deanery, Llandafl A. R. p. Warren 1496 2 0 Farm . 75 2 0 Acreage 1572 0 0 ? s. d. Warren 184 0 0 Fainn . 57 0 0 Rent . . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;241 0 0 16,560 acres ?13,750 161 acres ?234, including two public-houses let with land, and accommodationnbsp;land 670 acres ?618 According to circumstances Michaelmas, 1892, 5 p.c. 1883-84, 5 p.c.; 1885, 10 p.c.; 1886-87, 15p.c.; 1888,10 p.c.;nbsp;1889, 5 p.c.; 1890-91, 10p.c. ;nbsp;1892, 20 p.c. 1886-92, 5 p.c.; 1892, 10 p.c. “ Presents ” when necessary Warren . Farm , None None ?37 29 10 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 No rise of rent since I am in possession Ke-valuation in 1871; estate relet at 5 p.c. less than the re-valuation No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 5 0 years



ANGLESEY—{continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Anglesey ' The Hon. Lady Neave Acreage, 4500 1886,Lady-day,15p.c.; Michael- ? Llysdulas, Amlwch Anglesey Rental, ?4000 mas, 10 p.c.; 1887, Michaelmas, 15 p.c.; 1888, Lady-day, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 10 p.c.;nbsp;1889, Lady-day, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 10 p.c.; 1892, Michaelmas, 10 p.c,; 1893, Lady-day, 10 p.c. Lady Vivian . 4000 acres 1886, 1887, 1888, 10 p.c. ; Sep- On one farm ?15 per Plasgwyn, Pentraeth tember 29th, 1892, to March 25th, 1893, 10 p.c. annum Anglesey Flint — ---------- Old. New. ? ? Colonel T. L. Hampton About 3000 acres 1887, 1888, 1889, about 10 p.c. ; Bodgylched . 225 160 Lewis 1892, paid all tithes as abate- Plasrliydbont . 200 180 Henllys, Beaumaris ment; rents due October 1892, received in February Bryn Bella . 120 105 Bryn . . 130 115 Anglesey 1893 ; rents due Apiil 1893, received August 1893 ; tithenbsp;added to rent, 10 p.c.; abatement on gross Bryn Bach . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;60nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;50 Tyson (13 acres from Capt. Veruey, Tenant nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;spent ?180 on the buildings) .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;17nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;12 825 622 Harry Clegg, Esq. . 838 acres Small amounts only prior to Bought in 1888-90 Idas Llanfair, Llanfair, P.G. ?891 1892. Since, 10 p.c. on small farms and 15 p.c. on the largonbsp;one

Anglesey Lord Boston 8300 acres 1886,DeCcmber 1887, June 1888, 1888, 64 farms, ?218 Hedsor, Maidenhead ?7500 June 1890, December 1892 ; 10 p.c. each occasion Anglesey Rev. R. TV. Richard . 406 acres 10 p.c. in 1889, 1892, and 1893 . One farm reduced from Stoke Vicarage, Chester Anglesey ?464 155. ? 15 0,with tithe (at par), to ?135. In Cariiarvou-shire 25 p.c. Carnarvon J. Rico Roberts, Esq. Tanygraig, Pentraeth 1100 acres Every half-year since September 1885; 1892, last half, 10 p.c. None .... Observations as to Kiso and Fall of Rent, going'fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No rc-valuation in 50 years; no increase ofnbsp;rent on new farmhouses;nbsp;increase on entirely nownbsp;outbuildings Bought recently No general rc-valuation. A rise, more than cancelled by reductions Rents generally raised from what they were 50nbsp;years ago No general re-valuation, but rents raised in somenbsp;instances gt;lt;1 The rents show an increase of ?154 7?. lOrf. in the last 60 years, and anbsp;decrease of ?36 6s., netnbsp;increase ?118 Is. lOd.nbsp;caused by the falling innbsp;of two old leases in 185 6nbsp;and 18 5 9 by which therenbsp;was an advance of ?50nbsp;and ?62 6s. 10(?.



to Oi 00 ANGLESEY—{continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated ?2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Pall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Anglesey The Hon. Lady Neave Llysdulas, Amlwch Anglesey Acreage, 4500 Rental, ?4000 1886,Lady-day,15p,c.; Michaelmas, 10 p.c.; 1887, Michaelmas, 15 p.c.; 1888, Lady-day, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 10 p.c.;nbsp;1889, Lady-day, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 10 p.c.; 1892, Michaelmas, 10 p.c.; 1893, Lady-day, 10 p.c. — — Lady Vivian . Plasgwyn, Pentracth Anglesey Flint 4000 acres 1886, 1887, 1888, 10 p.e. ; September 29th, 1892, to March 25th, 1893, 10 p.c. On one farm ?15 per annum The rents show an increase of ?154 78. lOd. in the last 60 years, and anbsp;decrease of ?36 ös., netnbsp;increase ?118 Is. lOd.nbsp;caused by the falling innbsp;of two old leases in 1856nbsp;and 18 5 9 by which therenbsp;was an advance of ?50nbsp;and ?62 5s. lOd. b f—t Coloiiel T. L. Hampton Lewis Henllys, Beaumaris Anglesey Harry Clegg, Esq. . Plas Llanfair, Llanfair, P.G. Old. New. ? ? About 3000 acres 1887, 1888, 1889, about 10 p.c. ; Bodgylched . 225 160 1892, paid all tithes as abate Plasrhydbont . 200 180 ment ; rents due October Bryn Bella . 120 105 1892, received in February Bryn nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 130 115 1893 ; rents due April 1893,

Bryn Bach . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;60nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;50 received August 1893 ; tithe Tyson (13 acres added to rent, 10 p.c.; abate from Capt. ment on gross Verney. Tenant nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;spent ?180 on the buildings) .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;17nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;12 825 622 838 acres Small amounts only prior io Bought in 1888-90 ?891 1892. Since, 10 p.c. on small farms and 15 p.c. on the largenbsp;one 8300 acres 1886, December 1887, June 1888, 1888, 64 farms, ?218 ?7500 June 1890, December 1892 ; 10 p.c. each occasion 406 acres 10 p.c. in 1889, 1892, and 1893 . One farm reduced from ?464 15s. ?150,with tithe (at par), to ?135. In Carnarvonshire 25 p.c. 1100 acres Every half-year since September 1885 ; 1892, last half, 10 p.c. None .... No ro-valuation in 5Ö years; no increase ofnbsp;rent on new farmhouses;nbsp;increase on entirely nownbsp;outbuildings Bought recently No general re-valuation. A rise, more than cancelled by reductions Rents generally raised from what they were 50nbsp;years ago No general re-valuation, but rents raised in somenbsp;instances Ö l-H Anglesey Lord Boston Hedsor, Maidcnliead Anglesey Rev. R. W. Richard . Stoke Vicarage, Chester Anglesey Carnarvon J. Rice Roberts, Esq. Tanygraig, Pentracth



AN GLESE Y—[continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Anglesey The Marquis of Anglesey. Plas Newydd, Llaufair,nbsp;P.G. Anglesey 9251 acres (including 422 in moiety with Ladynbsp;Neave) ?9599 11s. Zd. The whole tithe allo'wed tenants “ at will ” without repaymentnbsp;since 1886 Several .... Re-valuationml863 raised rental ?800, which isnbsp;more than cancelled bynbsp;payment of tithes andnbsp;other allowances CARNARVONSHIRE. Lord I’enrhyn . Penrhyn Castle, Bangor Carnarvon Denbigh 72,000 acres . ?21,411 exclusive of tithe 1885-89, 10 p.c.; 1892,10 and 20 p.c. in various parts for firstnbsp;half-year; Michaelmas, 1892,nbsp;25 p.c., part of the estate, 30nbsp;p.c.; the rest; May 1893,nbsp;25 p.c. ?750 since 1883 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. No re-valuation in 5 0 years. A few rents raised fornbsp;improvements made bynbsp;owner, but this increasenbsp;invariably remitted now Colonel T. E. J. Lloyd . Plas Tregayan, Llan-gwyllog 1700 acres ?1100 about 10 p.c. from 1886 until Lady-day, 1893 None .... Re-valuation in 1877, increase about 10 p.c. No individual increases 490 acres ?100 (including cottages) In lime and manure to the value of Is. or Is. 6d. in the pound.nbsp;Giving 15 p.c. rebate oil

12thnbsp;November 1893 None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 110 acres ?152 1886-87, 12 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 4000 acres ?337 Is. 3d. When necessary. 1887, 8i p.c. onGlanygors Farm; Michaelmas 1892, about 4 p.c. on all;nbsp;Lady-day, 1893, 5 p.c. on all 1008 acres ?360 When others did, 10 to 5 p.c. and allowances for manure.nbsp;Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. andnbsp;allowance for manure None .... 1500 acres Often 10 to 32^ p.c. Lady-day, 1892, 30 p.c.; Michaelmas,nbsp;1892, 20 p.c. All 10 p.c., one 25 p.c. . 754 acres From 1883 to 1890 I returned Since 1890 1 have made a ?277 15s. 10 p.c. on the rents permanent reduction by undertaking thenbsp;payment of tithe rent-charge without claimnbsp;on the tenant No rents raised in 50 years Re-valued in 187 4. Rents raised from that datenbsp;5 p.c. No prior increasenbsp;since 1855 No rents raised in SOyears No re-valuation or increase since 1876 with exception of one farm whichnbsp;was re-valued and subdivided in 1887. Nonbsp;data before 1876 No re-valuation, but some increase on improvements For more than 50 years the rent unchanged bynbsp;rise or fall. I can find nonbsp;change since 1829, tonbsp;which year my accountsnbsp;go hack Carnarvon Anglesey J. W. Wyatt, Eaq. . East Court Wells, Somerset Carnarvon llev. Philip Constahle Ellis The Bectory, Llanfair-fechan Carnarvon Llewelyn E. S. Parry, Esq. Stinsford House, Dor-chéötcr Carnjirvon Colonel K. Lloyd Williams Bodgvvilyn, Denbigh Carnarvon Bev. Baniel

Vaudrey Plasgwynant, Beddge-lert Carnarvon Archdeacon Lloyd . Edgmond, Newport,nbsp;Salop Carnarvon



AN GLESE Y—(continued)^ 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental Z Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Anglesey The Marquis of Anglesey. Plas Newydd, Llanfair,nbsp;P.G. Anglesey 9251 acres (including 422 in moiety with Ladynbsp;Neave) ?9599 11s. Zd. The whole tithe allowed tenants “at will” without repaymentnbsp;since 1886 Several .... Re-valuation inl863 raised rental ?800, which isnbsp;more than cancelled bynbsp;payment of tithes andnbsp;other allowances CARNARVONSHIEE. Lord Penrhyn . Penrliyn Castle, Bangor Carnarvon Denbigh Colonel T. E. J. Lloyd . Plas Tregayan, Llan-gwyllog 72,000 acres . 1885-89, 10 p.c.; 1892,10 and 20 ?750 since 1883 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ?21,411 cxclnsivcof tithe p.c. in various parts for first half-year; Michaelmas, 1892,nbsp;25 p.c., part of the estate, 30nbsp;p.c.; the rest; May 1893,nbsp;25 p.c. 1700 acres 10 p.c. from 1886 until Lady- None .... ?1100 about day, 1893 No re-valuation in 5 0 years. A few rents raised fornbsp;improv'ements made bynbsp;owner, but this increasenbsp;invariably remitted now Ke-valuation in 1877, increase about 10 p.c. No individual increases 490 acres ?100 (including cottages) In lime and manure to the value of Is, or Is. 6c?. in the pound.nbsp;Giving 15 p.c. rebate on 12thnbsp;November

1893 None .... 110 acres ?152 1886-87, 12 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 4000 acres ?337 Is. 3c?. When necessary. 1887, 8j p.c. on Glanygors Farm; Michaelmas 1892, about 4 p.c. on all;nbsp;Lady-day, 1893, 5 p.c. on all 1008 acres ?360 When others did, 10 to 5 p.c. and allowances for manure.nbsp;Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. andnbsp;allowance for manure None .... 1500 acres Often 10 to 32| p.c. Lady-day, 1892, 30 p.c.; Michaelmas,nbsp;1892, 20 p.c. All 10 p.c., one 25 p.c. . 754 acres From 1883 to 1890 I returned Since 1890 1 have made a ?277 15S. 10 p.c. on the rents permanent reduction by undertaking thenbsp;payment of tithe rent-charge without claimnbsp;on the tenant No rents raised in 60 years Re-valued in 1874. Rents raised from that datenbsp;5 p.c. No prior increasenbsp;since 1855 No rents raised in 5 0 years Carnarvon Anglesey J. W. Wyatt, Esq. . East Court Wells,Somerset Carnarvon liov. Philip Constable Ellis The Rectory, Llanfair-fechan Carnarvon No re-valuation or increase since 1876 w'ith exception of one farm whichnbsp;was re-valued and subdivided in 1887, Nonbsp;data before 1876 No re-valuation, but some increase on improvements For more than 50 years the rent unchanged bynbsp;rise or fall. I can find nonbsp;change since 1829, tonbsp;which year my accountsnbsp;go back Llewelyn E. S. Parry, Esq. Stinsford House, Dor-chéöter Carnarvon Colonel R. Lloyd Williams Bodgvvilyn, Denbigh Carnarvon Rev. Daniel Vaudrey Plasgwynant, Beddge-lert

Carnarvon Archdeacon Lloyd . Edgmond, Newport,nbsp;Salop Carnarvon



OARNARVONSHIEE— 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years S. Platt, Esq. . Brynyneuadd, Llaiifair-fechan Carnarvon 670 acres 1888, about nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. . 1889 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ 1892 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ Nearly all rents permanently reduced Know of no rent increased within 50 years Charles Frost, Esq. . Minydon, Old Colwyn Carnarvon 340 acres ?300 1886-92, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. None .... No re-valuation; no increase of rent in 50 years Rev. G. E. Ashley . Stretton Rectory, Hereford Carnarvon Denbigh 1407 acres ?746 10 p.c. usually, up to 1889. Rents of seven farms, Cerrigy-druidion, due September 29th,nbsp;1892, not received until Marchnbsp;25th,1893, and 10 p.c. in addition to the permanent reduction in column 4 was allowednbsp;in some cases. Rents of 6nbsp;farms, Cerrigydruidion, Marchnbsp;25th, 1893, allowed 10 p.c. onnbsp;all in addition to permanentnbsp;reduction 1889, rent reduced from ?488 plus tithe to ?475nbsp;minus tithe which wasnbsp;?30 Re-valuation 1889 showed some reductions whichnbsp;were given, and somenbsp;increases which were notnbsp;taken G. TV. Duff* Assheton Smith,

Esq. Vaynol, near Bangor Carnarvon Anglesey Area, 35,936 acres Rental, ?25,148 9s. 4.(L (including cottages andnbsp;houses in towus, aboutnbsp;?5000) 1802 tenants, including leaseholders and cottagers 439 acres ?709 May 1886-89,lOp.c.; 1892,10p.o. on rent and tithe rcntchargc.nbsp;November 1892, rents postponed till lyiarch 1893, andnbsp;25 p.c. allowed. May 1893,nbsp;rents postponed to Augustnbsp;and 25 p.c. allowed. Wholenbsp;sum 1886-93 amounted tonbsp;?20,589 20 p.c. ono farm, 1892 ; TO p.c. others, 1892 ; last half 10 p.c. Eight farms permanently reduced ?20 on one farm 220 acres Michaelmas, 1892,lOp.c.; Lady-day, 1893, 10 p.c. — 522^ acres Average rent under ?1 per acre 1886-88, 5 p.c. ; 1892, 10 p.c. ; 1892, last half, 20 p.c.; 1893,nbsp;Lady-day, 20 p.c. None .... 14,600 acres . ?8600 1886 to 1889 (half-year only), 10 p.c.; 1892, 15 p.c.; 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. (first half of year only),nbsp;besides individual cases Several, notably in cases of farms and cottagesnbsp;purchased. Reductionsnbsp;on 5 farms in 1892 6073 acres 1886-88, 5 to 10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1892, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas,nbsp;1892, 20 p.c.; Lady-day, 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. None .... 10 p.c. most years; 1892 (last half), 10 p.c.; 1893 (fl.rst half),nbsp;15 p.c. None .... Has never raised a rent (a recent purchaser) No re-valuation or increase of rent since they werenbsp;purchased in 1873 andnbsp;1886 A re-valuation with slight increase in 1871 No re-valuation, and very few rents raised in 50 Increase 30 years back A valuation was made

2?, years ago ; result, 10nbsp;p.c. increase now morenbsp;than cancelled by abatements. No other valuation within 70 years atnbsp;least Colonel Henry Platt Gorddiiiog, Llanfair-fechannbsp;Carnarvonnbsp;Anglesey Lady Augusta Mostyn Gloddaetli, Llandudnonbsp;Carnarvon Major Owen Lloyd Jones Evans Broom Hall, Cliwilog’, R.S.0. Carnarvon CoIonelC. A.Wynne Finch Yoelas, Bettwsyeoednbsp;Carnarvonnbsp;Denbigh Owen Evans, Esq. . Broom Hall, Chwilog,nbsp;M R.S.0. Carnarvon G. H. Owen, Esq. . Ymwlch, Criccieth



CARNARVONSHIRE— 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 60 Years S. Platt, Esq. . Brynyneuadd, Llanfair-fechan Carnarvon 670 acres 1888, about nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. . 1889 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ 1892 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ Nearly all rents permanently reduced Know of no rent increased within 50 years Charles Frost, Esq. , Minydou, Old Colwyn Carnarvon 340 acres ?300 1886-92, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. None .... No re-valuation ; no increase of rent in 50 years Kev. G. E. Ashley . Stretton Rectory, Hereford Carnarvon Denbigh 1407 acres ?746 10 p.c. usually, up to 1889. Rents of seven farms, Cerrigy-druidion, due September 29th,nbsp;1892, not received until Marchnbsp;25t]i,1893, and 10 p.c. in addition to the permanent reduction in column 4 was allowednbsp;in some cases. Rents of 6nbsp;farms, Cerrigydruidion, Marchnbsp;26th, 1893, allowed 10 p.c. onnbsp;all in addition to permanentnbsp;reduction 1889, rent reduced from ?488 plus tithe to ?475nbsp;minus tithe which wasnbsp;?30 Re-valuation 1889 showed some reductions whichnbsp;were given, and somenbsp;increases which were notnbsp;taken G.^V.Diiff-AsslietonSmithj

Esq. Vaynol, near Bangor Caniavvon Anglesey Area, 35.936 acres Rental, ?25,148 9s. Ad. (including cottages andnbsp;houses in towns, aboutnbsp;?5000) 1802 tenants, including leaseholders and cottagers 439 acres ?709 May 1886-89,lOp.c.; 1892,10p.c. on rent and tithe rcutcharge.nbsp;November 1892, rents postponed till Jfarch 1893, andnbsp;25 p.c. allowed. May 1893,nbsp;rents postponed to Augustnbsp;and 25 p.c. allowed. 'Wholenbsp;sum 1886-93 amounted tonbsp;?20,589 20 p.c. Olio farm, 1892 ; 10 p.c. others, 1892 ; last half 10 p.c. Eight farms permanently reduced ?20 on one farm 220 acres Michaelmas, 1892,10 p.c.: Lady-day, 1893, 10 p.c. — 522^ acres Average rent under ?1 per acre 1886-88, 5 p.c. ? 1892, 10 p.c. ; 1892, last half, 20 p.c. ; 1893,nbsp;Lady-day, 20 p.c. None .... 14,600 acres . ?8600 1886 to 1889 (half-year only), 10 p.c.; 1892, 15 p.c.; 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. (first half of year only),nbsp;besides individual cases Several, notably in cases of farms and cottagesnbsp;purchased. Reductionsnbsp;on 5 farms in 1892 5073 acres 1886-88, 5 to 10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1892, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas,nbsp;1892,20p.c.; Lady-day, 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. None .... 10 p.c. most years; 1892 (last half), 10 p.c.; 1893 (first half),nbsp;15 p.c. None .... Has never raised a rent (a recent purchaser) No re-valuation or increase of rent since they werenbsp;purchased in 1873 andnbsp;1886 A re-valuation with slight increase in 1871 No re-valuation, and very few rents raised in 60nbsp;years Increase 30 years back A valuation

was made 23 years ago ; result, 10nbsp;p.c. increase now morenbsp;than Ccancellcd by abatements. No other valuation within 70 years atnbsp;least Colonel Henry Platt GordcUnog, Llanfair-feebannbsp;Carnarvonnbsp;Anglesey Lady Augusta Mostyn Gloddaetli, Llandudnonbsp;Carnarvon Major Owen Lloyd Jones Evans Broom Hall, Cliwilog, K.S.0. Carnarvon ColonelC. A.Wynne Finch quot;N'oelas, Bettwsycoednbsp;Carnarvonnbsp;Denbigh Owen Evans, Esq. . Broom Hall, Chwilog,nbsp;JX R.S.0. Carnarvon G. H. Owen, Esq. . Ymwlch, Criccieth



CABNARVONSHIRE—(co/iJiwitet?). 1 Ifamc and Address of Owner, County (or Coantles), giving first the County innbsp;whicli most of tlienbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Kcntal 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 rermauent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and fall of Rent,going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Carnarvon Merioneth Hugh John Ellis Nanney, Esq. (iwynfryn, Criccietli Carnarvon Jlerioneth Montgomery 6447 acres, exclusive of accommodation landsnbsp;and house property 1883,10 p.c. on rents; 1887, the tithe paid for tenants; 1888,nbsp;10 p.c. on the rents, and nhnbsp;p.c. on the tithes; 1889,10 p.c.nbsp;on the rent, which now included SO p.c. of the tithe commutation ; 1892-93, 12|- p.c.nbsp;on the rent plus 80 p.c. of thenbsp;tithe commutation One farm which had been raised in 1876 from ?40nbsp;to ?45 now reduced tonbsp;?39 16s. Gd. I can only speak of my own kuowlcge of thisnbsp;estate for 20 to 21 years,nbsp;and the increased rentsnbsp;amount to about 6 p.c.nbsp;from a revaluation innbsp;1876, when some farmsnbsp;were reduced and othersnbsp;raised. Some rents arenbsp;still the same as theynbsp;were as far back asnbsp;memory goes llev. J. C. Williama-Ellis Ulasfryn, Chwilog.B.S.O. Carnarvon Merioneth 2200 acres ?1777 1886-88, 10 p.c.; 1892, 5 and 10 p.c.; 1893, 15 p.c.,in one casenbsp;more ?17 in 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. No re-valuation or rent raised in 50 years (it isnbsp;believed), but in farmsnbsp;bought in 1866, and

onnbsp;another bought not longnbsp;after, sub-divisions andnbsp;valuations were madenbsp;and two new farmhousesnbsp;erected JVfrs. Lloyd Trail wyn,ChwiIog,R.S.O. Carnarvon Merioneth 1316 aefes , nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Many times from 5 to lO p.c. . 2 farms .... Re-valued; increase Lord Harlech . Glyn, Talsarnau, and Brogyutyn, Oswestry Carnarvon Merioneth Montgomery Denbigh Merioneth and Carnarvon, about 15,600 acres. Rental, about ?6040 Carnarvon and jrerioneth:— Lady-day, 1886, 15nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;p.c.; Michaelmas, 1886, 10 p.c., Lady-day and Michaelmas,nbsp;1887, 10 p.c.; Lady-daynbsp;and Michaelmas, 1888 andnbsp;1889, 10 p.c. Part of Montgomeryshire as above, with 10 p.c. in 1890;nbsp;1892, 15 p.c. Denbigh ?111 In 50 years Carnarvon and Merioneth rents raisednbsp;about 10 p.c.; othersnbsp;believed to be unaltered John Jones, Esq. Y' ny 8 f 0 r. Pen rb y ndou • dracth Carnarvon Merioneth Denbigh 1886-87-92, 10 p.c.; 1892, last half, 20 p.c.; 1893, 20 p.c. innbsp;Merioneth, and 10 p.c. in Carnarvon and Denbigh Denbighshire, 15 p.c. No re-valuation in 50 years, no rent raisednbsp;within 30 Bryukir and Trefaii estates Carnarvon Merioneth I4,000acres, ?7000-?8000 Several years, 5, 10, aud 15 p.c. Several farms, 10 to 20 p.c. No increa.se in 50 years, except for accommoda-tioQ land



CAENAEVONSHIRE—. 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Coiiutios), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Kcntal 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most I^art over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Carnarvon Merioneth Hugh John Ellis Nanucy, Esq. Gwynfryn, Criccieth Carnarvon Merioneth Montgomery 6447 acres, exclusive of accommodation landsnbsp;and house property 1883,10 p.c. on rents; 1887, the tithe paid for tenants; 1888,nbsp;10 p.c. on the rents, and 17^nbsp;p.c. on the tithes; 1889,10 p.c.nbsp;on the rent, which now included 80 p.c. of the tithe commutation ; 1892-93, 12^ p.c.nbsp;on the rent plus 80 p.c. of thenbsp;tithe commutation One farm which had been raised in 1876 from ?40nbsp;to ?45 now reduced tonbsp;?39 16s. 6d. I can only speak of my own knowlege of thisnbsp;estate for 20 to 21 years,nbsp;and the increased rentsnbsp;amount to about 6 p.c.nbsp;from a revaluation innbsp;1876, when some farmsnbsp;were reduced and othersnbsp;raised. Some rents arenbsp;still the same as theynbsp;were as far back asnbsp;memory goes Kev. J. C. Williams-Ellis Glasfryn, Chwilog,Il.S.O. Carnarvon Merioneth 2200 acres ?1777 1886-88, 10 p.c.; 1802, 5 and 10 p.c.; 1893,15 p.c., in one casenbsp;more ?17 in 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. No re-valuation or rent raised in 50 years (it isnbsp;believed), but in farmsnbsp;bought ill 1866, and onnbsp;another

bought not longnbsp;after, sub-divisions andnbsp;valuations were madenbsp;and two new farmhousesnbsp;erected .Mrs. Lloyd Trail wy n ,Oh wilog, R. S. 0. Carnarvon. Merioneth 1316 acres . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;? Many times from 5 to lO p.c. . 2 farms .... Re-valued; increase Lord Harlech . Glyn, Talsarnau, and Brogyutyii, Oswestry Carnarvon Merioneth IMontgomery Denbigh Merioneth and Carnarvon, about 15,600 acres. Rental, about ?6040 Carnarvon and Jlerioneth Lady-day, 1886,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;p.c.; Michaelmas, 1886, 10 p.c., Lady-day and Michaelmas,nbsp;1887, 10 p.c.; Lady-daynbsp;and Michaelmas, 1888 andnbsp;1889, 10 p.c. Part of Montgomeryshire as above, with 10 p.c. in 1890 ;nbsp;1892, 15 p,o. Denbigh ?111 In 50 years Caniarvoii and Merioneth rents raisednbsp;about 10 p.c.; othersnbsp;believed to be unaltered John Jones, Esq. Ynysfor, Fenrhyndcu-draeth Carnarvon Merioneth Denbigh 1886-87-92, 10 p.c.-, 1892, last half, 20 p.c.; 1893, 20 p.c. innbsp;Merioneth, and 10 p.c. in Carnarvon and Denbigh Denbighshire, 15 p.c. No re-valuatiou in 50 years, no rent raisednbsp;within 30 Brynkir and Trefan estates Carnarvon Merioneth 14,000acrcs, ?7000-?8000 Several years, 5, 10, and 15 p.c. Several farms, 10 to 20 p.c. No increase in 50 years, except for accommodation land



MERIONETH. 1 Name and Address of Owner, County tor Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reduction since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years The Hon. C. 11. Wynn Rug, Corwen 10,000 acres . ?8000 5 p.c. for four years ; 10 p.c. for one year In some cases. Rents raised in 1874 about 10 p.c. Merionethshire R. J. Lloyd Price, Esq. . Rhiwlas, Bala Merioneth Denbigh 17,958 acres . ?8972 1886-87, lOp.c. where rents paid in full 1888, general. A^arying from 10 to 33 p.c. Sincenbsp;last return, ?3 A few rents raised of accommodation laud let by auction AY. R. M. AYynne, Esq. . Peniarth, Towyn Merioneth 9350 acres, about . ?4430 (agricultural) March, 1885, 5 p.c.; Lady-day. 1886, 12^ p.c.; Michaelmas,nbsp;1886, 10“p.c.; 1867, 10 p.c.-,nbsp;Lady-day, 1888, 12^ p.c.; Michaelmas, 1888, 10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1889, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1889, 5 p.c.; Lady-day,nbsp;1892, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892,nbsp;15 p.c.; Lady-day, 1893, 15nbsp;p.c. Many other allowancesnbsp;to individuals on special occasions, and for lime, amp;c. amp;c. ?200 per annum since 1880, or thereabouts No general re-valuation has been made sincenbsp;1842, and that was notnbsp;acted upon. Some rentsnbsp;are lower, and some thenbsp;same as in 1830. Somenbsp;have been raised fornbsp;large drainage works,nbsp;but nothing at all onnbsp;capital

outlay, and insufficient to pay fornbsp;maintenance even. Fullnbsp;particulars can be givennbsp;as to each farm Charles Jones, Esq. . Derwyn Alyn, Rossett,nbsp;Denbighshire Merioneth 117 acres ?137 (including rent of house, garden, and appurtenances, ?35, andnbsp;a cottage let for ?1) Messrs. Wayne Aberartro, Llanbedr, Merionethshire 800 acres ?300 10 p.c. sometimes ; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. Merioneth Mrs. Ffoulkes and Miss Lloyd Hengwrt, Dolgelley About 4500 acres . ?5 on one farm; ?1 on another Merionethshire Rev. J. Titicy Williams . Penloyn, Llanrwst Merioneth Denbigh Carnarvon 1786 acres ?875 10 p.c. as a rule; Michaelmas, 1892,15 p.c. in Merionethshirenbsp;and 10 p.c. in Denbigh John Leigh, Taylor, Esq. . Penmaen Cliffe, Dolgelley Merioneth 400 acres ?160 (In 1885 the rent was ?200 in 1890nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?170 and 1893 „ ?160) 10 p.c. last audit; Michaelmas, 1892, 10 p.c. Land let with house when bought; now reduced Rent of mfgority of farms reduced by amount ofnbsp;tithe ?5 on one farm Lately ?5 20 p.c. all round No re-valuation or increase since 1875, when thenbsp;property was purchased Re-valuation in 1865, after railway came. Somenbsp;rents increased; a fewnbsp;reduced The old tenants have been kept onat the same rents.nbsp;On re-letting, some havenbsp;been slightly raisednbsp;where the value hasnbsp;risen from the nearnessnbsp;to new railways, amp;c, alsonbsp;where the land fromnbsp;vicinity to Dolgellcy hasnbsp;let as

accommodationnbsp;land No re-valuation or increase in rent for 50 yearsnbsp;known A farm let for ?90 and tithes in 1788 is now letnbsp;for ?85 tithe free Rents have been increased by re-valuation withinnbsp;50 years, but are nownbsp;lower than ever theynbsp;were to my knowledge



MERIONETH. •lt;? 05 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;?which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reduction since 1883 6 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over a Period of 50 Years The Hon. C. H. Wynn 10,000 acres . 5 p.c. for four years ; 10 p.c. for In some cases. Rents raised in 1874 about Rug-, Corwen ?8000 one year 10 p.c. Merionethshire R. J. I^Ioyd Price, Esq. , 17,958 acres . 1886-87, lOp.c. where routs paid 1888, general. Varying A few rents raised ol ac- S Khiwlas, Bala ?8972 in full from 10 to 33 p.c. Since commodation land let by ^ last return, ?3 auction nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;i—( Merioneth X Denbigh M h-( AV. R. M. Wynne, Esq. . 9350 acres, about . March, 1885, 5 p.c.; Lady-day. ?200 per annum since No general re-valuation Pcniarth, Towyn ?4430 (agricultural) 1886, 12^ p.c.; Michaelmas, 1880, or thereabouts has been made since 1886, 10 p.c.; 1867, 10 p.c.; 1842, and that was not Merioneth Lady-da)', 1888, 12ip.c.; Mi- acted upon. Some rents chaelmas, 1888,10 p.c. ; Lady- are lower, and some the day, 1889, 10 p.c.; Michael- same as in 1830. Some mas, 1889, 5 p.c.; Lady-day, have been raised for 1892,5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892j large drainage works, 15 p.c.; Lady-day, 1893, 15 but nothing at all on p.c. Many other allowances capital outlay, and in- to individuals on special occa- sufficient to pay for sions, and for lime, amp;c. amp;c.

maintenance even. Full particulars can be given as to each farm Charles Jones, Esq. . 117 acres Land let with house when No re-valuation or increase Derwyn Alyn, Rossett, ?137 (including rent of bought; now reduced since 1876, when the Denbighshire house, garden, and ap- property was purchased purtenances, ?35, and Merioneth a cottage let for ? 1) Messrs. Wayne 800 acres 10 p.c. sometimes ; Michaelmas, Rent of majority of farms Re-valuatioii in 1865, after Aberartro, LJanbedr, ?300 1892, 10 p.c. reduced by amount of railway came. Some Merionethshire tithe rents increased; a few reduced Merioneth Mrs. Ffoulkes and Miss About 4500 acres , ?5 on one farm ; ? 1 on another ?5 on one farm The old tenants have been Lloyd keptonat thesame rents. ^ Hongwrt, Dolgellcy On re-letting, some have 3 been slightly raised y Merionethshire where the value has ^ risen from the nearness y to new railways, amp;c, also i-h where the land from ^ vicinity to Dolgellcy has nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;gt;—( let as accommodation land Rev. J. Titlcy Williams , 1786 acres 10 p.c. as a rule; Michaelmas, Lately ?5 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. No re-valuation or increase Penloyn, Llanrwst ?875 1892,15 p.c. in Merionethshire in rent for 50 years and 10 p.c. in Denbigh known Merioneth A farm let for ?90 and Denbigh tithes in 1788 is now let Carnarvon for ?85 tithe free John Leigh, Taylor, Esq. . 400 acres 10 p.c. last audit; Michaelmas, 20 p.c. all round Rents have been increased Penmacn

Cliffe,DolgeUey ?160 1892, 10 p.c. by re-valuation within (In 1886 the rent was?200 50 years, but are now Merioneth in 1890 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?170 lower than ever they to and 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?160) were to my knowledge ------ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;-....... esst-



MERIONETH—{continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 E. Gilliat Jones, Esq. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Vrondderw, Bala Merioneth 265 acres ?120, inclusive of tithe One farm let at ?70, including tithe, from Lady-day, 1893nbsp;Reductions, 1st year, ?45 2iid, 3rd, and 4th years, ?20 The last tenant became bankrupt and was sold up, not by landlord. Landlord recoverednbsp;one year’s rent Tbe last tenant left farm in snch bad condition that there wasnbsp;great difficulty in re-letting One farm ?10 rent as in father’s lifetime. Allowed ?6 7s. 6rf. in addition for year endingnbsp;25th March 1893 Mr. Thruston . 8, 'SMiitburn Street, Bridgnorth 4500 acres ?1100 1886-89,lOp.c.; Lady-day, 1890, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 15 p.c. ; Lady-day, 1893, 15 p.c. On three-fourths of farms, and in addition threenbsp;farms, 15 to 20 p.c. Merioneth Captain John Harmage King Griffith Braicli y Celyn, Aber-dovey 650 acres ?198 agricultural 1888-91, 10 p.c. None .... Merioneth The late Morgan Lloyd, Esq., Q.C. The Grange, Brook-Green, London, W. 1250 acres ?305 10 p.c. several years; 20 p.c. for 1892 One farm 7 p.c. Merioneth W. E, Oakeley, Esq, Plas Tanybwlch, Merioneth 10,000 acres , ?2500 5 and 10 p.c. often ; Jlicliaelmas, 1892, 20 p.c. including tithe The tithe permanently, and in many cases besides, and contemplated Blerioneth Mrs. Edwards .

Dolseran, Dolgelley . 1200 acres ?350 10 p.c. towards repairing farms None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Merioneth Denbigh W. T. Poole, Esq. Gwynfa, Carnarvon 2000 acres ?1000 about 1885-87, 10 to 15 p.c.; 1885, 5 p.c.; November, 1892, 20 p.c. None .... Merioneth Charles A. Jones, Esq. Bronhendre, Carnarvon Merioneth 408 acres ?130 rental . January 1892, 10 p.c.; June 1892, 20 p.c.; June 1893, 20nbsp;p.c. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Colonel E. Evans Lloyd . Moelygarnedd, Bala Merioneth 275 acres ?125 (excluding accommodation land) Occasionally. Last half, 1892, 20 p.c. ?20 on one farm . Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, goini' fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Rc-valued 28 years ago, and an increase followednbsp;hut old rents are as innbsp;1830 One re-valuation years; result, anbsp;tion Rents almost invariably reduced on expiry ofnbsp;tenancy !gt;lt; Rc-valuation 1860 Justified increase, which was notnbsp;made.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A few rents raised nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;and reduced again No record of a rent raised in 50 reduc- Very slight increase of old rents in last 30 years.nbsp;Re-valuation of 1874nbsp;showing room for increase, but was onlynbsp;adopted in a few instances No re-valuation or rent raised in 50 years



MERIONETH—{continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 E. Gilliat Jones, Esq. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, Vrondderw, Bala Merioneth 265 acres ?120, inclusive of tithe One farm let at ?70, including tithe, from Lady-day, 1893nbsp;Reductions, Ist year, ?45 2nd, 3rd, and 4th years, ?20 The last tenant became bankrupt and was sold up, not by landlord. Landlord recoverednbsp;one year’s rent The last tenant left farm in such bad condition that there wasnbsp;great difficulty in re-letting One farm ?10 rent as in father’s lifetime. Allowed ?6 Is. 6rf. in addition for year endingnbsp;25th March 1893 Mr. Thruston . 8, Whitburn Street, Bridgnorth 4500 acres ?1100 1886-89,lOp.c.; Lady-day, 1890, 6 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 15 p.c. ; Lady-day, 1893, 15 p.c. On three-fourths of farms, and in addition threenbsp;farms, 15 to 20 p.c. Merioneth Captain John Harmage King Griffith Braich y Celyn, Aber-dovey 650 acres ?198 agricultural 1888-91, 10 p.c. None .... Merioneth The late Morgan liloyd, Esq., Q.C. The Grange, Brook-Green, London, W. 1250 acres ?305 10 p.c. several years ; 20 p.c. for 1892 One farm 7 p.c. Merioneth W. E. Oakeley, Esq. Plas Tanybwlcli, Merioneth 10,000 acres . ?2500 5 and 10 p.c. often ; ISIichaclnias, 1892, 20 p.c. including tithe The tithe permanently, and in many cases besides, and contemplated IMerioneth Mrs. Edwards .

Dolseran, Oolgelley . 1200 acres ?350 10 p.c. towards repairing farms None .... Merioneth Denbigh W. T. Poole, Esq. Gwynfa, Carnarvon 2000 acres ?1000 about 1886-87, 10 to 15 p.c.; 1885, 5 p.c.; November, 1892, 20 p.c. None .... Merioneth Charles A. Jones, Esq. Bronhendre, Carnarvon Merioneth 408 acres ?130 rental . January 1892, 10 p.c.; June 1892, 20 p.c.; June 1893, 20nbsp;p.c. None .... Colonel E. Evans Lloyd . Moelygarnedd, Bala Merioneth 275 acres ?125 (excluding accommodation land) Occasionally. Last half, 1892, 20 p.c. ?20 on one farm . Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going-lornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Rc-valued 28 years ago, and an increase followednbsp;but old rents are as innbsp;1830 One re-valuation in 60 years; result, a reduction Rents almost invariably reduced on expiry ofnbsp;tenancy Rc-valuatioii 1860 justified increase, which was notnbsp;made.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;A few rents raised nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;and reduced again No record of a rent raised Very slight increase of old rents in last 30 years.nbsp;Re-valuation of 1874nbsp;showing room for increase, but was onlynbsp;adopted in a few instances No re-valuation or rent raised in 50 years gt;lt;1



! MERIONETH—(continued)? 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the moat Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years airs. Scott Peiiiarth IJchaf, Towyu 3Icrioneth 7000 acres ?1180 15 to 5 p.c. for five years; July 1892, 10 p.c. ; January 1893,nbsp;15 p.c.; July 1893, 15 p.c. Some .... Ke-valuation produced reduction. No increase in 50 years Richard Henry Wood, Esq. Pantglas, Trawsfynydd Merioneth 8 to 9000 acres About ?1200 September 1886 to 3Iarch 1888, 26 p.c.; Michaelmas 1895,nbsp;20 p.c. Only upon purchased farms No re-valuation in 50 years. Rents less thannbsp;50 years ago Carnarvon Charles Williams, Es(x., M.D. Hengwin, Dyf?ryii, Merioneth 450 acres ?335 Some, according to circumstances, for years; 1892, 5 p.c. One farm ?35 One farm re-valucd in 1878 and rent raised Merioneth William Ansell, Esq. Corsygedol, Dyffryn Merioneth 12,000 acres . ?3000 1885-88, 10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1892, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1893, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15 p.c. ?102 .... A few rents raised sir Henry B. Robertson Talc, Corweu Merioneth Denbigh Dr. William Williams 58, Rodney Street, Liverpool 3Ierioneth About 5700 acrCvS ?3500 . 1400 to 1500 acres . ?594 29th September 1885 to\._ 2öth March 1889 . 29th September 1891 to)

_ 25th March 1892 . .ƒ ^nbsp;29th September 1892 to)-,-25th March 1893 . The above dates arc inclusive in each case 10 p.c. often Permanent reductions for years ending:— ? s. d, aist March 1884 19 10 0 1885 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;28nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;9nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1886 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;25nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1887 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;66 14 0 1888 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;— 1889 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1890 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;14nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1891 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;— 1892 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;2nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;35 17 0 ?197 10 0 Considerable No re-valuation or crease in 50 years Some rents raised in 50 years. Re - valuationnbsp;made on April 29th,nbsp;1893, of 1081a. Ir. 27p.nbsp;resulting in raising thenbsp;yearly value from ?225nbsp;to ?311 N.B.—Hitherto abatements have been allowed on the present rentsnbsp;lohich are still the oldnbsp;ones. Address of valuer: Walter B. C. Jones, Criccieth, Land Agent.



1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Mrs. Scott Peniarth Uchaf, Towyn Merioneth 7000 acres ?1180 15 to 5 p.c. for five years; July 1892, 10 p.c.; January 1893,nbsp;15 p.c.; July 1893, 15 p.c. Some .... Re-valuation produced reduction. No increase in 50 years Richard Henry Wood, Esq. Pantglas, Trawsfyiiydd Merioneth Carnarvon 8 to 9000 acres About ?1200 September 1886 to March 1888, 26 p.c.; Michaelmas 1895,nbsp;20 p.c. Only upon i)urchascd farms No re-valuation in 50 years. Rents less thannbsp;50 years ago Charles Williams, Esq., M.D. Hengwin, Dyffryii, Merioneth 450 acres ?335 Some, according to circumstances, for years; 1892, 5 p.c. One farm ?35 One farm re-valuod in 1878 and rent raised Merioneth William Ansoll, Esq. Corsygedol, Dyifryu Merioneth 12,000 acres . ?3000 1885-88, 10 p.c. ; Lady-day, 1892, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c.; Lady-day, 1893, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15 p.c. ?102 .... A few rents raised sir Henry B. Robertson rale, Corwen Merioneth Denbigh Dr. William Williams 58, Rodney Street, Liverpool Merioneth About 5700 acres ?3500 . 1400 to 1500 acres . ?594 29th September 1885 to\ 25th March 1889 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;J-Aop.t. 29th September 1891 to\-,? 25th

March 1892 .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;jAop.t. 29th September 1892 tol ^ -25th March 1893 . The above dates arc inclusive in each case 10 p.c. often Permanent reduciions for years ending:— ? s. d. 31öt March 1884 19 10 0 1885 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;28nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;9nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1886 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;25nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1887 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;66 14 0 1888 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;— 1889 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5 10 0 1890 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;14nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1891 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;— 1892 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;2nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 1893 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;35 17 0 ?197 10 0 Considerable . No re-valuation or crease in 50 years Some rents raised in 50 years. Re - valuationnbsp;made on April 29th,nbsp;1893, of 1081a. Ir. 27p.nbsp;resulting in raising thenbsp;yearly value from ?225nbsp;to ?311 N.B.—Hitherto abatements have been allowed on the present rentsnbsp;zohich are still the oldnbsp;ones. Address of valuer: Walter B. C. Jones, Criccieth, Land Agent.



MERIONKTH—(continmd). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;wnich most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reduction since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Mrs. Royle 1835 acres 1883, ?14: 1884, ?51; 1885, ?33 on four tenements . Re-valuation 1873 ; effect Bala 1084^. ?77 10s.; 1886, ?88 10s.;1887, unknowm. Rents un- ?78 15s.; 1888, ?47; 1892, altered since, except as Merioneth Michaelmas, and 1893, Lady- stated in column 4. day, 10 p.c. John Vaughan, Esq. 16,390 acres, viz., 9165 10 p.c. several times; 1892, last None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Re-valuation brought up Nannau, Dolgelley arable and pasture; the half, 15 p.c.; 1893, first half, rental nearly 10 p.c. remainder sheep walk 16 p.c. Merioneth ?3666 FLINTSHIRE. P. IV. Godsall, Esq., About 900 acres. Rent Many..... Don’t remember any par- No increase or re-valua- Iscoed Park, Whit- ?1333, including 15 tlculars, but I have tioii. church, Salop cottages, of which 11 made pormaueiit reduc- keep a cow and hold 4 tions. Flint to six acres at ?174 P. P. Peiniant, Esq., Jsaiilllys, St. Aplt;aigt;h Flint 1396 acres. ?1572 Jlichaclmas 1879, 5 p.c.; Lady All reduced in 1883 or Day 1888,5 p.c.; Michaelmas since. From ? 1835 to 1892, 10 p.c.; Lady Day ?1572 22 acres, ?140 (including 1893, 10 p.c. Some..... 2 houses and cottage) About 800 acres. Rental

Amounts varying from 5 p.c. to Various permanent re- ?675, inclusive of 45 20 p.c. ductions have been acres of accommodation made, in one case as land at ?3 per acre, but much as 45 p.c., andiu exclusive of 100 acres another 12 p.c. in hand, including ?50 perannum for minerals 507 acres. ?842 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;..... None .... Rents readjusted and fai ms relct since 1883. 581 acres. ?466 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1883, ?90 ; 1885, ?10 ; 1889, ?13 ?82 per annum. 1856 1866 1876 1893 Has never raised a rent No re-valuation or increase in 50 years No rents raised in 50 years At first a rise in consequence of capital spent on improvements; afterwards a fall in responsenbsp;to the general fall innbsp;prices. Year. Rental. amp; s.nbsp;1683nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;3 1807 18 1834 18nbsp;1572nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Llewelyn Lloyd, Esq., Woodhayne, Bamptoiinbsp;Poad, ?'orest Hill, LondonFlint Arthur Phillips lioborts, Esq., Coed Du, Mold Flint James Collinge, Esq., Kin-nerton Lodge, Chester Flint The Representatives of the late General Issac Gascoigne and Mrs. Dent



MERIONETH—(continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reduction since 1883 5 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 60 Years Mrs. Royle Bala Merioneth 1835 acres 1084^. 1883, ?14; 1884, ?51; 1885, ?77 10s.; 1886, ?88 10s.; 1887,nbsp;?78 15s. ; 1888, ?47 ; 1892,nbsp;Michaelmas, and 1893, Lady-day, 10 p.c. ?33 on four tenements . Re-valuation 1873 ; effect unknown. Rents unaltered since, except asnbsp;stated in column 4. John Vaughan, Esq. Nannau, Dolgelley Merioneth 16,390 acres, viz., 9165 arable and pasture; thenbsp;remainder sheep walknbsp;?3666 10 p.c. several times; 1892, last half, 15 p.c. ; 1893, first half,nbsp;15 p.c. None .... Re-valuation brought up rental nearly 10 p.c. gt;lt;}FLINTSHIRE. P. \V. Godsall, Esq., About 900 acres. Rent Many..... Don’t remember any par- No increase or re-valua- Iscoed Park, church, Salop Whit- ?1333, including 15 ticulars, bnt I have tion. cottages, of which 11 madepermanent xeduc- keep a cow and hold 4 tions. Flint to six acres at ?174 P. P. Pennant, Esq., Xantllys, Ht. Asaph Flint 1395 acres. ?1572 3Iichaelinas 1879, 5 p.c.; Lady All reduced in i883 or Day 1888, 5 p.c. ; JUchaelmas since. From ? 18 3 5 to 1892, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c.; Lady Day 1893, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. ?1572 22 acres, ?140 (including Some..... 2

houses and cottage) About 800 acres. Rental Amounts varying from 5 p.c. to Various permanent re- ?675, inclusive of 45 20 p.c. ductions have been acres of accommodation made, in one case as land at ?3 per acre, but much as 45 p.c., and in exclusive of 100 acres another 12 p.c. in hand, including ?50 per annum for minerals 507 acres. ?842 None..... None .... Rents readjusted and far ms relet since 1883. 681 acres. ?466 1883, ?90 ; 1885, ?10 ; 1889, ?13 ?82 per annum. 1856 1866 1876 1893 Has never raised a rent No re-valuation or increase in 50 years No rents raised in 50 years At first a rise in consequence of capital spent oil improvements; afterwards a fall in responsenbsp;to the general fall innbsp;prices. ?^'ear. Rental. ? s.nbsp;1683nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;3 1807 18 1834 18nbsp;1572nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Llewelyn Lloyd, Esq., Woodhayno, Bamptonnbsp;Road, Forest Hill, London Flint Arthur Phillips Roberts, Esq., Coed Du, Mold Flint James Collinge, Esq., Kin-nerton Lodge, Chester Flint The Representatives of the late General Issac Gascoigne and Mrs, Dent



to 00FLINTSHIRE—(coKimaei). 1 2 3 4 5 Kame and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Kcntal Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Keductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Kent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Flint Thomas Arthur Hope, Esq., Leadenhall House,nbsp;101, Leadenhall Street,nbsp;London, E.C. Flint 448 acres. ?638 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1880-85 (except 1884) about 5 p.e. in manure ; 1886-88, 15nbsp;p.C.*, 1889, 10 p.c. ; 1890-91,nbsp;7^ p.c.; 1892, 5 p.c. One farm reduced by ?12, from ?162 to ?150 ;nbsp;sineŠ 1888 one tenantnbsp;whose rent was ?205nbsp;has been allowed ?55nbsp;per annum, so that bisnbsp;rent has practicallynbsp;been reduced to ?150 Ke-valued in 1864, and increased by nearly 8nbsp;per cent. S. K. Mainvvaring, Esq., Otcley, Ellesmere Flint Denbigh 350 acres. ?389 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1883, ?30 ; 1884, ?15 20 p.c. in one case, 1884 No rc-valuation or increase known in 50 years Colonel Arthur Mesham, Pontryffydd, Trefnant,nbsp;ll.S.0. 500a. Ir. 32p. ?705 10s. 15 p C...... One-third Fall of rents Flint Denbigh The Duke of quot;Wostminster, K. ft..Eaton Hall,Chester Flint 2730 acres 1885-90, 5 p.c.; 1890-92, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15 p.c.; Lady Day 1893, 15 i^.c. On one farm . No re-valuation or increase of rent in 50 years W. Carstairs Jones, Esq., Hartshcath, Mold Flint Denbigh About 800 acres.

?900 1700 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?1000 In addition 10 p.c. ill 1893 10 p.c. in 1893 ?240 ?300 The E.arl of Denbigh, Newnham Paddox, Lut-worth Flint 2057 acres ?2318 2.5. S(I. Sep. 29, 1885 to March 25,1890, 15 p.c. ; March 25, 1890 tonbsp;March2ö,1892,10 p.c.; Marchnbsp;25, 1892 to March 25, 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. (in addition to the permanent reductions, as givennbsp;in column 4) ?141 135. No rents raised during the last 50 3’car8 Charles M. Berington, Esq., Little Malvern Court,nbsp;Worcestershire Flint. 242^ acres. ?290 . From Sept. 29, 1885, to Sept. 29, 1891, 10 p.c. ; from Sept. 29,nbsp;1872, to March 25, 1893, 15nbsp;p.c. One farm reduced from ?20 to ?17 in 1891 ;nbsp;landlord also payingnbsp;tithe reduces the rentnbsp;to ?15 Another farmnbsp;reduced ?15 in 1884 Rc-valuation in 1857 rents not advanced A. C. Lewis, Esq., 7, Upper Hamiltonnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Terrace, London. 256a. Ir. 37p. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ?377 10s. By amount of tithes ?40; also rent reduced ?81 Flint Harry W. Buddicom, Esq., Penbedw, Mold Flint Denbigh 3823 acres. ?2645 1879 to 1890, 15 p.c., since 10 p.c. Sept. 29, 1892 on farms permanently reduced, and 20 p.c. othei’s; same to Lady Daynbsp;1893 ?308 in 14 years . No valuation. No rent increased in 15 years i-d It) Isl !zl Ö M i-d Ö to oo cn



FLINTSHIRE—(continued). 1 2 3 4 5 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Renlal Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Flint Thomas Arthur Hope, Esq., Leadenhall House,nbsp;101, Leadenhall Street,nbsp;London, E.C. Flint 448 acres. ?638 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1880-85 (except 1884) about 5 p.e. in manure ; 1886-88, 15nbsp;p.C.; 1889, 10 p.c. ; 1890-91,nbsp;7j p.c.; 1892, 5 p.c. One farm reduced by ?12, from ?162 to ?150 ;nbsp;since 1888 one tenantnbsp;whose rent was ?205nbsp;has been allowed ?55nbsp;per annum, so that hisnbsp;rent has practicallynbsp;been reduced to ?150 Re-valued in 1864, and increased by nearly 8nbsp;per cent. S. K. Mainwaring, Esq., Oteley, Ellesmere Flint Denbigh 350 acres. ?389 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, 1883, ?30 ; 1884, ?15 20 p.c. in one case, 1884 No re-valuation or increase known in 50 years Colonel Arthur Mesham, Pontryffydd, Trefnant,nbsp;R.S.O. 500a. Ir. 32p. ?705 10s. 15 p c. One-third Fall of rents Flint Denbigh CharlesM. Berington, Esq., Little Malvern Court,nbsp;Worcestershire Flint. 2730 acres About 1885-90, 5 p.c.; 1890-92, lOp.C.; jMichaelmas 1892,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15 p.c.; Lady Day 1893, 15 p.c. In addition On one farm . 800 acres. ?900 10 p.c. in 1893 ?240 1700 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?1000 10 p.c. in

1893 ?300 2057 acres ?2318 2.9. S(J, Sep. 29, 1885 to March 25,1890, 15 p.c. ; March 25, 1890 tonbsp;March 25,1892,10 p.c.; Marchnbsp;25, 1892 to March 25, 1893,nbsp;20 p.c. (in addition to the permanent reductions, as givennbsp;in column 4) ?141 139. 242^ acres. ?290 . From Sept. 29, 1885, to Sept. 29, 1891, 10 p.c. from Sept. 29,nbsp;1872, to March 25, 1893, 15nbsp;p.c. One farm reduced from ?20 to ?17 in 1891;nbsp;landlord also payingnbsp;tithe reduces the rentnbsp;to ?15 Another farmnbsp;reduced ?15 in 1884 256a. Ir. 37p. ?377 10s. By amount of tithes ?40; also rent reduced ?81 3823 acres. ?2645 1879 to 1890, 15 p.c., since 10 p.c. Sept. 29, 1892 on farms permanently reduced, and 20 p.c. others; same to Lady Daynbsp;1893 ?308 in 14 years . Xo re-valuation or increase of rent in 50 ye?irs No rents raised during the last 50 years Re-valuation in 1857 rents not advanced No valuation. No rent increased in 15 years The Duke of quot;Westmingter, K.O.,Eaton Hall,Chester Eliiit W. Carstairs Jones, Esq., Hartsheath, Moldnbsp;Elintnbsp;Denbigh The Earl of Denbigh, Newnham Taddox, Liit-worth Flint A. C. Lewis, Esq., 7, Upper Hamilton Terraco,nbsp;London. Flint Harry W. Buddicom, Esq., Fenbedw, Mold Flint Denbigh



FLINTSHIRE—[continued). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Penypyll Estate Flint Mrs. Ellen Itoskill, Stocyn, Holywell Flint Williani Ma.ssey, Esq., Cornelyn, Beaumaris (Laud in Anglesey farmed by owner) Flint Thomas Bate, Esq., Kel-sterton, Flintshire Flint P. B. Davies-Cooke, Efq., Gwysaney, 3Iold Flint Colonel C. J. Trevor Roper, Plas Teg, Mold Flint A. Lloyd, Esq., Peii-trehobin. Mold 105 acres. ?141 34 acres . 26i acres 4 0 acres. ?65 From 600 to 800 acres. A good many smallnbsp;holdings. Nearly 150nbsp;acres accommodationnbsp;land in the town ofnbsp;Flint, and about 100nbsp;in Connah’s Quay. Allnbsp;property close to Flintnbsp;and Connah’s Quay 2731 acres ?3169 rental March 1885-92,15 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892,15 p.c, ; March 25, 1893, 15 p.c. Have been easy about payment of rent, giving time and feeling obliged to relinquish largenbsp;arrears. Gibbons pays reasonably well, but Daviesnbsp;would, I feel sure, have beennbsp;evicted by almost any othernbsp;landlord Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. was allowed Davies, and any remainder due allowed Gibbons.nbsp;As to arrears, I Iiavc not re-Unquished them, but have no intention of enforcing them unless there should be disputes which I do not expectnbsp;15 p.c.

allowed on this year’snbsp;rent 10 p.c. iu depressed times. 10 .c. on rent ast audit. and tithe at ? s. 1886 297 1 1887 275 1 1888 212 14 1892 114 11 1893 280 5 in special cases ?7 in 1889 The runt ?80 to Sept. 29th, 1885, reduced to ?60 to Sept. 29th, 1892, from that date the rent has been ?57 105.,nbsp;landlady paying tithes, about ?8nbsp;Former rent for many years ?70 to Sept. 29, 1881 ; reduced to 55L to Sept. 29, 1887 ; present rent, ?45 Another farm, rent ?100 to March 25, 1885 ; presentnbsp;rent, ?80 Since the passing of the late Act I have takennbsp;upon myself payment ofnbsp;tithe without any claimnbsp;for repayment by tenant From 2s. to lOs. per acre. I Os. on accommodationnbsp;land ?376 since 1881 It is perfectly absurd not to recognise the greatnbsp;opening there has beennbsp;to Wales owing to thenbsp;facility of conveyancenbsp;during the above timenbsp;and the consequent improvements of markets.nbsp;As far as my experiencenbsp;goes, Welsh tenants laynbsp;out nothing, landlordnbsp;docs everything. Itnbsp;seems to me a travestv of justice to talk of the rights of tenants undernbsp;such circumstances.nbsp;Their rights dependnbsp;solely on their coutractsnbsp;excluding as they do innbsp;these districts a numbernbsp;of applicants Rents have fallen even on accommodation land innbsp;last 20 years, which isnbsp;all I can speak to withnbsp;accuracy No information prior to 1881 Arrears constantly excused. Abatements where required.nbsp;Michaelmas

1892,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. allowed Since 1892 and including, 7 p.c. In some cases. One farm ?10 since last return All permanently reduced in 1888 No general re-valuation in 50 years. Individualnbsp;farms re-valucd, andnbsp;rents reduced No increase for 50 years



FLINTSHIRE—{continued). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Peuypyll Estate Flint Mrs. Ellen Roskill, Stocyn, Holywell Flint William Massey, Esq., Cornelyn, Beaumaris (Land in Anglesey farmed by owner) Flint Thomas Bate, Esq., Kel-sterton, Flintshire Flint P. B. Davies-Cooke, Esq., Gwysaney, Mold Flint 105 acres. ?141 34 acres . 26J acres 4 0 acres. ?55 From 600 to 800 acres. A good many smallnbsp;holdings. Nearly 160nbsp;acres accommodationnbsp;land in the town ofnbsp;Flint, and about 100nbsp;in Connah’s Quay. Allnbsp;property close to Flintnbsp;and Connah’s Quay 2731 acres ?3169 rental March 1885-92,15 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892,15 p.c.; March 25, 1893, 15 p.c. Have been easy about payment of rent, giving time and feeling obliged to relinquish largonbsp;arrears. Gibbons pays reasonably well, but Daviesnbsp;would, I feel sure, have beennbsp;evicted by almost any othernbsp;landlord Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. was allowed Davies, and any remainder due lt;allowed Gibbons.nbsp;As to arrears, I have not re-Hnquislied them, but have no intention of enforcing them unless there should be disputes which I do not expectnbsp;15 p.c. allowed on this year’snbsp;rent 10 p.c. in depressed times. 10 p.c. on rent and

tithe at thenbsp;last audit. 1886 1887 1888 1892 1893 in special cases ? s. 297nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 275 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 212 14 114 11nbsp;280nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5 ?7 in 1889 Tlierent ?80 to Sept. 29th, 1885, reduced to ?60 to Sept. 29th, 1892,from that date the rent has been ?57 10s.,nbsp;landlady paying tithes, about ?8nbsp;Former rent for many years ?70 to Sept. 29, 1881 ; reduced to 55^. to Sept. 29, 1887 ; present rent, ?45 Another farm, rent ?100 to March 25, 1885 ; presentnbsp;rent, ?80 Since the passing of the late Act I have takennbsp;upon myself payment ofnbsp;tithe without any claimnbsp;for repayment by tenant From 2s. to 10s. per acre. 1 Os. on accommodationnbsp;land ?376 since 1881 It is perfectly absurd not to recognise the greatnbsp;opening there has beennbsp;to Wales owing to thenbsp;facility of conveyancenbsp;during the above timenbsp;and the consequent improvements of markets.nbsp;As far as my experiencenbsp;goes, Welsh tenants laynbsp;out nothing, landlordnbsp;does everything. Itnbsp;seems to me a travesty of justice to talk of the rights of tenants undernbsp;such circumstances.nbsp;Their rights dependnbsp;solely on their contractsnbsp;excluding as they do innbsp;these districts a numbernbsp;of applicants Rents have fallen even on accommodation land innbsp;last 20 years, which isnbsp;all I can speak to withnbsp;accuracy No information prior to 1881 Colonel C. .T. Trevor Roper, ITas Teg, Mold Flint l\ A. Lloyd, Esq., Pen-treliobin, Mold Arrears constantly

excused. Abatements where required.nbsp;Michaelmas 1892,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. allowed Since 1892 and including, 7 p.c. In some cases. One farm ?10 since last return All pormaiiently reduced in 1888 No general re-valuation in 50 years. Individualnbsp;farms re-valued, andnbsp;rents reduced No iiicretisc for 50 years



FLINTSHIRE— Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving' first the County innbsp;wiiich most of thenbsp;Property is situated Flint Basil Phillips, Esq., Rhual, Moldnbsp;Flint Lord Mostyn, Mostyn Hall, 5Iostyu Flint Denbigh IVIerioneth 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Fermanent Reductions since 1883 500 acres. ?560 about 20 p.c. in two cases. Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. The 20 p.c. permanent . 6350 acres To those not permanently re- The majority of the ten- duced— ants dependent upon 15 p.c. on 2-t years’ rent due agriculture have been Sept. 29, 1885 permanently reduced 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1886 at different periods 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 188G since 1885 (chiefly in 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1887 1886 and 1887)from 10 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1887 to 24 p.c. In addition 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1888 to these permanent re- 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1888 ductions they have re- 10 p.c. do. Mar, 25, 1889 ceived 10: p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1889 10 p.c. on i year’s rent due 5 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1890 Sept. 29, 1892 5 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1890 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1893 5 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1891 10 p.c. do. Sept, 29, 1893 5 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1891 5 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1892 15 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1892 15 p.c, do. Mar, 25, 1893 15 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1893 15 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1884 10 pc. do. Mar. 25, 1894 Ohservatioiis as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No re-valuation or crease in 50 years Sir Pyors W. Mostyn, Bart., Talacre, Flintshire Flint Harry

Barnston, Esq., Crewe Hill, Fariulon,nbsp;Cheshire Richard Pelham Warren, Worting- House, Basingstoke, Hants Flint About 4015 acres; rental From 1886 to 1889, 16 p.c. Have been made on ?5054 From 1890 to 1892, 10 p.c. several farms amount- There are a number of small tenants on thenbsp;estate (not agricultural) wliich are notnbsp;iucluded From 1892 to 1894, 15 p.c. ing to about ?340 per annum About 924 acres; rental 1886 to 1890, 25 p.C. One farm from ?140 to about ?440 Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. Lady Day 1893, 15 p.c. JUchaelmas 1893, 15 p.c. ?100 „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?62 to ?50 „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?84 to ?75 Landlord paying the tithe, about ?13 anbsp;year; land from lOv.nbsp;to ?7 10s. Acreage 860 acres; rental ?929 7s, 1(1. Up to and including the year 1892, ?307 18s. lOf^. About ?95 1880, ?1641 1892, ?951 DENBIGHSHIRE. Tlie Trustees of the late Rev. J. S. Harwell;nbsp;William Trevor Parkins,nbsp;Esq., Glasfryn, Gres-i ford; Capt. B. T. Grif-fith-Boscawen, Trevalynnbsp;Hall, Rossett; jointnbsp;ow’ners of the Trevalynnbsp;Estate About 2350 acres. About 1885-7, 10 p.c. allowed ; 1887- Since 1886, ?326 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ?3000, agriculture 93, 10 p.c. allowed; except Two water corn-mills where permanent reductions and several cottages were made, or tenants merely with gardens only not holding meadows, and not re- included siding on the estate No re-valuation of the estate made since 1834,nbsp;though some rents havenbsp;been raised

meanwhile,nbsp;but mostly reducednbsp;again



FLINTSHIRE—{continued). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving' first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Flint Basil Phillips, Esq., Rhual, Moldnbsp;Flint Lord Mostyn, Mostyn Hall, 3Iostyn Flint Hcnbigh 3[erioneth 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 500 acres. ?560 about 20 p.c. in two cases. 3Iichaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. The 20 p.c. permanent . 6350 acres To those not permanently re- The majority of the ten- duced— ants dependent upon 15 p.c. on 2^ years’ rent due agriculture have been Sept. 29, 1885 permanently reduced 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1886 at different periods 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1886 since 1885 (chiefly in 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25,1887 1886 and 1887) from 10 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1887 to 24 p.c. In addition 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1888 to these permanent re- 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1888 ductions they have re- 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1889 eeived Iftp.c. do. Sept. 20, 1889 lOp.c. on-?^year’s rent due 5 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1890 Sept. 29, 1892 5 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1890 10 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1893 5 p.c. do. 3Iar. 25, 1891 10 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1893 5 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1891 5 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1892 1 5 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1892 15 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1893 15 p.c. do. Sept. 29, 1893 15 p.c. do. Mar. 25, 1884 10 p c. do. Jlar. 25, 1894 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Kent, going’fornbsp;the most part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No re-valuation or crease in 50 years Sir Pyors W. Jlostyn, Bart., Talacre, Flintshire Flint

Harry Barnston, Esq., Crewe Hill, Farndon,nbsp;Cheshire Richard Pelham Warren, Worting House, Basingstoke, Hants Flint About 4015 acres; rental From 1886 to 1889, 15 p.c. Have heen made on ?5054 From 1890 to 1892, 10 p.c. several farms amount- There are a number of small tenants on thenbsp;estate (not agricultural) wJiicli are notnbsp;included From 1892 to 1894, 15 p.c. ing to about ?340 per annum About 924 acres; rental 1886 to 1890, 25 p.c. One farm from ?140 to about ?440 Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. Lady Day 1893, 15 p.c. -Michaelmas 1893, 15 p.c. ?100 „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?62 to ?50 „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?84 to ?75 Landlord paying the tithe, about ?13 anbsp;year; land from lOJ.nbsp;to ?7 105. Acreage 860 acres; rental ?929 7s. Id. Up to and including the year 1892, ?397 ISs. lOd. About ?95 1880, ?1644 1892, ?951 DENBIGHSHIRE. The Trustees of the late Rev. J. S. Harwell;nbsp;William Trevor Parkins,nbsp;Esq., Glasfryn, Gres-I ford ; Capt. B. T. Grif-fith-Boscawen, Trevalynnbsp;Hall, Rossett; jointnbsp;owners of the Trevalynnbsp;Estate About 2350 acres. About 1885-7, 10 p.c, allowed; 1887- Since 1886, ?326 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ?3000, agriculture 93, 10 p.c. allowed; except Two water corn-mills where permanent reductions and several cottages were made, or tenants merely with gardens only not holding meadows, and not i*e- included siding on the estate No re-valuation of the estate made since 1834,nbsp;though some rents

havenbsp;been raised meanwhile,nbsp;but mostly reducednbsp;again



DENBIGHSHIRE— 1 Name and Address of OAvner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Keductions since 1883 Denbigh Flint Major J. Jocely Ffoulkes, Eriviatt, Denbigh Denhigh Flint 1662 acres. ?2088 In many cases since 1879. 1892, made arrangement with banknbsp;to help tenants at his expense ?279 since 1879, and also all the tithe nownbsp;allowed K. M. lliddulph, Esq., Chirk Castle, Chirk Denbigh 7640 acres. Keittal of 34 farms averagingnbsp;about 120 acres =nbsp;?5708 The above inclusive of one sheep farm, moorland, of 3614 acres,nbsp;rent ?346 Miclmelmas 1869 to Michaelmas 1889, 10 p.c. . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5,200 Lady Day 1892 to Lady Day 1893, 10 p.c. . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;520 ?394 10s. id. per annum since 1879 5,720/. Major - General Wynne, Coed Coch, Abergele Denbigh About 9000 acres. About ?7000 From 1884 to 1890, 10 p.c. Several had allowances continued, and all the tenants arenbsp;again getting 10 p.c. Several .... Observations as to Kiso and Fall of Kent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 5U Years Ue-valuation, 1858. Some increase in a few casesnbsp;o:i change of tenauts;nbsp;now mostly cancelled bynbsp;reductions Miss Adelaide Koberts, 9, Castle Street, Kuthin Denbigh Carnarvon 434 acres. ?774, agricultural 1885-88, 10 p.c.

1888 onwards, 10 p.c. all round 10,587 acres . Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c.; Lady day 1893, 10 p.c. in mostnbsp;cases Nearly all reduced 10 to 20 p.c., and some asnbsp;much as 25 and 30 p.c. 29 acres. ?40 10 p.c., about 1 year ; Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. 718 acres. ?140 . 1886-88, ?20 per annum; 1889-91, ?G per annum ; Michnol-nias 1892, 10 p.c. in one case, and very considerable arrearsnbsp;in Carnarvonshire (?50) None. 1892 ; pays tithe in Denbighshire andnbsp;makes no charge A'o increase in 50 yefirs, but a reduction of 10nbsp;p.c. Some farms raised years ago, but now reduced. Carnarvon Flint Lieut.-Col. Jilercdith Pen-trcbychan Hall, Wrexham Denbigh Col. W. Cornwallis AVest, Kuihin Castle, llutlnu Denbigh T. G. Jones - Mortimer, Esq., Sun Hill, Cleve-don, Somerset Denbigh Kent reduced 25 p.c. in 1815 ; so remained tillnbsp;1834. Some incrcas?snbsp;since; but 1887, whennbsp;reduction made, substantially the same asnbsp;in 1834 Partial re-valuation in 1875 raised some rents,nbsp;but reductions havenbsp;since been made, so thatnbsp;the rental is considerablynbsp;less than before the revaluation 16 years ago the rents, two occupiers, ucrenbsp;houses ?IC0, and landnbsp;?40 = ?200. Now housenbsp;is ?75 and land ?40 =nbsp;?115. In 1892, reductions, 10 p.c. on land,nbsp;and also repairs, drainage, amp;c., ?43 17*'. lOrf.nbsp;This year, 1893, fornbsp;house tenant ?18 15s.nbsp;The whole quarter'snbsp;rent allowed towards anbsp;new pump liraichydiuas once laiscd to ?150 per

annum during present “taking,’'nbsp;but reduced after twmnbsp;years (1870 about) tonbsp;?120



DENBIGHSHIRE— Name and Address of OAvner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Denbigh Flint Major J. Joecly Ffoiilkes, Friviatt, Denbigh Denbigh Flint R. M. Biddulph, Esq., Chirk Castle, Chirk Denbigh Major - General 'VVynuc, Coed Coch, Abergele Denbigh Carnarvon Flint Denbigh Denbigh Denbigh Denbigh Carnarvon 1662 acres. ?2088 Rental of averaging-acres = 7640 acres. 34 farms about 120nbsp;?5708 The above inclusive of one sheep farm, moorland, of 3614 acres,nbsp;rent ?346 About 9 000 acres. About ?7000 In many cases since 1879. 1892, made arrangement with banknbsp;to help tenants at his expense Michaelmas 1869 to Michaelmas 1889,nbsp;10 p.c. . Lady Day 1892 to Lady Day 1893,nbsp;10 p.c. . 5,720Z. From 1884 to 1890, 10 p.c. Several had allowances continued, and all the tenants arenbsp;again getting 10 p.c. Lieut.-Col. iVIeredith Peu-trcbychan Hall, Wrexham Col. W. Cornwallis West, Riitbiii Castle, Ruthin T. G. Jones - Mortimer, Esq., Sun Hill, Clove-don, Somerset Miss Adelaide Roberts, 9, Castle Street, Ruthin 434 acrcvs. ?774, agri 1885-88, 10 p.c. 1888 onwards, 10 p.c. all cultural round 10,587 acres . 3Iichaelmas 1892, 10 p.c.; Lady Nearly all reduced 10 to day 1893, 10 p.c. in most 20 p.c., and some as cases much as 25 and 30 p.c. 29 acres. ?40 10 p.c., about 1 year ; Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. 718 acres. ?140 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1886-88, ?20

per annum; 1889- None. 1892 ; pays tithe 91, ?6 per annum ; Michael in Denbighshire and mas 1892, 10 p.c. ill one case, and \ cry considerable arrearsnbsp;ill Carnarvonshire (?50) makes no charge Rent reduced 25 p.c. in 1815; so remained tillnbsp;1834. Some increasésnbsp;since; but 1887, whennbsp;reduction made, substantially the same asnbsp;in 1834 Partial re-valiiation in 1875 raised some rents,nbsp;but reductions havenbsp;since been made, so thatnbsp;the rental is considerablynbsp;less than before the revaluation 16 years ago the rents, two occupiers, v^crenbsp;houses ?U0, and landnbsp;?40 =: ?200. Now housenbsp;is ?75 and land ?40 =nbsp;?115. In 1892, reductions, 10 p.c. on land,nbsp;and also repairs, drainage, amp;c., ?43 176*. 10(?.nbsp;This year, 1893, fornbsp;house tenaut ?18 156*.nbsp;The whole quarter’snbsp;rent allowed towards anbsp;new pump



1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 John Edward Oldfield, Esq., Ffarm, Abergele Denbigh Carnarvon Flint 1000 acres 1 p.c., May 1886; 10 p.c., Dec. 1886 ; 10 p.c. in 1887 ;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10 p.c. in 1888 ; 5 p.c. 1892 ; 5 p.c., May 1893 ^•ome nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... T. D, Thomas, Esq., Bank House, Stourbridge Denbigh Flint 34C4 acres. ?868 . Large sums in abatement and reductions Never raised a rent. Permanent nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;reductions, ?107 Os. 2J., exclusive of occasional allowances Mrs. 'VVyunc Yorkc, Dyf-fryu Aled, Abergele 4200 acres. Less than ?3000 Permanent reduction of 10 p.c. Denbigh Mrs. Mainwariiig, Oallt-faenan, Trefnaiit, Denbighshire Denbigh 8900 acres. ?8000 1886-87, 10 p.c.; 1888-89-90, 15 p.c. ; ^Michaelmas 1892, 10nbsp;p.c. and tithes ; Lady' Daynbsp;1893, 5 to 10 p.c. and tithes On three or four farms . Duncan Miller, Esq., Gla-naber, Abcgele 100 acres. ?7l 10 p.c. in bad seasons By ;unonnt of tithe which equals 12^ p.c. roughly Denbigh Mrs.'W'illiams-'VYynn,Ccfn, St. Asaph Denbigh Carnarvon Flint 2000 acres. ?2300 (including cottages and accommodation land) 1886- 89, 15 p.c. ; Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. ; 1898, 15 p.c. Oil three farms in last leu years W. Kerr, Esq., Maesmor, Corwen Denbigh Montgomery 2100 acres About 10 p.c. annually. Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. ; Lady

Day 1893, 10 p.c. 10 p.c. Denbigh. 20 p.c. Montgomery Richard James, Esq., solicitor, Dyffryn, Aur, Llanrwst Denbighshire. Carnarvonshire Cardiganshire 564 acres. ?363 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1892, 8' p.c. ?41, including farms purchased W. D. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Griffith, Esq., Garn, Trefiiant, R.S.O., Denbighshire Denbigh Flint 2225 acres. Rental in 1883, ?2060 Total amount allowed in abatements, f.c.,rent remitted from 1883 to 1892 inclusive, ?871nbsp;3s. 9rf. Total Total amount of reductions of rent, from 1883 to 1892 iiiclusivc,takjngnbsp;rents of 1883 as thenbsp;standard,?154712s. 4r/. ? s. d. 1547 12 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;4 871 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;3nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;9 2418 16 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 An annual average reduction over the ten years of about Ilf p.c. But the actual current rate of reduction is muchnbsp;more, as in some cases abatements and reductioii.s did notnbsp;commence until 1885, so an average back to 1883 givesnbsp;a false idea of present rate of reduction Observations as to Rise and Fall of Kent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;1'etiod of 50 Years Xo re-valuation, but some rents raised in 50 years No re-valuation i years, nor rents No re-valuation as a whole in 50 years. Rental hasnbsp;been reduced Some rents have been raised in 50 years No increase in 50 years A re-valuation within 50 years. Some rents raised Had in March 1893 received no rent for 1892 II 50 raised So far as I can trace, there has been no valuation ofnbsp;the estate for generations ; certainly none fornbsp;90

years. No rent on the estate has been raised so far backnbsp;as can be traced, exceptnbsp;in the case of two farmsnbsp;near Rhyl, which werenbsp;raised from very oldnbsp;rents, one in 1809 andnbsp;the other in 1880, onnbsp;reletting tofresh tenants;nbsp;since 1884 both havenbsp;been reduced to the previous rents



DENBIGHSHIRE—[continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the Couuty innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 John Edward Oldfield, Esq., Pfarm, Abergele Denbigh Carnarvon Flint 1000 acres 1 p.c.. May 1886; 10 p.c., Dec. 1886 ; 10 p.c. in 1887 ; 10nbsp;p.c. ill 1888 ; 5 p.c. 1892 ; 5nbsp;p.c., May 1893 •Some .... T. D. Thomas, Esq., Rank House, Stourbridge Denbigh Flint 34C4 acres. ?868 . Large sums in abatement and reductions Never raised a rent. Permanent nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;reductions, ?107 05. 2d., exclusive of occasional allowances Mrs. TTyiine Yorke, Dyf-fryn Aled, Abergele 4200 acres. Less than ?3000 Permanent reduction of 10 p.c. Denbigh Mrs. Mainwaring, Gallt-faenan, Trefnant, Denbighshire Denbigh 3900 acres. ?3000 1886-87, 10 p.c. ; 1888-89-90, 15 p.e. ; 3[ichaelmas 1892, 10nbsp;p.c. and tithes ; J.lt;ady Daynbsp;1893, 5 to 10 p.c. and tithes On three or four farms . Duncan INliller, Esq., Gla-naber, Abegele 100 acres. ?74 10 p.c. in bad seasons By amount of tithe which equals 12|- p.c. roughly Denbigh Mrs.Wi]liams-'VVynn,Cefii, St. Asaph Denbigh Carnarvon Flint 2000 acres. ?2300 (including cottages and accommodation land) 1886- 89, 15 p.c. ; Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. ; 1893, 15 p.c. On three farms in last ten years W. Kerr, Esq., Maesmor, Corwen Denbigh Montgomery 2100 acres About 10 p.c. annually. Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. ;

Lady Day 1893, 10 p.c. 10 p.c. Denbigh. 20 p.c. Montgomery Richard James, Esq., solicitor, Dyffryn, Aur, Llanrwst Denbighshire. Carnarvonshire Cardiganshire 564 acres. ?363 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1802, SI p.c. ?41, including farms purchased W. D. W. Griffith, Esq., Gam, Trefnant, R.S.O.,nbsp;Denbighshire Denbigh Flint 2225 acres. Rental in 1883, ?2060 Total amount allowed in abatements, i.e., rent remitted from 1883 to 1892 inclusive, ?871nbsp;3s. ^d. Total Total amount of reductions of rent, from 1883 to 1892 inclusive,takingnbsp;rents of 1883 as thenbsp;standard, ?154712s. 4 J. ? s. d. 1547 12 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;4 871 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;3nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;9 2418 16 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 An annual average reduction over tbo ten years of about Ilf p.c. But the actual current rate of reduction is muchnbsp;more, as in some cases abatements and reductions did notnbsp;commence until 1885, so an average back to 1883 givesnbsp;a false idea of present rate of reduction Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Pen'od of 50 Years Xo re-vahiation, but some rents raised in 50 years No re-valuation as a whole in 50 years. Rental hasnbsp;been reduced Some rents have been raised in 50 years No increase in 50 years Xo re-valuation in 50 years, nor rents raisednbsp;as a whole A re-valuation within 50 years. Some rents raised Had in March 1893 received no rent for 1892 So far as I can trace, there has been no valuation ofnbsp;the estate for generations ; certainly none

fornbsp;90 years. No rent on the estate has been raised so far backnbsp;as can be traced, exceptnbsp;in the case of two farmsnbsp;near Rhyl, which werenbsp;raised from very oldnbsp;rents, one in 18(i9 andnbsp;the other in 1880, onnbsp;relettiugtofresh tenants;nbsp;since 1884 both havenbsp;been reduced to the previous rents



DENBIGHSHIRE—[continved). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated John Jilackwall, Esq., Hendre, Llanrwst Denbigh Sir Theodore Martin, K.C.B., Bryntisilio,nbsp;Llangollen Denbigh W. Bostock, Esq., Plas Euryn, Cohvyn Bay Denbigh Carnarvon Trustees of the late Mrs. Godfrey, Brjnestyn,nbsp;Wrexham Denbigh William Jones, Esq., Mina-fon, Celwyn Denbigh chiefly Meilir Owen, Esq., Myee-vin, Denbigh Denbigh Simon Yorke, Esq., Erddig Park, Wrexham Denbigh William Corbet Yale, Esq., Plas-yn-Yale, Corwen Denbigh H. R. Hughes, Esq., Kin-mel, Abergele Denbigh Flint Carnarvon 2 3 4 Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 About 270 acres. ?418, or with tithe ?449 I8.s\ 15 p.c, 1892, 15 p.c,, and gave each tenant ? 5 All farms About 1100 acres. moO 10 p.c. for some years (farmers then said tliey did not want it).nbsp;10 p.c. again in 1892 None .... 500 acres (niostlylnhand) 20 p.c. to a tenant under notice for live years (unsanitarynbsp;house) who would not go, butnbsp;be has since left, and givennbsp;liim a year’s rent None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... About 8000 acres . 10 p.c. since 1879 10 p.c, siuce 1885 . 300 acres 10 p.c. since 1879 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. j 10 p.c. since 1885 . 550 acres. ?868 . Since 1883 amounting to ?162 10.9., and 1892, last half, 10nbsp;p.c. ?32 per annum 800 acres 10 p.c...... On one farm . K xc lud

ing nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;demos ne lands, holdings, lands under 2 acres, flourmill and cottages 823 acres. ?590 Within the last 8 years ?61, more than 10 p.c. on rental;nbsp;besides Michaelmas 1892, 10nbsp;p.c. ; and Lady Day 1893, 10nbsp;p.c. ?65 2s. on a rental of ?486 16,223 acres. ?19,400 . j 1885-89, 10 p.c. ; 1892, 10 p.c. to all tenants above ?10, andnbsp;special allowance to sufferersnbsp;from floods. 10 p.c. con-1 tinned in 1893nbsp;i 1 ? Very considerable on Lleweni and Glany-w’crn, but less on Kin-mel, which is on oldnbsp;and low valuation. Thenbsp;total reduction is ?1000nbsp;per annum Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Fall of rent since the period named No re-valuationor increase of rent in 50 years No re-valuation or increase of rent in 50 years ; butnbsp;on thcother handa largenbsp;reduction No re-valuation or increase in owner’s time. Henbsp;purchased Re - valuation in 1879 showed rental too Ion-,nbsp;but remained unaltered;nbsp;one farm increased onnbsp;change of tenancynbsp;(One of my tenants holdsnbsp;at ?1 per acre, and paysnbsp;?3 an acre for land adjoining) Fall of rent since the period named Rc-valnation in 1879 showed rental too low,nbsp;hut remained unaltered.nbsp;One farm increased onnbsp;change of tenancy Rental 1867, ?597 ; decrease ?7. Field valuation 1822, ?590 ; 823 acres, when only 19nbsp;acres of w’heat and 8nbsp;acres of barley werenbsp;grown on the estate, thenbsp;remainder being

oatsnbsp;and pasture. Valuer,nbsp;James Boydell, ofnbsp;Chester, only describesnbsp;one house as “in goodnbsp;repair ” No re-valuation in 50 years ; no increases ofnbsp;rent in owner^s time.nbsp;Rentals of 1812 shownbsp;rents to have been considerably higher thannbsp;now



DENBIGHSHIRE—{cmitinved). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 John Blackwall, Esq., Hcndre, Llaurwst About 270 acres. ?418, or with tithe ?449 18s, 15 p.c. 1892, 15 p.c., and gave each tenant ?5 All farms Denbigh Sir Theodore Martin, K.O.B.,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Rryntisilio, Llangollen About 1100 acres. ?400 10 p.c. for some years (farmers then said they did not want it).nbsp;10 p.c. again in 1892 None .... Denbigh W. Rostock, Esq., Plas Euryn, Colwyn Bay Denbigh Carnarvon 500 acres (mostlj^inhand) 20 p.c. to a tenant under notice for live years (unsanitarj'nbsp;house) who would not go, butnbsp;he has since left, and givennbsp;liim a year’s rent None .... Simon Yorke, Esq., Erddig I*ark, Wrexham About 3000 acres . 10 p.c. since 1879 10 p.c. siuce 1885 . Denbigh nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;| Trustees of the late Mrs. Godfrey,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Brjnestyn, Wrexham 300 acres 10 p.c. since 1879 10 p.c. since 1885 . Denbigh William Jones,Esq.,Mina-fon, Celwyn Denbigh chiefly 550 acres. ?368 . Since 1883 amounting to ?162 10s., and 1892, last half, 10nbsp;p.c. ?32 per annum Meilir Owen, Esq., Myse-vin, Denbigh 800 acres 10 p.c...... On one farm . Denbigh William Corbet Yale, Esq., Plas-yn-Yale, Corwen Denbigh Excluding nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;demesne lands, holdings, lands under 2 acres, flourmill and cottages 823

acres. ?590 Within the last 8 years ?61, more than 10 p.c. on rental;nbsp;besides Michaelmas 1892, 10nbsp;p.c. ; and Lady Day 1893, 10nbsp;p.c. ?65 2s. on a rental of ?486 H. R. Hughes, Esq., Kin-niel, Abergele Denbigh Flint Carnarvon 16,223 acres. ?19,400 . 1885-89, 10 p.c. ; 1892, 10 p.c. to all tenants above ?10, andnbsp;special allowance to sufferersnbsp;from floods. 10 p.c. con-! tinuedinl893 Very considerable on Lleweni and Glany-w^ern, but less on Kin-mel, which is on oldnbsp;and low valuation. Thenbsp;total reduction is ?1000nbsp;per annum Observations as to Rise and Ball of Rent, ^'oing fornbsp;tbe most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Fall of rent since the period named Nore-valuationor increase of rent in 50 years No re-valuation or increase of rent in 50 years ; butnbsp;on theother handa largenbsp;reduction No re-valuation or increase in owner’s time. Henbsp;pnrcbased Re - valuation in 1879 showed rental too low,nbsp;but remained unaltered;nbsp;one farm increased onnbsp;change of tenancynbsp;(One of my tenants holdsnbsp;at per acre, and paysnbsp;?3 an acre for land adjoining) Fall of rent since the period named Re-valuation in 1879 showed rental too low,nbsp;but remained unaltered.nbsp;One farm increased onnbsp;change of tenancy Rental 1867, ?597 ; decrease ?7. Field valuation 1822, ?590 ; 823 acres, when only 19nbsp;acres of wheat and 8nbsp;acres of barley werenbsp;grown on the estate, thenbsp;remainder being oatsnbsp;and pasture. Valuer,nbsp;James Boy

dell, ofnbsp;Chester, only describesnbsp;one house as “in goodnbsp;repair ” No re-valuation in 50 years ; no increases ofnbsp;rent in owner^s time.nbsp;Rentals of 1812 shownbsp;rents to have been considerably higher thannbsp;now



J^amc and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Colonel Bonnor, Bryn y Gwalia, Oswestrynbsp;Denbigh Capt. John C. Best, Vivod, Llangollennbsp;Denbigh Henry B. Sandbach, Esq., Hafodunos, Abergele Denbigh CarnarvonDENBICtHSHIRE—(confimied). 2 3 4 Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 2200 acres. ?1400 10 p.c. in bad years; Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. on all farms above ?20 rent Some .... 670 acres Several ..... In several eases 10, 7, and 5 p.c. Sept. 1886 to March 1889, 10 p.c. ; Sept. 1889, 6 p.c. ?99 (besides a reduction since 1872 of ?50) 6000 acres. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?3000 about Many since 1883 in individual cases, general percentage disapproved; 1892, last audit, 5 to 26 p.c.; 1893, ?100 given back in 6 cases Considerable, varying from 10 to 40 p.c., andnbsp;in several cases ownernbsp;has undertaken tithenbsp;rout charge withoutnbsp;any addition to rent.nbsp;(Since above) 8 farmsnbsp;reduced by ?134nbsp;Permanentnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;reduction since 1883 is ?543,orl7 p.c. on former rental. Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No inereaso in 50 years No rc-valuationsince 1830. No rent raised exceptnbsp;for drainage or newnbsp;buildings. Ko rentnbsp;raised at all for 20 years Rents lower than formerly, and 7-3- p.c. below revaluation made by annbsp;independent valuer innbsp;1875

Norc-valuatiou or increase of rent in 50 years Trustees of the late Captain Craven, Burton Hall Estate, Denbigh Denbigh Flint George Rooper, Esq., Nas-cott House, Watford Denbigh John Robert Burton, Esq., Minora Hall, Wrexham Denbigh Trustees of the late E. O. Moulsdalc, Esq., Llan-wrst Denbigh Charles William Town-shend, Esq., Trevalyn, Rossett, R.S.O. Denbigh Colonel S. P. Lynes, Derby House, Colchester Denbigh Merioneth 665 acres. ?819 . 1879 and 1880, 10 p.c. allowed ; 1892, abatement as before About 850 acres. Farms about 15s. per acre None asked nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... 600 acres In special cases according to merits 1500 acres, ?862 agricultural 1885-87, 10 p.c.; nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1888 and 1889, 5 p.c.; 1892, 10 p.c. 1300 acres. ?1480. In special cases often. My practice bas been to expendnbsp;sums in bones and drainagenbsp;rather than iu abatements 5200 acres. ?1600, iii-cludiug house and shooting 10 p.c. since 1883 ; 10 p.c. last half 1892 ; 10 p.c. first halfnbsp;1893 1886, ?218 ; 1893, 20 p.c. allowed on two farmsnbsp;to be expended onnbsp;bones, manures, ornbsp;drainage Two farms, 10 p.c. Five cases, 16 p.c., 22 p.c. 15 p.c., 8 p.c., andnbsp;11 p.c. On farms ?50 None All permanently reduced iu 1888 at least 10 p.c. No increase made that I am aware of for 50 yearsnbsp;except for new buildings,nbsp;where in some cases interest has been charged No re-valuation or increase in 50 years Re-valuation reduced receipts. Large farms lower than in 1831 No re-v'aluation or

increase in 50 years Re-valuatlo 1887, rents reduced in most cases,nbsp;but increased in a few



Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), iving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and RentalDENBIü^HSHIRE— Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and P^all of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Colonel Bonnor, Bryn y Gwalia, Oswestrynbsp;Denbigh John Burton, Esq., The Old Parsonage, Gresford Capt. John C. Best, Vivod, Llangollennbsp;Denbigh Henry B. Sandbacb, Esq., Hafodunos, Abergele Denbigh Carnaryon 2200 acres. ?1400 670 acres SOOO acres, about ?3000 10 p.c. in bad years; Michaelmas 1892,10 p.c. on all farms above ?20 rent Several Sept. 1885 to March 1889, 10 p.c. ; Sept. 1889, 5 p.c. Many since 1883 in individual cases, general percentage disapproved; 1892, last audit,nbsp;5 to 25 p.c. ; 1893, ?100 givennbsp;back in 6 cases Some 111 several cases 10, 7, and 5 p.c. ?99 (besides a reduction since 1872 of ?50) Considerable, varying from 10 to 40 p.c., andnbsp;in several cases ownernbsp;has undertaken tithenbsp;rent charge withoutnbsp;any addition to rent.nbsp;(Since above) 8 farmsnbsp;reduced by ?134nbsp;Permanent reductionnbsp;since 1883is?543,orl7nbsp;p.c. on former rental. No increase in 50 years Rents lower than formerly, and p c. below revaluation made by annbsp;independent valuer innbsp;1875 Nore-valuatiou or increase of rent in 50 years No rc-valuatiou since 1830. No rent raised exceptnbsp;for drainage or

newnbsp;buildings. No rentnbsp;raisedatall for 20 years Trustees of the late Captain Craven, Burton Hall Estate, Denbigh Denbigh Flint 665 acres. ?819 . 1879 and 1880, 10 p.c. allowed ; 1892, abatement as before 1886, ?218 ; 1893, 20 p.c. allowed on two farmsnbsp;to be expended onnbsp;bones, manures, ornbsp;drainage George Rooper, Esq.,Nas-cott House, AVatford Denbigh About 850 acres. Farms about 15s. per acre None asked nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Two farms, 10 p.c. John Robert Burton, Esq., Minera Hall, AYrexham Denbigh 600 acres In special cases according to merits Five cases, 16 p.c., 22 p.c. 16 p.c., 8 p.c., andnbsp;11 p.c. Trustees of the late R. 0. Moulsdale, Esq., Llan-wrst Denbigh 1600 acres. ?862 agricultural 1885-87, 10 p.c.; nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1888 and 1889, 5 p.c.; 1892, 10 p.c. On farms ?50 Charles AA^illiam Town-shend, Esq., Trcvalyn, Rossett, R.S.0. Denbigh 1300 acres. ?1450. In special cases often. My practice has been to expendnbsp;sums in bones and drainagenbsp;rather than in abatements None nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Colonel S. P. Lyncs, Derby 5200 acres. ?1600, in 10 p.c. since 1883 ; 10 p.c. last All permanently reduced House, Colchester Denbigh Slerioneth cluding house aud shooting half 1892 ; 10 p.c. first half 1803 in 1888 at least 10 p.c. No increase made that I iim aware of for 50 yearsnbsp;except fornew buildings,nbsp;where in some cases interest has been charged No re-valuation or increase in 50 years Re-valuation reduced receipts. Large farms lower than in

1831 No re-valuation or increase in 50 years Re-valuatio 1887, rents reduced in most cases,nbsp;but increased in a few



DENBIGHSHIRE—(cow^wiwet^). Name and Address of Owoer, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Rev. R. Jones Roberts, Pool Quay A'icarage,nbsp;Welshpool Denbigh Merionethnbsp;(Trust Estate)nbsp;Carnarvon Major Tottenham, Plas Berwyn, Llangollen Denbigh Merioneth The late Charles Town-shend, Esq., Upton Bank, Chester Denbigh Merioneth Capt. Conwy Rowley Conwy, Bodrhyddan,nbsp;Rhuddlan, R.S.O.; Sirnbsp;Edward Bates, Bart.,nbsp;Gyrn Castle, Llanasa ;nbsp;H. D. Pochin, Esq.,nbsp;Bodnant, Eglwysbach,nbsp;R.S.0.; the representatives of the late Richd.nbsp;Hemming, Esq., Caer-han, Conway Flint Denbigh Carnarvon Montgomery About 1500 acres. ?7^0 Trust Estate About 400 acres. ?204 6000 acres 1000 acres. ?842, not purely agricultural ] 9,000 acres Paid tithe in lieu of 10 p.c. came to rather more, in somenbsp;cases a good deal more thannbsp;10 p.c.; 5 p.c. additional givennbsp;at last two audits Trust Estate None generally. Tithe paid for one tenant for a few halfnbsp;years Often 10 to 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, 15 p.c.; Lady Day 1898,nbsp;15 p.c. 10 to 15 p.c. generally 1885-88, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1889, Lady Day 1890,Michaelmas 1891, Lady Day 1892,nbsp;5 p.c. ; Michaelmas 1892,nbsp;10 p.c. I have had very little alteration since

1870,nbsp;merely one farm slightlynbsp;reduced, and I believe innbsp;my father’s time, thatnbsp;what rise there has been,nbsp;has been principally duenbsp;to altered boundaries,nbsp;drainage interest, ornbsp;possibly in one or twonbsp;cases, too much moneynbsp;having been spent innbsp;improving the farm.nbsp;Sometimes the samenbsp;rent is paid as 60 yearsnbsp;ago, and more, and innbsp;others actually less, asnbsp;Esgairebrill, 1844, ?70;nbsp;1872 to 1893, ?60 Trust Estate I cannot tell when the renlswere fixed, out thenbsp;owner was made a wardnbsp;in Chancery in 1858,nbsp;and there has been no 21 farms permanently, and many for a term ofnbsp;years 1890, ?80 about, and tithe allowed on fournbsp;farms On four farms; no other reductions asked change since then, and probably for some limenbsp;before that Knowledge limited to 1878; no rents raised since Rents are now as in 1876 ; but titbe is now paidnbsp;by landlord instead ofnbsp;tenant in most instances.nbsp;There was a re-valuationnbsp;in 1877, and some rentsnbsp;were raised, but this hasnbsp;not been adhered to Have not known tlie estates 50 years



DENBIGHSHIKE—(coH^mwec/). 1 Kame and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;I’roperty is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 Rev. R. Jones Roberts, About 1500 acres. ?730 Paid tithe in lieu of 10 p.c. Pool Quay Alcarage, came to rather more, in some Welshpool Trust Estate cases a good deal more than 10 p.c.; 5 p.c. additional given Denbigh at last two audits Merioneth About 400 acres. ?204 (Trust Estate) Carnarvon Trust Estate Kone generally. Tithe paid for one tenant for a few half years ! 1 i 1 1 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Major Tottenham, Plas Berwyn, Llangollen Denbigh Merioneth The late Charles Town* shend. Esq., Uptonnbsp;Bank, Chester Denbigh Merioneth Capt. Conwy Rowley Conwy, Bodrhyddan,nbsp;Rhuddlan, R.S.0.; Sirnbsp;Edward Bates, Bart.,nbsp;Gyrn Castle, Llanasa ;nbsp;H. D. Pochin, Esq.,nbsp;Bodnant, Eglwysbach,nbsp;R.S.0.; the representatives of the late Richd.nbsp;Hemming, Esq., Caer-han, Con^s’ay Flint Denbigh Carnarvon Montgomery Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, goiu‘*‘ fornbsp;tlie most Pjirt ov’cr anbsp;Period of 50 Years I have had very little alteration since 1870,nbsp;merely one farm slightlynbsp;reduced, and I believe innbsp;my father’s time, thatnbsp;what rise there has been,nbsp;has been principally duenbsp;to altered boundaries,nbsp;drainage interest, ornbsp;possibly in one or twonbsp;cases, too much moneynbsp;having been spent

innbsp;improving the farm.nbsp;Sometimes the samenbsp;rent is paid as 50 yearsnbsp;ago, and more, and innbsp;others actually less, aanbsp;Esgairebrill, 1844, ?70 ;nbsp;1872 to 1893, ?60 Trust Estate I cannot tell when the rents were fixed, but thenbsp;owner was made a wardnbsp;ill Chancery in 1858,nbsp;and there has been nogt;lt;1 Often 10 to 5 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1892, ISp.c.; Lady Day 1898,nbsp;15 p.c. 21 farms permanently, and many for a term ofnbsp;years change since then, and probably for some timenbsp;before that Knowledge limited to 187 8; no rents raised since 1000 acres. ?842, not purely agricultural 19,000 acres 10 to 15 p.c. generally 1885-88, 10 p.c.; Michaelmas, 1889, Lady Day 1890,Michaelmas 1891, Lady Day 1892,nbsp;5 p.c. ; Michaelmas 1892,nbsp;10 p.c. 1890, ?80 about, and tithe allowed on fournbsp;farms Oil four farms; no other reductions asked Rents are now as in 1876 ; but tithe is now paidnbsp;by landlord instead ofnbsp;tenant in most instances.nbsp;There was a re-valuationnbsp;in 1877, and some rentsnbsp;were raised, but this hasnbsp;not been adhered to Have not known the estates 50 years



DENBIGHSHIRE— 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Major Heaton, Plas Heaton, Trcfnant Denbigh Sir George A. Cayley, Bart., Llannerch Park,nbsp;St. Asaph Denbigh Flint. A. T. Jebb, Esq., The I.yth, Ellesmere Denbigh Sir Roger H. Palmer, Part., Cefn I'ark, Wrexham Denbigh Flint Lord Newborough, Glyn-llifon, Carnarvon Denbigli Merioneth Rev. B. Jones-Batemau, Pentreuiawr, Abergele Denbigh Peter Ormrod, Esq., Pen-ylun, Ruabon Denbigh Sir John IT. Puleston, 2, Whitehall Court, Loudon, S.W. Denbigh Lord Bagot, Blithfield, Rugeley Denbigh Merioneth Richard Kerfoot, Esep, Gwyiifryu, Abergele Denbigh 1200 acres. ?1640 2040 acres. ?2632 About 1380 acres. ?900 (or about), after deducting the tithe paidnbsp;by me 850 acres. ?1120 5873 acres. ?2175. 1600 acres. ?1800 250 acres. ?500, about . 19,000 acres. ?7496 (including sporting rents and partly furnishednbsp;houses) 10 acres. ?80 Mostly low rented, on lease; 10 p.c. to all others in depressed times, amounting tonbsp;about ?80 per annum Many ; in some cases, 25 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892, from 10 tonbsp;15 p.c.; 1893, 10 p.c. on rentnbsp;and tithe; in some cases, 15nbsp;p.c., and in one 20 p.c. 5 p.c. to two tenants (on rents of ?155 and ?65

respectively)nbsp;for payment within one calendar month of rents becomingnbsp;due 1886-89, lOp.c.; 1892, last half, 10 p.c. Being low rented and on lease, very few permanent reductions 1876-86, by ?575; 1892 one reduction of ?20 None, except payment of tithe by landlord instead of tenant in certain cases, being a difference ill one case ofnbsp;from ?30 to ?40 innbsp;favour of tenant 10 p.c. on three mountain farms 1886-88, 10 p.c.; 1892, second | None half, 15 p.c. Some In bone and manure, 10 p.c., and for the last two yearsnbsp;10 p.c. in addition to thenbsp;above 10 to 20 p.c., in one case to tenant who bid within lOOZ.nbsp;of owner at time of purchase,nbsp;and on the larger farm, whichnbsp;the tenant elected to take onnbsp;lease for 14 years, liberal deductions made In various cases, Michaelmas 1892,10 p.c.; Lady Day, 1893,nbsp;10 p.c.; Michaelmas 1893, 10 p.c. None No remote information Nore-valuationin 50 years. Rents are calculated fornbsp;good and bad years Re-valuation (1887) would have justified increase,nbsp;but none made in 60nbsp;years No re-valuation or rent raised for 100 years Some None In some cases None No rc-valuation and no increase of rent in 50 years No re-valuation or increase in 50 years No re-valuation in 50 years known. No rent raisednbsp;since purchase, 20 yearsnbsp;ago 1866. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Re-valuations showed farms to be underlet, but rents were not raised No re-valuation or increase of 50 years



DENBIGHSHIRE—{contimted). 1 Ifame aud Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;-which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years 3Iajor Heaton, Plas Heaton, Trefnant Denbigh Sir George A. Cayley, Bart., Llannerch I*ark,nbsp;St. Asaph Denbigh Flint. A. T. Jebb, Esq., The lyth, Ellesmere Denbigh Sir Roger H. Palmer, Bart., Cefn Park, Wrexham Denbigh Flint Lord Newborough, Glyn-llifon, Carnarvon Denbigh Merioneth Rev. B. Jones-Batemau, Pentreuiawr, Ahergelc Denbigh 1’oter Ormrod, Esq., Peii-ylan, Ruahou Denbigh Sir John II. Puleston, 2, Whitehall Court, Loudon, S.W. Denbigh Lord Bagot, Blithfleld, Rugeley Denbigh Merioneth Richard Kevfoot, Esq., Gwynfryn, Abergele Denbigh 1200 acres. ?1640 2040 acres. ?2632 About 1380 acres. ?900 (or about), after deducting tlie tithe paidnbsp;by me 850 acres. ?1120 5873 acres. ?2175. 1600 acres. ?1800 250 acres. ?500, about . 19,000 acres. ?7496 (including sporting rents and partly furnishednbsp;houses) 10 acres. ?80 Mostly low rented, on lease; 10 p.c. to all others in depressed times, amounting tonbsp;about ?80 per annum Many ; in some cases, 25 p.c.; 3Iichaolmas 1892, from 10 tonbsp;15 p.c.; 1893, 10 p.c. on rentnbsp;and tithe; in some cases, 15nbsp;p.c., and in one 20 p.c. 5 p.c. to two tenants (on rents of ?155 and ?65

respectively)nbsp;for payment within one calendar month of rents becomingnbsp;due 1886-89, 10 p.c.; 1892, last half, 10 p.c. 1886-88, 10 p.c. ; 1892, second half, 15 p.c. Some In bone and manure, 10 p.c., and for the last two yearsnbsp;10 p.c. in addition to tbenbsp;above 10 to 20 p.c., in one case to tenant who bid within 100/.nbsp;of owner at time of purchase,nbsp;and on the larger farm, whichnbsp;the tenant elected to take onnbsp;lease for 14 years, liberal deductions made In various cases, Michaelmas 1892, lOp.c. ; Lady Day, 1893,nbsp;10 p.c.; Michaelmas 1893,nbsp;10 p.c. Being low rented and on lease, very few permanent reductions 1876-86, by ?575; 1892 one reduction of ?20 None, except payment of tithe by landlord instead of tenant in certain cases, being a difference in one ca.se ofnbsp;from ?30 to ?40 innbsp;favour of tenant 10 p.c. on three mountain farms None Some None In some cases None No remote information Nore-valuationin 50 years. Rents are calculated fornbsp;good and bad years Re-valuation (1887) would have justitied increase,nbsp;but none made in 60nbsp;years No re-valuation or rent raised for 100 years No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 50 years No re-valuationoriiicrease in 50 years No re-valuation inSOyears known. No rent raisednbsp;since inirchase, 20 yearsnbsp;ago 1866. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Re-valuations show'cd flirms to be underlet, but rents were not raised No re-valuation or increase of 50 years



DENBIGHSHIRE—{continued). Name aad Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Sir Watkin Williams. Wynn, Bart., Wynn-stay, Ruabon Denbigh Flint Montgomery Merioneth Salop Cardigan Colonel Hugh K. Hughes, Ystrad, Denbigh Denbigh Flint Richard Methven Roberts, Esq., Plasyngreen, Denbigh Denbigh 1800 acres. ?2451 607a. Ir. 23p. ?602 i Capt. T. A. Wynn Edwards, Park Cottage, Denbigh Denbigh Flint 2600 acres, (about) Rev. Canon Haygarth, The Vicarage, Wimbledon Denbigh Merioneth Carnarvon Denbigh Flint John Jones, Esq., BIoss-fields, Whitchurch Denbigh Mrs. McEwen, Peiirallt, Abergele Denbigh Colonel Henry Howard, Wygfair, St. Asaph Denbigh Flint 300 acres. ?306 75 acres. ?50 1530 acres. ?1792 137,025 acres. ?46,798 1100/. 1820 acres. ?1800 450 acres. ?96 (mountain chiefly) 3885 acres. ?3666 agricultural (including accommodation land) 3 4 Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Allowed 1885 to 1890, aud special allowances, Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. In many cases. 1892, one reduction of ?50,nbsp;some minor From time to time as was considered advisable Very considerable reductions, in several cases up to ?25 p.c. Michaelmas 1885 to Michaelmas 1889, 10 p.c. Michaelmasnbsp;1892 to Lady Day 1893, 10nbsp;p.c. Michaelmas 1893 to Ladynbsp;Day 1894, 5 p.c. Specialnbsp;allowance of half-year’s rentnbsp;in one case to meet lossesnbsp;sustained

Michaelmas 1887 ?103 45..... 1886-90, 10 p.c. on all farms above ?20, also Lady Daynbsp;rental 1893 15 p.c. on all farms above ?20, aud 10 p.c. on all below thatnbsp;aniouuL on ^lichaelmas rentalnbsp;1893 and Lady Day 1894 cm four farms 10 p.c. for four years after 1883, and the same since Lady Daynbsp;1892. For four years afternbsp;1883, 10 p.c. Several considerable reductions 1885-89, 10 p.c. Since, 5 p.c. Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. On several farms 1892, 10 p.c. ?15 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Some. 1892, 10 p.c. Tota 16 p.c..... 1 26 p.c. Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the mo.st Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No general re-valuatiou, but some increases ofnbsp;rent, never on sittingnbsp;tenant or his family offer No re-valuation and no increase of individualnbsp;rent in 50 years Re-valuation iu 1874 showed higher rentability, but rents notnbsp;raised No re-valuation or rise in rent in 50 years Twenty years ago tenant for life reduced rentsnbsp;to avoid expense ofnbsp;repairs. Repairs donenbsp;and rents brought backnbsp;to original figure



1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Sir 'VVatkin Williams-Wynu, Bart., Wynn-stay, Kuabou Denbigh Flint Montgomery Merioneth Salop Cardigan Colonel Hugh R. Hughes, Ystrad, Denbigh Denbigh Flint Richard Methven Roberts, Esq., Plasyngreen, Denbigh Denbigh DENBIGHSHIRE—[continued). 137,025 acres. ?46,798 , 60ra. Ir. 23p. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?602 85. 3 4 Temporary Abatements since 1883 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Allowed 1885 to 1890, and special allowances, Michaelmas 1882, 15 p.c. In many cases. 1892, one reduction of ?60,nbsp;some minor From time to time as was considered advisable Very considerable reductions, in several cases up to ?26 p.c. Michaelmas 1885 to Michaelmas 1889, 10 p.c. Michaelmasnbsp;1892 to Lady Day 1893, 10nbsp;p.c. Michaelmas 1893 to Ladynbsp;Day 1894, ö p.c. Specialnbsp;allowance of half-year’s rentnbsp;in one case to meet lossesnbsp;suslained Michaelmas 1887 ?103 45..... Ob.servations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No general re-valuatioii, but some increases ofnbsp;rent, never on sittingnbsp;tenant or his family No particular remarks to offer 1800 acre.s. ?2451 Capt. T. A. Wynu Edwards, Park Cottage, Denbigh Denbigh Flint 2600 acres. 1100/. I (about) 1886-90, 10 p.c, on all farms above ?20, also Lady Daynbsp;rental 1893 16 p.c. on all farms above ?20, and 10 p.c. on all below

thatnbsp;amount on Jlicliaclmas rentalnbsp;1893 and Lady Day 1894 (.)n four farms Rev. Canon Haygartli, The ?\’icarage, Wimbledon Denbigh Merioneth 1820 acres. ?1800 450 acres. ?96 (mountain chiefly) 10 p.c. for four years after 1883, and the same since Lady Daynbsp;1892. For four years afternbsp;1883, 10 p.c. Several considerable re-ductiouvs ? ? ? * Carnarvon Denbigh Flint 3885 acres. ?3666 agricultural nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;(including accommodation land) 1885-89, 10 p.c. Since, 5 p.c. Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. On several farms . John Jones, Esq., Moss-fields, Whitchurch 300 acres. ?306 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1892, 10 p.c. Denbigh Mrs. McEwen, Penrallt, Abergele 75 acres. ?50 ?15 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.... Denbigh Colonel Henry Howard, Wygfair, St. Asaph 1530 acres, ?1792 Some. 1892, 10 p.c. Total 16 p.c..... 26 p.c. Denbigh Flint No re-valuation and no increase of individualnbsp;rent in 50 years Ke-valuation in J874 showed higher rentability, but rents notnbsp;raised No re-valuation or rise in rent in 50 years Twenty years ago tenant for life reduced rentsnbsp;to avoid expense ofnbsp;repairs. Repairs donenbsp;and rents brought backnbsp;to original figuregt;lt;!



1DENBIG??SHIRE—{continued). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving- first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Sir Kobert A. Cunliffe, Part., Acton Park,Wrexham Denbigh 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Rermaiient Reductions since 1883 2200 acres. ?3215 ex- 1887-89, to all tenants except ?200 .... elusive of residential recent takers, 10 p.c. March property 1892, 10 p.c. Nov. 1893, 10 p.c. Observations as to Rise and Fall of Kent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Rental as in 1860 MONTGOMERYSHIRE. Captain D. H. Mytton, Garth, Welshpool ilontgomcry Major Henry Lloyd, Pils-ford Hall, Northampton Montgomery 3300 acres. ?4489 10 p.c...... 10 p.c. in many instances 28-5 acres. ?300 . 15 p.c. for three years prior to 23 p.c. oil one farm (?211 1892. Michaelmas 1892, 15 to ?162) from Septem- p.c. to farm tenants in bone ber 1887 manure but not to cottagers No tenant’s rent was raised when prices werenbsp;good, and the i)er-inanent fall in value ofnbsp;rent is in my opinionnbsp;10 p.c. in addition tonbsp;temporary abatement No I’e-valuation and no increase of rent in 50nbsp;years The Right Hon. the Earl of Powis, Powis Castle,nbsp;Welshpool Montgomery Major Corbett Winder, Yaynor Park, Rerriow,nbsp;R.S.O. Montgomery Trustees of the late General Woosnam Montgomery Executors of the late P. Elwell, Esq. H Montgomery Sir John Conroy, Balliol College, Oxford 45,000 acres. Nett rental,

Lady Day 1891,nbsp;?25,894 5157a. 2r. 9p. ?5465 8s. 2d. 1162 acres. ?1118 1390 acres. ?404 1701 acres. ?1117 Lady Day 1884 1885 1886 1887 1888 1889 1890 1891 ? 1,770 1.700 1,779 2.700 2,067nbsp;1,818nbsp;1,172nbsp;1,242 ?700 since 1888, which with the tem2)orarynbsp;abatement since Ladynbsp;J)ay\2^\hasbeen madenbsp;permanent 10 year to ? f.ady Day 1849 272,686 Do. 1859 264,642 Do. 1869 283,685 Do. 1879 293,348 Do. 1889 269,884 LadvDavl890 27,206 Uo. 1891 27,136 ?14,248 A further temporary abatement of 10 p.c. amounting to ?2000nbsp;per annum has been madenbsp;from the new rents due Ladynbsp;Day 1893 10 p.c. and 15 p.c. on the rental of ?4256 ; also small allowances made to tenants amounting to about 2 p.c. Since 1879. Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. for three years 1885-89, 10 p.c.; 1889-92, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892, 15nbsp;p.c.; 15 p.c. agreed to be givennbsp;for three years from Michaelmas 1892 1885 to 1890, 20 p.C. mas 1892, 16 p.c. Miehael- 12 p.c. on ?846 I2amp;‘. a rental of Some farms 10 p.c. all round 1890, 10 p.c. all round There have been no alterations of any importance on the estate, except asnbsp;shown in the precedingnbsp;columns A re-valuation and slight increase Valuation on purchase in 1865 ; increase 15 p.c. Re-valuation 1876; rise 10 p.c. {vide col. 4 fornbsp;10 p.c. reduction)



DENBIGHSHIRE—{continued). Sir liobert A. Cnniiffe, Bart., Acton Park,Wrexham Denbigli 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 2200 acres. ?3215 ex- 1887-89, to all tenants except ?200 .... elusive of residential recent takers, 10 p.c. March property 1892, 10 p.c. Nov. 1893, 10 p.c. Observations as to Rise and Fall of Kent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Rental as in 1860 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving lirst tiie County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situatedMONTGOMERYSHIRE. Captain D. H. Mytton, Garth, Welshpool Montgomery Major Henry Lloyd, Pits-ford Hall,Northampton 3300 acres. ?4489 10 p.c...... 10 p.c. in many instances 285 acres. ?300 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 15 p.c. for three years prior to 23 p.c. on one farm (?211 1892. Michaelmas 1892, 15 to ?162) from Septem- p.c. to farm tenants in boue ber 1887 manure but not to cottagers Montgomery The Right Hon. the Earl of Powia, Powis Castle,nbsp;Welshpool Montgomery Sir John Conroy, Balliol College, Oxford 45,000 acres. Nett rental, Ladynbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Daynbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1891, ?25,894 ? Lady Day 1884 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1,770 1885 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1,700 1886 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1.779 1887 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;2,700 1888 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;2,067 1889 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1,818

1890 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1,172 1891 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1,242 ?14,248 A further temporary abatement of 10 p.c. amounting to ?2000nbsp;per annum has been madenbsp;from the new rents due Ladynbsp;Day 1893 5157a. 2r. 9p. ?5465 8s. 3d. 10 p.c. and 15 p.c. on the rental of ?4256 ; also small allowances made to tenants amounting to about 2 p.c. 1162 acres. ?1118 Since 1879. Michaelmas 1892, 15 p.c. for three yeai’s 1390 acres. ?404 . 1885-89, 10 p.c. ; 1889-92, 5 p.c.; Michaelmas 1892, 15nbsp;p.c.; 15 p.c. agreed to be givennbsp;for three years from Michaelmas 1892 1701 acres. ?1117 1885 to 1890, 20 p.c. ; Michaelmas 1892, 16 p.c. 12 p.c. on a rental of ?846 12s. Some farms 10 p.c. all round 1890,10 p.c. all round Major Corbett Winder, Vajmor I*ark, Berriew,nbsp;R.S.O. Montgomery Trustees of the late General Woosnam 5Iontgoraery Executors of the late P. Elwell, Esq. H Montgomery No tenant’s rent was raised when prices werenbsp;good, and the permanent fall in value ofnbsp;rent is in my opinionnbsp;10 p.c. in addition tonbsp;temporary abatement No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 50nbsp;years 10 years to nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;? ?700 since 1888, which [Lady Hay 1849 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;272,686 with the temporary nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Do.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1859nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;264,642 abatement since Lady t Do. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1869nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;283,685 Day

ISdl has been made nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Do.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1879nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;293,348 permanent nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Do.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1889nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;269,884 LadyDayl890 . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;27,206 Do. 1891 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;27,136 There have been no alterations of any importance on the estate, except asnbsp;shown in the precedingnbsp;columns A re-valuation and slight increase Valuation on purchase in 1865 ; increase 15 p.c. Re-valuation 1876; rise 10 p.c. (ride col. 4 fornbsp;10 p.c. reduction)



???



MONTGOMERYSHIRE—(cowü'rtwec?). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental 3 Temporary Abatements since 1883 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Montgomery S. Barlow Wright, Esq., Paiitidal, Machynlleth Montgomery 139 acres Purchased, 1889 10 p.c. allowed on Michaelmas rent 1892, and intend allowing same on Lady Day whennbsp;paid Rev. J. B. Williams, Bo-laiiog, Llanfair Caerc-inion, Welshpool 1280 acres. ?615 . 10 p.c. in bad years . ?60 in 10 years Montgomery Thomas Gill, Esq , Bryn-derwen, Bwlcliycibau, R.S.0. Montgomery 320 acres. ?320 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. None..... ?5 per annum to widow John Pugh Vaughan Pryse, Esq., Bwlcli-bychan, Llanybyther,nbsp;R.S.0. Montgomery, amp;c. 1 10 p.c. from Lad}' Day 1888, including the new tenant (vvlio was allowed ?20 for threenbsp;years for exhausted farm)nbsp;from the time that allowancenbsp;ceased Rev. R. M. AVhitc, Cburch-stoke Rectory, Montgomeryshire 65 acres. ?50 1892, last half, 10 p.c. ?10 . . . . Montgomery Mrs. Bulkeley Williams, Plas Meredith, Garth-myl, Montgomeryshire 262 acres, ?222 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1890 and 1891, 10 p.c. ; Lady Day 1892, 5 p.c.; Michaelmasnbsp;1892, 10 p.c. General rcductionin 1885 Montgomery Evan Woosnara Savage, Esq., Glaudulas, Newtown 625 acres 1892, last half, 10 p.c.; 1893, first half, 10 p.c. 10 to 14 p.c. . Montgomery Col. and Mrs. Lloyd

Verney,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Clochfaen, Llanidloes Montgomery Radnor 5600 acres. ?1326 (mortgage of ?17,000 left by former projirietor) ^ year ending Lady Day 1888 Do. Michaelmas 1888nbsp;Do.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Lady Day 1889 Do. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Lady Day 1892 Do. Michaelmas 1892 Do.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Lady Day 1893 10 p.c. returned on each of these occasions ?178 14s. Sir Henry Wiggiu, Bart., Garthgwyncon, Machynlleth 1250 acres. ?400 . 5 and 10 p.c. often ; 1892, second half, 10 p.c. None .... Montgomery Rev. T. B. M. Owen, Teds-more, Oswestry 800 acres. ?95 None None .... Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Never raised a rent Re-valuation in 1868, raised rental ?100; revaluation 1886, reducednbsp;rental No re-valuation crease knownnbsp;years Re-valuation reduced receipts Re-\aluation 1889, but rents remain as before,nbsp;i.c., none raised in 50nbsp;years No re-valuation in20year8, which is all that ownernbsp;knows Valuations at various times, and reduced accordingly Re-valuation on purchase 18 years ago No re-valuation or crease in 50 years Jlontgomory



???



MONTGOMERYSHIRE—[continued). 1 Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated 2 Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 188.3 4 Permanent Reductions since 1883 Charles Harrop Beck, Esq., Upton Ih-iory, nearnbsp;Macclesfield Montgomery 2900 acres. ?1413 1883-92, average of 7|^p.c. 1892, second half, 10 p.c. on all overnbsp;?10 rental, 1893, first half, 10nbsp;p.c. on all over ?10 rental 10 p.c. since 1883 . Evan Jones Owen, Esq., N. amp; S. Wales Bank,nbsp;Limited, Llanrwst Slontgomery 80 acres. ?90 Farm only let during last 2\ y 1892, second half, 15 p.c. and coi ?ars (since March 1891); tinned since (at same rate) J. Marshall Dugdale, Esq., Llwyn, Llanfyllin, Oswestry Montgomery - 923 acres (let), f 103G . Some in 1883 and 1884 ; nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1892, last half, 10 p.c. Reduced most rents on becoming owner. ?70nbsp;on two farms. 1892,nbsp;one rent reduced ?5 Charles Watkin Williams Wynn, Esq., Coedy-maen, Welshpool Montgomery 1600 acres. ?1628 1885-91, 10 p.c.; in some cases 15 p.c. ?10 on one farm . Rev. T. .7. Williams and the Misses Williams,nbsp;Waddesdonnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Rectory, Aylesbury Montgomery 600 acres. ?667 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. lOp.c.often; 1892,lasthalf, 17| to 10 p.c. ?16 on one farm. None asked P. Arthur Beck, Esq., Der-wen, Welshpool Montgomery 108 acres. ?166 . 1886, 20 p.c. .... Rental reduced by ?39 in 1887 Capt.John Kitto,Glandwr, Llanidloes Montgomery

650 acres Some, and at Michaelmas 1892, 20 p.c. None .... C.H. A.Hamer, Esq., Oakville, Belle Vue, Shrewsbury !kIontgomery 496 acres. ?352 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1892, second half, 10 p.c.; 1893, first half, 10 p.c. ?20 for 3 years on one farm Evan Kinsey, Esq , Mac -niawr, Caersws Montgomeryshire ' 570 acn-s 1 As I did not increase my rents during the good times, mynbsp;tenants were satisfied fornbsp;some time 1892, second half, 10 to nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;p.c., and in some cases tithes One farm left me in 1883, 20 p.c. and tithes. Onenbsp;farm 16 p.c. Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent/going-fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years No re-valuation in 60 j ears of estate as a whole No re-valuation in 50 years No re-valuation in 50 years Rents reduced No cases of rent raised except interest on drainage Re-valuations used to increase, but now reduce rental Rent generally same 1849 Re-valuation resulted in reduction Remission made in last Lady Day rents, ?22 65.nbsp;All the tenants broughtnbsp;their full rents, andnbsp;asked for no reduction,nbsp;but considering the badnbsp;times, I allowed themnbsp;the above remission,nbsp;viz., ?22 6s. No re-valuation or increase in 80 years



MONTGOMERYSHIRE-(co??/?*??7/^’^7). Name and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of thenbsp;Property is situated Montgomery 3Iontgomery Naylor. Esq. Montgomery J. E. Seveme, Esq., Wallop Hall, Shrewsbury Montgomery Major H. W. Evans, Kings-land, Shrewsbury Montgomery ëir John Coke, K.C.lk,and Rev. William Coke Montgomery. I-ord Sudeley, Gregynog ^’cwtown Trustees of the late James Walton, Esq.,Dolforgannbsp;Estate, Kerry, Newtown Montgomery D. Wintringham Stable Stable, Esq., Wanstead,nbsp;Essex to the late Miss E. C. Eos-conibe, who died August 1893) M.P., Rood Ashton, Trowbridge :^^ontgomery 2 3 Acreage and Rental Temporary Abatements since 1883 864 acres. ?381 tithe free 10 p.c. and 5 p.c. on occasions March 1893, part 5 p.c. and part 10 p.c. 18,072 acres. ?12,404 including cottages 1884, 6 p.c. ; 1886 and 1886, 15 p.c.; 1887, 20 p.c.; 1888, 7^nbsp;p.c.; 1890, 8 p.c.; 1891, 10nbsp;p.c. ; 1892, 20 p.c. (I[alf-5'ear) Lady Day 1893, 20 p.c. ^4-17 acres. Keutal?2781 Sept. 1883, 20 p.c. ; March 1886, 20 p.c.; Sept. 1886, 15 p.c.; March 1887, 15 p.c. ; Sept.nbsp;1887, 15 p.c. ; March 1888, 16nbsp;p.c.; Sept. 1888, 10 p.c.;nbsp;-llarch, 1889, 5 p.c.; Sept. , 1889, 5 p.c. ; March 1892, 5 ; p.c.; Sept. 1892, 15 p.c.;nbsp;March 1893, 15 p.c. 730 acres, of which 260 are mountain land, overnbsp;which 1 have all rightsnbsp;but mineral ?262 (farms); ?8 (cottages) 1884, ?20 arrears w'ritten off ; 1885, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Michaelmas, 15

p.c. ; 1886, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Lady Day, 15nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;p.c., Michaelmas, 25 p.c.; 1887, Lady Day, 20 p.c.; 1888,1.adynbsp;Day, 20 p.c., Michaelmas, 15nbsp;p.c.; 1889, Lady Day, 10 p.c.,nbsp;Jilichaelmas, 5 ]i.c. ;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1890, Lady Day, 5 p.c. ; nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1891, Michaelmas, 5 p.c.; 1892,Lady Day, 2^ p.c., Michaelmas, 15nbsp;p.c.: 1893, Lady Day, 15 p.c. 694 acres. ?105 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ?10perannuminlime. Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. 11,000 acres. ?10,500 . 10 p.c. for some years. 1892, second half, 5 p.c. in somenbsp;cases, 10 p.c. in others 779 acres. ?365 Some, Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. Permanent Reduction since 1883 Ou 10 farms out of ll tionsstrictly there have been no permanent reductions One farm and mill 18s. per annum ?5 in 1884 Nearly all rents reduced On 56 farms Hi p.c. on the average (Lady Daynbsp;1892 all who had notnbsp;been reduced 20 p.c. received difference asnbsp;abatement and the samenbsp;np to liady Day 1893nbsp;rents) 10 p.c. on five farms ; in one case making 27§nbsp;p.c. on 1883 rental ; innbsp;another, 27 p.c. Observations as to Rise and I'all of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Ke-valuation in 18 6 0 caused slight increase, whichnbsp;is now cancelled andnbsp;rents reduced by nearlynbsp;20 p.c. Rents in 1892 as in 1842 On ihe whole higher, some considerably Rents raised from ?223 to ?262sincel842,but?2G0nbsp;was invested in land,nbsp;part of that now let fornbsp;?262 in 1866nbsp;Neither I nor my late

aunt,nbsp;Miss Loscombe, who wasnbsp;first interested in thenbsp;laud ill 1870, ever raisednbsp;a rent No re-valuation or increase in 50 years Portions re-valued for reduction. No rents increased on sittingtenant, except sometimes fornbsp;owner’s improvements No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 50 years 466 acres. ?545 1892,10 p.c.; second half, 10 p.c. 1893, 10 p.c. ?90 per annum Nore-valuation or incrc ase ill 50 years



MONTGOMERYSHIRE-(co??f?w?^(’r7). Xame and Address of Owner, County (or Counties), giving first the County innbsp;which most of the*nbsp;Property is situated Sir John Coke, KX'.B., and Rev. William Coke Montgomery. Lord Siideley, Gregynog’, Xewtown Montgomery Trustees of the late James Walton, Esq.,Dolforgannbsp;Estate, Kerry, Newtown Montgomery D. Wintringham Stable Stable, Esq., Wanstead,nbsp;Essex (The property belonged to the late Miss E. C. Los-combe, who died 21stnbsp;August 1893) ;Montgomery Walter H. Long, Esq., ISI.P., Rood Ashton,nbsp;Trowbridge ^Montgomery Trustees of the late John Naylor. Esq. Montgomery Acreage and Rental 864 acres, free ?381 tithe 18,072 acres. ?12,404 including cottages 4447 acres. Keutal?2781 730 acres, of which 2C0 are mountain land, overnbsp;which I have all rightsnbsp;but mineral ?262 (farms); ?8 (cottages) 694 acres. ?105 11,000 acres. ?10,500 . Temporary Abatements since 1883 10 p.c, and 5 p.c. on occasions March 1893, part 5 p.c. and partnbsp;10 p.c. 1884, 5 p.c. ;nbsp;p.c.;nbsp;p.c.; (Half-y p.c. p.c. ; 1885 and 1886, 15 1887, 20 p.c.; 1888, 7^nbsp;1890, 5 p.c. ; 1891, 10nbsp;1892, 20 p.c. ?ear) Lady lgt;ay 1893, 20 Sept. 1885, 20 p.c. ; March 1886, 20 p.c.; Sept. 1886, 15 p.c.;nbsp;March 1887, 15 p.c, ; Sept.nbsp;1887, 15 p.c.; March 1888, 15nbsp;p.c.; Sept. 1888, 10 p.c.;nbsp;.Rarch, 1889, 5 p.c.; Sept. Permanent Reduction since 1883 On 10 farms out of 11 On 56 farms 14| p.c. on the average (Lady Daynbsp;1892 all who

had notnbsp;been reduced 20 p.c, received difference asnbsp;abatement and the samenbsp;up to X.ady Day 1893nbsp;rents) 10 p.c. on five farms ; in one case making 27§nbsp;p.c. on 1883 rental; innbsp;another, 27 p.c. With two or three exceptions strictly there have been no permanent reductions 1889, 5 p.c.; March 1892, 5 ? p.c.; Sept. 1892, 15 p.c.; 1nbsp;March 1893, 15 p.c. 1884, ?20 arrears written off ; 1885, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Michaelmas, 15 p.c. ; 1886, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Lady Day, 15nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;p.c., Michaelmas, 25 p.c.; 1887, Lady Day, 20 p.c.; 1888, Ladynbsp;Day, 20 p.c., Michaelmas, 15nbsp;p.c.; 1889, Lady Day, 10 p.c,,nbsp;Michaelmas, 5 p.c. ;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1890, Lady Day, 5 p.c. ; nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1891, Michaelmas, 5 p.c.; 1892,Lady Day, 2^ p.c., Michaelmas, 15nbsp;p.c. ; 1893, Lady Day, 15 p.c. ?10 per annum in lime. Michaelmas 1892, 10 p.c. 10 p.c. for some years, 1892, second half, 5 p.c. in somenbsp;cases, 10 p.c. in others Observations as to Rise and Fall of Rent, going fornbsp;the most Part over anbsp;Period of 50 Years Ke-valnation in 1860cansed slight increase, whichnbsp;is now cancelled andnbsp;rents reduced by nearlynbsp;20 p.c. Rents in 1892 as in 1842 On llie whole higher, some considerably One farm and mill 188. per annum ?5 in 1884 ?14 Nearly all rents reduced Rents raised from ?223 to ?262sincel842,but?2G0nbsp;was invested in land,nbsp;part of that now let fornbsp;?262 in 1866 Neither I nor my late aunt. Miss Loscombe, who wasnbsp;first interested

in thenbsp;land in 1870, ever raisednbsp;a rent No re-valuation or increase in 50 years J. E. Severne, Esq., Wallop Hall, Shrewsbury Montgomerj' Major D. W. Evaus, Kings-land, Shrewsbury Montgomery 779 acres. ?365 466 acres. ?545 Some. Michaelmas 1892,10 p.c. Some 1892,10 p.c.; second half, 10 p.c. 1893, 10 p.c. ?90 per annum Rortions re-valued for reduction. No rents increased on sitting tenant, except sometimes fornbsp;owner’s improvements No re-valuation and no increase of rent in 50 years ! I No re-valuation or increase in 50 years CO



???



???



APPENDIX III. Paeticulabs EBLATING TO CHAPELS ON THE Denominations Where Situate Commencement of Lease Term of Years Ground Rent Calvinistic Methodists Hirael, Bangor 12th May, 1870 40 ? s. (1. 10 0 Congregational . 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5 5 12th Nov 1875 60 8 0 0 Wesleyan 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;51 12th Nov. 1878 40 4 0 0 Baptist.... 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;55 12th Nov. 1879 Yearly 6 0 0 Congregational P^-ndref, Bangor 12th Nov. 1880 80 15 0 0 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;55nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;•nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• Glasyufryn, Bangor. 1st July, 18.36 99 10 0 Calvinistic Methodists Pentir, Bangor May 1831 amp;00 1 0 0 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;}) Caerhnn, Bangor — 990 0 10 0 Wesle5’an Tregarth . 12th Nov. 1859 ,30 1 0 0 Congregational . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. i Sling 12th Nov. 1877 40 1 0 0 Wesleyan . nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ' 5 5 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;• 12tli Nov. 1879 40 ! 2 0 0 Parish Bangor Llandegai Remarks On ordinary building terms (valuable site) On site of buildings previously let at lt;?20 per annum Old building given up by Wesleyans on building above Ordinary building lease (valuable site) The land on which this chaj^el was built was subsequently bought bj'nbsp;Lord Penrhyn With^ chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn With_ chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn Do.—All rates paid by Lord Penrhyn (about to be renewed) Do.—All rates paid by Lord

Penrhyn Calvinistic Methodists 1 Penygroes I Yearly 10 0 Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Congregational Baptist. Congregational . Wesleyan Baptist. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Calvinistic Methodists ,, (Jerusalem) Congregational Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Congregationalnbsp;Calvinistic Methodists Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Llandegai Mountain Gilfach . Caegwigin Rachub . Coetmor, Bethesda Coed Quarry ,, Penybrynnbsp;Tynymaes ,, i’ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;O Capel Ciirig Aber 1) Pontfaaog Ehydymerch . 121 li Nov. 1871 12th Nov. 1877 12th Nov. 1876 May 1814 May 1825 12th Nov. 1876 12ih Nov. 1884nbsp;12lhNov. 1872nbsp;12iti Nov. 1872 12th Nov. 1884 12th Nov. 1871nbsp;12th Nov. 1873nbsp;12th Nov. 1860nbsp;12th Nov. 1876 12th Nov. 1861 1st Jan. 1859nbsp;12th Nov. 1871nbsp;1835 0 10 0 3 3 0 Llanllechid 101 0 in 0 0 10 0 1 10 0nbsp;0 10 0nbsp;10 0 7 0 0 2 0 0nbsp;0 10 I'nbsp;0 10 0nbsp;0 10 0 10 0 10 0nbsp;0 5 0nbsp;0 10 0 Llanrhy- chwyn Aber Yspytly Peumachno Do.—Lease expired—held at original ground rent; rates paid by Lordnbsp;Ponrbyn Do.—Rates paid by Lord Penrhyn Lease renewed at increased ground rent, when ?300 was contributed bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn towards buildingnbsp;minister’s house; rates paid bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn With chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn The land on which ibis chapel was built was subsequently bought bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn With

chapel house With chapel house aud schoolroom.— Lease renewed at original groundnbsp;rent Ordinary building terms With cliapel house „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ The land on which this chapel was built was subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn



APPENDIX III. Particulars relating to Chapels on the Penehyn Estate. Calvinistic Methodists Congregational . Wesleyan Baptist. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Congregational Calvinistic Methodists Wesleyan Congregational Wesleyan Denominations Where Situate Commencement of Lease Hirael, Bangor 51 12th May, 1870 12th Nov 1875 5 5 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5 5 12th Nov. 1878 55 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;J5 12th Nov. 1879 Pendref, Bangor Glasynfryn, Bangor. 12lh Nov. 1880 1st July, 18,36 Penlir, Bangor May 1831 Caerbnn, Bangor — Tregarth . 12th Nov. 1859 Sling 5 5 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;... 12th Nov. 1877 12th Nov. 1879 Term of Years f-00 P9rgt; no Ground Rent 10 0 0 to 0 10 0 Parish Remarks Bangor Llandegai On ordinary building terms (valuable site) On site of buildings previously let at ^20 per annum Old building given up by Wesleyans on building above Ordinary building lease (valuable site) The land on which this cha23el was built was subsequently bought bynbsp;Lord Penrhjm Witlij chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Pen-rhyn With chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Pen-rbyn Do.—All rates paid by Lord Penrhyn (about to be renewed) Do.—All nites paid by Lord Penrhyn Calvinistic Methodists 1 Penygroes Yearly 110 0 Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Congregational Baptist. Congregational . Wesleyan Baptist.... Calvinistic Methodistsnbsp;„ (Jerusalem)

Congregational Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Congregationalnbsp;Calvinistic Methodists Wesleyan Calvinistic Methodists Llandegai Mountain Gilfach . Caegwigin Rachub ,. ,, . . . Coetmor, Bethesda Coed Quarry ,, Penybrynnbsp;Tynymaes ,, u nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;o Oapel Ciirig Aber Poutfadog Kbydymerch . 12tli Nov. 1871 12tb Nov. 1877 12th Nov. 1876 May 1814 May 1825 12th Nov. 1876 12lh Nov. 1884nbsp;12th Nov. 1872nbsp;12ih Nov. 1872 12t.h Nov. 1884 12th Nov. 1871nbsp;12th Nov. 1873nbsp;12th Nov. 1810nbsp;12th Nov. 1876 12th Nov. 1861 1st Jan. 1859nbsp;12th Nov. 1871nbsp;1835 0 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 3 .3 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 Llanllechid 101 0 10 0 0 10 0 1 10 0nbsp;0 10 0nbsp;1 0 0 7 0 0 2 0 0nbsp;0 10 0nbsp;0 10 0nbsp;0 10 0 10 0 10 0nbsp;0 5 0nbsp;0 10 0 Llanrhy- chwyn Aber ly Yspytty Penmaclmo Do.—Lease expired—-held at original ground rent; rates paid by Lordnbsp;Penrhyn Do.—Rates paid by Lord Penrhyn Lease renewed at increased ground rent, when ?300 was contributed bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn towards buildingnbsp;minister’s house; rates paid bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn With chapel house. The land on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn The land on which this chapel was built was subsequently bought bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn With chapel house With chapel bouse and schoolroom.— Lease renewed at original groundnbsp;rent Ordinary building terms With cliapel liouse „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ The

land on which this chapel was built was subsequently bought by Lord Penrhyn



Paeticulabs eelating to Chapels on the Pbnehyn Estate—(continued). Denominations Where Situate Commeucenient of Lease Term of Years Calvinistic Methodists Penrhynisaf 1854 60 Wesleyan Hafodyfraith . 25th Sept. 1864 30 GroTiud Kent ? s. (1. 1 0 0 0 10 0 Parish Remarks Penmachno With^ chapel house. The laud on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Pen-rhyn n The land on which this chapel was built was subsequently bought bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn N.B.—Two freehold sites have been sold by Lord Peiirhyn for chapels in Carnarvonshire Pabtichlaks relating to Chapels on the Gwtdye Estate, Denominations Where Situate Subject Dolwyddelen Parish. Independents Calvinistic Methodists Blaenau, Dolwyddelen Dolwyddelen Village. „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Blaenau, Dolwyddelen Wesleyan Methodists . ’ Dolwyddelen Village, Bettws-t-Coed Parish. Independents .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. | Bettws-y-CoedVillage Llanrhychwyn Parish. Calvinistic Methodists I Llanrhychwyn . Chapel and house . Chapel, vestry room,nbsp;and house Chapel, amp;c. Chapel and cottages Chapel, vestry room, and house Chapel erected,house not yet builtnbsp;Chapel and vestrynbsp;room Chapel, vestry room, and house Chapel Commencement of Lease 1st November, 1872 1st November, 1877 Not known Not known, but leasenbsp;will not expire fornbsp;about 50 yearsnbsp;1st Noveml^r, 1877 1st May, 1879 . 1st May, 1878 . 1st November, 1869 1st November, 1881 'erm

of '‘ears Ground Kent Remarks ? s. d. 99 110 99 110 Site offered at a rent of 10s. Trustees preferrednbsp;to pay ?6 off ground-rent for superior site—nbsp;as chapel only has beennbsp;built ?1 Is. only isnbsp;charged — 1 10 0 Held under an old lease 3 4 0 Chapel now used as an assembly room, and cottages let 99 5 0 0 Free site offered if trustees would give up site of old chapel 99 0 10 6 99 10 0 99 110 99 0 10 0 ]



Particulars relating to Chapels on the PenrHyn Estate—{ccjiHnued). Denominations Where Situate Commeucement of Lease Term of Years Ground Rent Parish Calyinistic Methodists Penrhynisaf 1851 60 ? s. 10 0 Penmachno Wesleyan Hafodyfraith . 25th Sept. 1864 30 0 10 0 Kemarks With chapel house. The laud on which this chapel was built wasnbsp;subsequently bought by Lord Pen-rhyn The land on which this chapel was built was subsequently bought bynbsp;Lord Penrhyn N.B.—Two freehold sites have been sold by Lord Penrhyn for chapels in Carnarvonshire. Denominations Where Situate Dolwyddelen Parish. Independents nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. 1 Blaenau, Dolwyddelen ,, nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Dolwyddelen Village. Calyinistic Methodists „ nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Blaenau, Dolwyddelen Wesleyan Methodists . ‘ Dolwyddelen Village. Bettws-t-Coed Parish. Independents .nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. \ Bettws-y-Coed Village Llanrhychwyn Parish. Calyinistic Methodists I Llanrhychwyn . Paeticulars relating to Chapels on the Gwydye Estate. 1 Subject Commencement of Lease Tenn of Years Chapel and house . 1st November, 1872 99 Cliapel, vestry room, and house 1st November, 1877 99 Chapel, amp;c. Not known Chapel and cottages Not known, but lease will not expire fornbsp;about 50 years Chapel, vestry room, 1st November, 1877 99 and house Chapel erectedjhouse 1st May, 1879 . 99 not j^et built Chapel and vestry room 1st May, 1878 . 99

Chapel, vestry room, 1st November, 1869 99 and house Chapel 1st November, 1881 : 99 Ground Rent 5 0 0 1 1 0 Remarks Site offered at a rent of 10s. Trustees preferrednbsp;to pay ?5 off ground-rent for superior site—nbsp;as chapel only has beennbsp;built ?1 Is. only isnbsp;charged Held under an old lease Chapel now used as au assembly room, and cottages let Free site offered if trustees would giye up site of old chapel



Denominations I’AKTiCULAlS RELATINGt TO ChAPBLS ON THE GwYDYE ESTATE—(wntinuect). Where Situate Commencement of Lease Term of Years Ground Kent Remarks id i—‘ oc Trepriw Pakish, Independents nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. ' Crafnant . ji nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. Trefriw Village . Calvinistic Methodists : nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,, Tiiewydyr Township. Calvinistic Methodists Nant Bwlcb-yr-hewin ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;?nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;? Pont y Cyffing, Capel Ourig Chapel Chapel and vestry, house not yet builtnbsp;Chapel and house . Chapel, house, and stable Chapel and house . 1st November, 1875 1st May, 187Ü . Not known 1st November, 1884 1st May, 1874 . 99 99 99 99 ? nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;s.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;d. 0 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;10nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;6 1 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;0 2 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;12nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;6 110 0 10 0 In no case lias a site for a chapel been refused, at all events by the late Baroness Willoughby de Eresby or by the present lord. Particulars relating to Chapels on the Vaynol Estate. Name of Chapel Ground Rent Remarks Calvinistic Methodists: Cefnywaen .nbsp;Dinorwic .nbsp;Fachwen Hebron Relioboth . Nazareth Khiwlas Bethania Cocgregationalists:— Siloh .... Maes-y-dref Chapel (Clwt-y-bont) . Jerusalem . Drws-y-coed Parish Term ? s. d. Llanddeiniolen . 99 0 1 0 99 0 1 0 For Mr. Assheton 0 10 0 Smith’s life Llanberis . No lease 0 1 0 ” • • 99 0 2 0 Llanrug 99 0 5 0

Llanddeiniolen . 60 1 5 0 Bangor 99 0 5 0 ? 99 0 1 0 Llanddeiniolen . 99 1 1 0 Llanberis . 99 0 1 0 Beddgelert 99 0 1 0 ^Leases offered of 99 years This lease had a Is. ground rent originally, but Is. was added 10 or 12 years ago for a piece ofnbsp;ground added to chapel premises oO years had expired before the 60 years’ lease was granted U h-1 It will therefore be seen that in some cases yearly tenancies are actually preferred to leases, when the choice is offered to the connection. CO h-* cc



l’AnTlCüLA^s Relating to Chapels on the Gwydye Estate—(wntuutetZ). Denominations Where Situate Subject Commencement of Lease Term of Years Ground Rent Remarks Tkepeiw Parish, Independents nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;, i Crafnant , Chapel 1st November, 1875 99 ? s. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;(1. 0 10 nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;6 • • I reiriw Village . Chapel and vestry, 1st May, 1879 . 99 1 0 0 Oalvinistic Methodists gt;) nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;5Jnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;. house not yet built Chapel and house . Not known _ 2 12 6 Tkevvydte Oalvinistic Methodists Township. Nant B wlch-yr-hewiu Chapel, house, and 1st November, 1881 99 110 Pont y Cyffing, Capel Curig stable Chapel and house . 1st May, 1874 . 99 0 10 0 In no case lias a site for a chapel been refused, at all events by the late Baroness Willoughby de Eresby or by the present lord. Co h-i oc Particulaes relating to Chapels on the Vaynol Estate. Name of Chapel Parish Term Ground Kent Remarks Oalvinistic Methodists: Cefnywaen .nbsp;Dinorwio .nbsp;Fachweu Hebron Kehoboth . Nazareth ithiwlas Bethania Congregationalists:— Siloh .... Maes-y-dref Chapel (Clwt-y-bont) . Jerusalem . Drws-y-coed Llanddeiniolen Llanberis Llanrug Llanddeiniolen Bangor Llanddeiniolen Llanberis ,nbsp;Beddgelert 99 99 For Mr. Assheton Smith’s lifenbsp;No leasenbsp;99 99 60 99 99 99 99 99 ? s. 0 1nbsp;0 1 0 10 0 Leases offered of 99 years This lease had a Is. ground rent originally, but Is. was added 10 or 12 years ago for a piece

ofnbsp;ground added to chapel premises 30 years had expired before the 60 years’ lease was granted It will therefore be seen that in some cases yearly tenancies are actually preferred to leases, when the choice is offered to the connection. gt;lt;1



A. SITES OF CHAPELS ON THE ESTATES OF SIK WATKIN 1. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Wesleyan Chapel at Llansilio .... 2. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel at Braichywaen, Llanfihangel 3. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Baptist Chapel at Pont Llogell, Llanfihangel 4. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Wesleyan Chapel at Ehydlleche .... 5. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ at Dolwar .... 6. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel, cottage, garden, and stable at Neinthirion, Llanerfyl........... 7. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Wesleyan Chapel and site of burial ground given gratis, 1894, at Glasbwll, Machynlleth .... 8. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel, Ffynnonogledd, Llanbrynmair 9. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel, Pandy, Llanbrynmair 10. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ Bontdolgadfan „ 11. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ and stable, Tafolwern, Llanlnyraair 12. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel, Talerddig, Llanbrynmair 13. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Peniel Chapel, Bhydsaru,

Llanuwchllyn 14. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Carmel „ Dolhendre ucha „ 15. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Sion „ cottage, and) gardens at Khydybod 16. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Baptist Chapel near Tyddynfeliu, Llanbrynmair 17. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel, cottage, and piece of ground near Tyddyn, Mawr, Traws- fynydd ............ The following chapels and sites, amp;c., were sold to the Calvanistic Methodist Body at Michselmas 1885: 18. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;House and chapel at Llanrhaiadr, Denbighshire. 19. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel, cottage, and garden, at Eglwyseg, Llangollen. 20. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel and house at Dolanog, LI 'nfihangel. 21. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Two cottages, gardens, and buildings, at Llanfihangel. 22. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Caermynech Chapel, near Pont Llogell, Llangadfan. 23. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Goshen Chapel, near Sychtyn, Llanerfyl. 24. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Zion Chapel, cottage, and land, at Llanwrin. 25. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel in Llanwrin Village. 26. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel at

Gwerngerynt, Llambrynmair. 27. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel at Staylittle, Trefeglwys. 28. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Schoolroom at Dolhendre, Llannwchliyn. 29. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Chapel, cottage, and garden, Gilrhos, Llangcwer. The following are sites of chapels, amp;c., given or sold at a trifling price at various sums: 30. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Independent Chapel at Ehosrobin, Wrexham. 31. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Welsh Wesleyan Chapel at Cefomawr, Ruabon. 32. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Calvanistic Methodist Chapel, Cefo, Euabon, 33. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Congregational Chapel at Ruabon. 34. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Wesleyan Chapel at Strydisaf, Ruabon. 35. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;,,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;„ at Cefnbychan, Ruabon. 36. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Salvation Army Barracks at Cefnmawr, Ruabon. P7-inted by Ballantvne, Hanson amp; Co. London and Edinburgh
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Gower.nbsp;With Portrait. 2 Vols. 8vo., 32s. Halford.—The Life of Sir Henry Halford, Bart., G.C.H., M.D., F.R.S.,nbsp;By William Munk, M.D., F.S.A. 8vo.,nbsp;12s. 6d. Hamilton.—Life of Sir William Hamilton. By R. P. Graves. 8vo. 3 vols.nbsp;155. each. Addendum. 8vo., 6d. sewed. Haweis.—Mv Musical Life. By the Rev. H. R. Haweis. With Portrait of Richard Wagner and 3 Illustrations. Crownnbsp;8vo., 75. 6(i, Havelock.—Memoirs of Sir Henry Havelock, K. C. B. By John Clarknbsp;Marshman. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Holroyd.— The Girlhood of Maria JosEPHA Holroyd (Lady Stanley ofnbsp;Alderley), as told in Letters of a Hundrednbsp;Years Ago, from 1776 to 1796. Luther.—Life of Luther. By Julius Köstlin. With Illustrations fromnbsp;Authentic Sources. Translated from thenbsp;German. Crown 8vo., 7s. Macaulay.—The Life and Letters OF Lord Macaulay. By the Right Hon.nbsp;Sir G. O. Trevelyan, Bart., M.P. Popular Edition, i vol. Cr. 8vo., 2s. td. Studenfs

Edition 1 vol. Cr. 8vo., 6j.nbsp;Cabinet Edition. 2 vols. Post 8vo., 12s.nbsp;Library Edition. 2 vols. 8vo., 36s.nbsp;Edinburgh Edition. 2 vols. 8vo.,nbsp;6s. each. Marbot. — The Memoirs of the Baron db Marbot. Translated from thenbsp;French. Crown 8vo., js. 6d. Nansen.—Fridtiof Nansen, i86i-1893. By W. C. Brögger and Nordahl Rolfsen. With an Introductory Poem bynbsp;Björnstjern Björnson. Translated bynbsp;William Archer. With numerous Illustrations, Portraits, and Maps. Romanes.—The Life and Letters OF George foHN Romanes, M.A., LL.D.,nbsp;F.R.S. Written and Edited by his Wife.nbsp;With Portrait and 2 Illustrations. 8vo., 155. Seebohm.—TheOxford Reformers —foHN CoLBT, Erasmus and Thomas More : a History of their Fellow-Work.nbsp;By Frederic Seebohm. 8vo., 14s. Shakespeare. — Outlines of the Life of Shakespeare. By J. O. Halli-well-Phillipps. With Illustrations andnbsp;Fac-similes. 2 vols. Royal 8vo., ?1 is.Shakespeare’s True

Life. By James Walter. With 500 Illustrations by Gerald E. Moira. Imp. 8vo., 21s. Stephen.—Essays in Ecclesiastical Biography. By Sir James Stephen. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Biography, Personal Memoirs, ko..—continued. Turgot.—The Life and Writings OF Turgot., Comptroller-General of France,nbsp;1774-1776. Edited for English Readers bynbsp;W. Walker Stephens. 8vo., 12s. 6d. Verney. —Memoirs of the Verney Family. Vols. I. amp; II.. During the Civil War. By FRANGES Parthenope Verney. Withnbsp;38 Portraits, Woodcuts and Fac-simile.nbsp;Royal 8vo., 425. Vol. III., During the Commonwealth. 1650-1660. By Margaret M. Verney.nbsp;With 10 Portraits, amp;c. Royal 8vo., 21s. Wellington.—Z/A-A of the Duke OF Wellington. By the Rev. G. R.nbsp;Gleig, M.A. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. Wolf. —The Life of Joseph Wolf, Animal Painter. By A. H. Palmer.nbsp;With 53 Plates and 14 Illustrations in thenbsp;Text. 8vo., 21S.Travel and Adventure, the Colonies, amp;e. Arnold (Sir Edwin). Seas and Lands. With 71 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d. Wandering

Words. With 45 Illustrations. 8vo., i8j. East and West: With 14 Illustrations by R. T. Pritchett. 8vo., i8s. A USTRALLA AS LT LS, or Facts and Features, Sketches, and Incidents ofnbsp;Australia and Australian Life with Noticesnbsp;of New Zealand. By A Clergyman,nbsp;thirteen years resident in the interior ofnbsp;New South Wales. Crown 8vo., 5s. Baker (Sir S. W.). Eight Years in Ceylon. With 6 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3i. (id. The Rifle and the Hound in Ceylon. With 6 Illustrations. Crownnbsp;8vo., 3i. 6d. Bent (J. Theodore). The Ruined Cities of Mashona-land : being a Record of Excavation and Exploration in 1891. With 117nbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. td. The Sacred City of the Ethiopians: being a Record of Travel and Research in Abyssinia in 1893. With 8nbsp;Plates and 65 Illustrations in the Text.nbsp;8vo., I os. 6d. Bicknell.—Travel and Adventure IN Northern Queensland. By Arthurnbsp;C. Bicknell. With 24 Plates and 22 Illustrations in the

Text. 8vo., 15s. Brassey.— Voyages and Travels OF Lord Brassey, K.C.B., D.C.L., 1862-1894. Arranged and Edited by Captain S.nbsp;Eardley-Wilmot. 2 vols. Ct. 8vo., los. Brassey (the late Lady). A Voyage IN the ‘ SunbeamOur Home on the Ocean for Elevennbsp;Moa ths. Library Edition. With 8 Maps and Charts, and 118 Illustrations. 8vo. 21s.nbsp;Cabinet Edition. With Map and 66nbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d.nbsp;Silver Library Edition. With 66 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Popular Edition. With 60 Illustrations. 4to., 6d. sewed, is. cloth. School Edition. With 37 Illustrations. Fcp., 2s. cloth, or 3s. white parchment. Sunshine and Storm in the East. Library Edition. With 2 Maps and 141nbsp;Illustrations. 8vo., 21J. Cabinet Edition. With 2 Maps and 114 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d.nbsp;Poptilar Edition. With 103 Illustrations.nbsp;4to., 6d. sewed, is. cloth. In the Trades, the Tropics, and the ' Roaring Forties. ’ Cabinet Edition. With Map and

220 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 7s. (id.nbsp;Popular Edition. With 183 Illustrations.nbsp;4to., (id. sewed, is. cloth. Three Voyages in the ‘ Sunbeam ? Popular Ed. With 346 Illust. 4to., 2S. 6d. Browning.—A Girl's Wanderings IN Hungary. By H. Ellen Browning.nbsp;With Illustrations. 8vo. Fronde (James A.). Oceana : or England and her Colonies. With 9 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 2s. boards, 2s. (d. cloth. The English IN THE West Indies: or, the Bow of Ulysses. With 9 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 2s. boards, 2S. (id. cloth.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Travel and Adventure, the Colonies, amp;e.—continued. Quillinan.—Journal of a Few Moaths' Resideace in Portugal, andnbsp;Glimpses of the South of Spain. By Mrs.nbsp;Quillinan (Dora Wordsworth). Newnbsp;Edition. Edited, with Memoir, by Edmundnbsp;Lee, Author of “ Dorothy Wordsworth,” amp;c.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 6i. Howitt.— Visits to Remarkable Places. Old Halls, Battle-Fields, Scenes,nbsp;illustrative of Striking Passages in Englishnbsp;History and Poetry. By William Howitt. With 8o Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d.Knight (E. F.). Smith.—Climbing in the British Isles. By W. P. Haskett Smith. Withnbsp;Illustrations by Ellis Carr, and Numerousnbsp;Plans. Part I. England. i6mo., 3s. 6d. Part II. IVales and Ireland. i6mo., 3s. 6rf. Part III. Scotland. [In preparation. Stephen.— The Play-Ground of Europe. By Leslie Stephen. Newnbsp;Edition, with Additions and 4 Illustrations.nbsp;Crown

8vo.,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;6s. net. The Cruise of the ‘ Alerte ': the Narrative of a Search for Treasure on thenbsp;Desert Island of Trinidad. With 2 Mapsnbsp;and 23 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 32. 6d. Where Three Empires meet: a Narrative of Recent Travel in Kashmir, Western Tibet, Baltistan, Ladak, Gilgit, and the adjoining Countries. With anbsp;Map and 54 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. The 'Falcon' on the Baltic: a Voyage from London to Copenhagen innbsp;a Three-Tonner. With 10 Full-pagenbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d.Lees and Clutterbuck.—B.C. 1887 • A Ramble IN British Columbia. By J. A. Lees and W. J. Clutterbuck. With Map and 75 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. - THREE IN NOR WA V. By Two of Them. With a Map and 59 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 2s. boards, 2s. 6d. cloth. Tyndall .—The Glaciers of the Alps: being a Narrative of Excursionsnbsp;and Ascents. An Account of the Originnbsp;and Phenomena of Glaciers, and an Exposition of the

Physical Principles to whichnbsp;they are related. By John Tyndall,nbsp;F.R.S. With numerous Illustrations. Crownnbsp;8vo., 6s. 6d. net. Murdoch. — Prom Edinburgh to THE AataRctic : an Artist’s Notes andnbsp;Sketches during the Dundee Antarctic Expedition of 1892-93. By W. G. Burn-Murdoch. With 2 Maps and numerousnbsp;Illustrations. 8vo., 185. Nansen (Fridtjof). The First Crossing of Greenland. With numerous Illustrations and a Map. Crown 8vo., 35. td. Eskimo Life. With 31 Illustrations. 8vo., i6j. Peary. — My Arctic Journal: a Whishaw.—The Romance of the Woods : Reprinted Articles and Sketches.nbsp;By Fred. J. Whishaw. Crown 8vo., 6s. year among Ice-Fields and Eskimos. By Josephine Diebitsch-Peary. With 19nbsp;Plates, 3 Sketch Maps, and 44 Illustrationsnbsp;in the Text. 8vo., 12s. VeteFinary Medicine, amp;e. Steel (John Henry). A Treatise on the Diseases of THE Dog. With 88 Illustrations. 8vo.,nbsp;los. 6d. A Treatise on the Diseases Of the Ox.

With 119 Illustrations. 8vo., 15s. A Treatise on the Diseases of THE Sheep. With 100 Illustrations. 8V0., I2S. Outlines of Equine Anatomy: a Manual for the use of Veterinary Studentsnbsp;in the Dissecting Room. Cr. 8vo., 7s. hd. Fitzwygram.—Horses and Stables. By Major-General Sir F. Fitzwygram, Bart. With 56 pages of Illustrations. 8vo., 2S. 6d. net.‘Stonehenge.’—The Dog in Health and Disease. By ‘ Stonehenge ’. With 78 Wood Engravings. 8vo., 7s. hd. Youatt (William). The Horse. Revised and Enlarged by W. Watson, M.R.C.V.S. With 52nbsp;Wood Engravings. 8vo., 7s. 64. The Dog. Revised and Enlarged With 33 Wood Engravings. 8vo., 6s.



10 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Sport and Pastime.THE BADMINTON LIBRARY. Edited by HIS GRACE THE DUKE OF BEAUFORT, K.G. Assisted by ALFRED E. T. WATSON. Crown 8vo., Price i05. 6J. each Volume, Cloth. The price can be had The Volumes are also issued half-bound in Leather^ with gilt top. from all Booksellers. ARCHER Y. By C. J. Longman and Col. H.Walrond. With Contributions bynbsp;Miss Legh, Viscount Dillon, Major C.nbsp;Hawkins Fisher, Rev. Eyre W. Hussey,nbsp;Rev. W. K. R. Bedford, J. Balfour Paul,nbsp;and L. W. Maxson. With 2 Maps, 23nbsp;Plates and 172 Illustrations in the Text.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 105. 6d.j4THLETICS AHE FOOTBALL. By Montague Shearman. With an Introduction by Sir Richard Webster, Q.C., M.P., and a contribution on Paper-chasingnbsp;by Walter Rye. With 6 Plates and 52nbsp;Illustrations in the Text from Drawings bynbsp;Stanley

Berkeley,and from Instantaneousnbsp;Photographs by G. Mitchell. Crownnbsp;8vo., los. 6d.BIG GAME SHOOTING. By Clive Phillipps-Wolley, Vol. I. AFRICA AND AMERICA. With Contributions by Sir Samuel W.nbsp;Baker, W. C. Oswell, F. J. Jackson,nbsp;Warburton Pike, and F. C. Selous.nbsp;With 20 Plates and 57 Illustrations in thenbsp;Text by Charles Whymper, J. Wolf,nbsp;and H. Willink, and from Photographs.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. 6d. Vol. II. EUROPE, ASIA, AND THE ARCTIC REGIONS. With Contributions by Lieut.-Colonel R. Hebernbsp;Percy, Arnold Pike, Major Algernonnbsp;C. Heber Percy, W. A. Baillie-Grohman, Sir Henry Pottinger,nbsp;Bart., Lord Kilmorey, Abel Chapman,nbsp;Walter J. Buck, and St. Georgenbsp;Littledale. With 17 Plates and 56nbsp;Illustrations in the Text by Chas.nbsp;Whymper, and from Photographs. Cr.nbsp;8vo., los. 6d. BILLIARDS. By Major W. Broad-POOT, R.E. With Contributions by A. H. Boyd,

Sydenham Dixon, W. J. Ford,nbsp;Dudley D.Pontifex, Russell D.Walker,nbsp;and Reginald H. R. Rimington-Wilson.nbsp;With II Plates by Lucien Davis, R.I., 19nbsp;Illustrations in the Text from Photographs,nbsp;and numerous Diagrams and Figures. Cr.nbsp;8vo., los. 6d. BOATING. By W. B. Woodgate. With an Introduction by the Rev. Edmond Warre, D.D., and a Chapter on ‘Rowingnbsp;at Eton ’ by R. Harvey Mason. With 10nbsp;Plates, 39 Illustrations in the Text, afternbsp;Drawings by Frank Dadd, and from Instantaneous Photographs, and 4 Maps of thenbsp;Rowing Courses at Oxford, Cambridgenbsp;Henley, and Putney. Crown 8vo., los. 6J. COURSING AND FALCONRY. COURSING. By Harding Cox.nbsp;FALCONRY. By the Hon. Geralenbsp;Lascelles. With 20 Plates and 56 Illustrations in the Text by John Charlton, R. H.nbsp;Moore, G. E, Lodge, and L. Speed.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. 6rf. CRLCKET. By A. G. Steel and the Hon. R. H.

Lyttelton. With Contributions by Andrew Lang, R. A. H.nbsp;Mitchell, W. G. Grace, and F. Gale.nbsp;With 12 Plates and 52 Illustrations in thenbsp;Text, after Drawings by Lucien Davis, andnbsp;from Photographs. Crown 8vo., los, 6d. CYCLING. By the Earl of Albemarle and G. Lacy Hillier. With 19 Plates and 44 Illustrations in the Text bynbsp;the Earl of Albemarle, Joseph Pennell,nbsp;S. T. Dadd, and George Moore. Crownnbsp;8VO., 10s. 6d. DANCING. By Mrs. Lilly Grove, F.R.G.S. With Contributions by Missnbsp;Middleton, The Hon. Mrs. Armytage,nbsp;The Countess of Ancaster, and Mrs.nbsp;Wordsworth. With Musical Examples,nbsp;and 38 Full-page Plates and 93 Illustrationsnbsp;in the Text. Crown 8vo., loi. 6d. DRIVING. By His Grace the Duke of Beaufort, K.G. With Contributions by other Authorities. With Photogravurenbsp;Intaglio Portrait of His Grace the Duke ofnbsp;Beaufort, and ii Plates and 54 Illustrations in the Text, after

Drawings by G. D.nbsp;Giles and J. Sturgess, and from Photo-graphs. Crown 8vo., los. 6d.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. iiSport and Pastime—continued.THE BADMINTON I.IBRKRY—continued. FENCING, BOXING, AND WRESTLING. By Walter H. Pollock,nbsp;F. C. Grove, C. Prevost, E. B. Mitchell,nbsp;and Walter Armstrong. With i8 Intaglionbsp;Plates and 24 Illustrations in the Text.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. 6d. FISHING. By H. Cholmondeley-Pennell, Late Her Majesty’s Inspector of Sea Fisheries. Vol. I. SALMON AND TROUT. With Contributions by H. R. Francis, Majornbsp;John P. Traherne, Frederic M. Halford, H. S. Hall, and Thomasnbsp;Andrews. With Frontispiece, 8 Full-page Illustrations of Fishing Subjects bynbsp;C. H. Whymper and Conway Lloyd-JoNES, and very numerous Illustrations ofnbsp;Tackle, amp;c. Crown 8vo., 10s. 6d. Vol. II. PIKE AND OTHER COARSE FISH. With Contributions by thenbsp;Marquis of Exeter, William Senior,nbsp;G. Christopher Davis, H. R. Francis,nbsp;and R.

B. Marston. With Frontispiece, 6 Full-page Illustrations of Fishingnbsp;Subjects by C. H. Whymper and Conway Lloyd-Jones, and very numerousnbsp;Illustrations of Tackle, amp;c. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;los. 6d. GOLF. By Horace G. Hutchinson. With Contributions by the Rt. Hon. A. J.nbsp;Balfour, M.P., Sir Walter Simpson, Bart.,nbsp;Lord Wellwood, H. S. C. Everard,nbsp;Andrew Lang, and other. With 25 Platesnbsp;and 65 Illustrations in the Text, by Thomasnbsp;Hodge and Harry Furniss, and fromnbsp;Photographs. Crown 8vo., los. 6rf. HUNTING. By His Grace the Duke of Beaufort, K.G., and Mowbray Morris.nbsp;With Contributions by the Earl of Suffolknbsp;and Berkshire, Rev. E. W. L. Davies,nbsp;Digey Collins, Alfred E. T. Watson,nbsp;Sir Marteine Lloyd, George H. Longman, and J. S. Gibbons. With 5 Platesnbsp;and 54 Illustrations in the Text by J.nbsp;Sturgess, j. Charlton, G. D. Giles, andnbsp;A. C. Sealy. Crown 8vo., los. dif. MOUNTAINEERING. By

C. T. Dent. With Contributions by Sir W. M.nbsp;Conway, D. W. Freshfield, C. E.nbsp;Matthews, C. Pilkington, Sir F.nbsp;Pollock, H. G. Willink, and an Introduction by Mr. Justice Wills. With 13nbsp;Plates and 95 Illustrations in the Text bynbsp;H. G. Willink, and others. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;10s. 6d. RACING AND STEEPLE-CHAS ING. RACING. By the Earl of Suffolk and Berkshire, and W. G. Craven. Withnbsp;a Contribution by the Hon. F. Lawley. STEEPLE-CHASING. By Arthur Coventry and Alfred E. T. Watson.nbsp;With Coloured Frontispiece and 56nbsp;Illustrations in the Text by J. Sturgess.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. 6d.RLDING AND POLO. RIDING. By Captain Robert Weir. Riding-Master, R.H.G. With Contributions by the Duke of Beaufort, thenbsp;Earl of Suffolk and Berkshire, thenbsp;Earl of Onslow, E. L. Anderson,nbsp;and Alfred E. T. Watson. POLO. By J. Murray Brown. With 18 Plates and 41 Illustrations in the Text, by G. D. Giles, Frank Dadd,nbsp;and

F. Stuart Allan. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;I os. 6d. SEA FLSHING. By John Bicker-dyke. With Contributions on WHALING, by Sir H. W. Gore-Booth ; TARPON, bynbsp;Alfred C. Harmsworth; ANTIPODEANnbsp;and FOREIGN FISH, by W. Senior.nbsp;With 22 Full-page Plates and 175 Illustrations in the Text, by C. Napier Hemy,nbsp;R. T. Pritchett, W. W. May, andnbsp;others. Crown 8vo., los. bd.SHOOTLNG. Vol. I. FIELD AND COVERT. By Lord Walsingham and Sir Ralph Payne-Gallwey, Bart. With Contributions bynbsp;the Hon. Gerald Lascelles and A. J.nbsp;Stuart-Wortley. With ii Full-pagenbsp;Illustrations and 94 Illustrations in thenbsp;Text by A. J. Stuart-Wortley, Harpernbsp;Pennington, C. Whymper, G. E. Lodge,nbsp;J. M. Oswald Brown, Sir R. Frankland,nbsp;and from Photographs. Cr. 8vo., los. bd. Vol. II. MOOR AND MARSH. By Lord W alsingh am and Sir Ralph Payne-Gallwey, Bart. With Contributions bynbsp;Lord Lovat and Lord Charles

Lennoxnbsp;Kerr. With 8 Full-page Illustrationsnbsp;and 57 Illustrations in the Text by A. J.nbsp;Stuart-Wortley, Harper Pennington,nbsp;C. Whymper, J. G. Millais, G. E.nbsp;Lodge, and from Photographs. Crownnbsp;8vo., los. bd.



12 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Sport and Pastime—continued. THE BADMINTONnbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;continued. SKATING. By J. M. Heathcote and C. G. Tebbutt. FIGURE SKATING.nbsp;By T. Maxwell Witham. With Contributions on CURLING (Rev. John Kerr),nbsp;TOBOGGANING (Ormond Hake), ICESAILING (Henry A. Buck), BANDY (C.nbsp;G. Tebbutt). With 12 Plates and 272nbsp;Illustrations and Diagrams in the Text bynbsp;C. Whymper and K. Whymper and Capt.nbsp;R. M. Alexander. Crown 8vo., 105. 6lt;/. SWIMMING. By Archibald Sinclair and William Henry, Hon. Secs, of the Life-Saving Society. With 13 Platesnbsp;and 106 Illustrations in the Text by S.nbsp;T. Dadd and from Photographs by G.nbsp;Mitchell. Crown 8vo., los. 6(f. TENNIS, LA WN TENNIS, RACKETS AND FIVES. By J. M. andnbsp;C. G. Heathcote, E. O. Pleydell-Bouverie, and A.C. Ainger. With Contributions by the

Hon. A. Lyttelton, W. C.nbsp;Marshall, Miss L. Don, H. W. W. WiLBERFORCE, H. F. LaWFORD, SpENCER W. Gore, R. D. Sears, and Herbertnbsp;Chipp. With 12 Plates and 67 Illustrationsnbsp;in the Text by Lucien Davis, C. M.nbsp;Newton, and from Photographs. Crownnbsp;8vo., 105. 6rf. YACHTING. Vol. 1. CRUISING, CONSTRUCTION OF YACHTS, YACHT RACINGnbsp;RULES, FITTING-OUT,amp;c. By Sirnbsp;Edward Sullivan, Bart., Lordnbsp;Brassey, K.C.B., C. E. Seth-Smith,nbsp;C.B., G. L. Watson, R. T. Pritchett,nbsp;Sir George Leach, K.C.B., Vice-President Y.R.A.,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;‘ Thalassa,’ The Earl of Pembroke and Montgomery, E. F. Knight, and Rev. G. L. Blake. With 21 Plates and 93nbsp;Illustrations in the Text by R. T.nbsp;Pritchett, G. L. Watson, J. M. Soper,nbsp;amp;c., and from Photographs. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;los. fid. Vol. 11. YACHT CLUBS, YACHTING IN AMERICA AND THE COLONIES, YACHT RACING,

amp;c.nbsp;By R. T. Pritchett, The Marquis ofnbsp;Dufferin and Ava, K.P., Jamesnbsp;McFerran, Rev. G. L. Blake, T. B.nbsp;Middleton, Edward Walter Castlenbsp;and Robert Castle, G. Christophernbsp;Davies, Lewis Herreshoff, The Earlnbsp;OF Onslow, G.C.M.G., H. Horn, andnbsp;Sir George Leach, K.C.B. Vice-President Y.R.A. With 35 Plates and 160nbsp;Illustrations in the Text by R. T.nbsp;Pritchett, G. L. Watson, J. M. Soper,nbsp;amp;c., and from Photographs. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;105. 6rf. FUR AND FEATHER SERIES. Edited by A. E. T. Watson. Crown 8vo., price 55. each Volume. Cloth. A The Volumes are also issued half-bound in Leather, with gilt top. from all Booksellers. THE PARTRIDGE. Natural History by the Rev. H. A. Macpherson ; Shooting, by A. J. Stuart-Wortley ;nbsp;Cookery, by George Saintsbury. Withnbsp;II Illustrations and various Diagrams innbsp;the Text. Crown 8vo., 55.THE GROUSE. Natural History by the Rev. H. A.

Macpherson ; Shooting, by A. J. Stuart-Wortley; Cookery, bynbsp;George Saintsbury. With 13 Illustrationsnbsp;and various Diagrams in the Text. Crownnbsp;8vo., 55. THE PHEASANT. Natural History by the Rev. H. A. Macpherson ; Shooting,nbsp;by A. J. Stuart-Wortley ; Cookery, bynbsp;Alexander Innes Shand. With 10 Illustrations and various Diagrams. Crownnbsp;8vo., 5s. The price can be had THE HARE. Natural History by the Rev. H. A. Macpherson ; Shooting,nbsp;by the Hon. Gerald Lascelles ; Coursing,nbsp;by Charles Richardson ; Hunting, by J-S. Gibbons and G. H. Longman ; Cookery,nbsp;by Col. Kenney Herbert. With 9nbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo, 55. WILD FOWL. By the Hon. John Scott-Montagu, M.P.,amp;c. [^Inpreparation. THE RED DEER. By Cameron OF Lochiel, Lord Ebrington, amp;c. [/m preparation.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. *3Sport and Pastime- —continued. BADAIINTON MAGAZINE (The) of Sports and Pastimes. Editednbsp;by Alfred E. T. Watson (“ Rapier ”).nbsp;With numerous Illustrations. Price is.nbsp;monthly. Vol. I., August to December, 1895. 6s. Vol. II., January to June, 1896. 6s. Bickerdyke.—Days of my Life on Waters Fresh and Salt-, and othernbsp;Papers. By John Bickerdyke. Withnbsp;Photo-Etched Frontispiece and 8 Full-pagenbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. DEAD SHOT{The): or, Sportsman’s Complete Guide. Being a Treatise on the Usenbsp;of the Gun, with Rudimentary and Finishingnbsp;Lessons on the Art of Shooting Game of allnbsp;kinds. Also Game-driving, Wildfowl andnbsp;Pigeon-shooting, Dog-breaking, etc. Bynbsp;Marksman. Illustrated. Cr. 8vo., los. 6d.Ellis.—Chess Sparks ; or, Short and Bright Games of Chess. Collected and Arranged by J. H. Ellis, M.A. 8vo., 45. 6d.

Falkener.— Games, Ancient and Oriental, and Ho-w to Play Them. Bynbsp;Edward Falkener. With numerousnbsp;Photographs, Diagrams, amp;c.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;8vo., 21s. Ford.—The Theory and Practice OF Archery. By Horace Ford. Newnbsp;Edition, thoroughly Revised and Re-writtennbsp;by W. Butt, M.A. With a Preface by C.nbsp;J. Longman, M.A. 8vo., 145. Francis.—A Book on Angling; or. Treatise on the Art ot Fishing in every Branch ; including full Illustrated List of Salmon Flies. By Francis Francis. With Portrait and Coloured Plates. Crown 8vo., 15s. Gibson.— Tobogganing on Crooked Runs. By the Hon. Harry Gibson. Withnbsp;Contributions by F. de B. Strickland andnbsp;‘ Lady-Toboganner ’. With 40 Illustrations. Grown 8vo., 6s. Graham.—Country Pastimes for Boys. By P. Anderson Graham. Withnbsp;252 Illustrations from Drawings andnbsp;Photographs. Crown 8vo. 6s. Lang.—Angling Sketches. By Andrew Lang. With 20

Illustrations.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 3s. td. Longman.—Chess Openings. By Frederick W. Longman. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. Maskelyne.—Sharps and Plats : a Complete Revelation of the Secrets oinbsp;Cheating at Games of Chance and Skill. Bynbsp;John Nevil Maskelyne, of the Egyptiannbsp;Hall. With 62 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. Park.— The Game of Golf. By William Park, Jun., Champion Golfer, 1887-89. With 17 Plates and 26 Illustrations in the Text. Crown 8vo., 75. ^d. Payne-Gallivey (Sir Ralph, Bart.). Letters to Young Shooters (First Series). On the Choice and use of a Gun. With 41 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d. Lettersto YoungSHOOTERsi^tcoTiA Series). On the Production, Preservation, and Killing of Game. With Directionsnbsp;in Shooting Wood-Pigeons and Breaking-in Retrievers. With Portrait and 103nbsp;Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 12s. 6d. Pole (William). The Theory of the Modern Scientific Game of Whist. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. TheEvol utionof Whist: a

Study of the Progressive Changes which the Gamenbsp;has undergone. Cr. 8vo., 6s. Proctor.—How to Play Whist: WITH THE Laws and Etiquette ofnbsp;Whist. By Richard A. Proctor. Crownnbsp;8vo., 3s. 6d. Ronalds.—The Ely-Eisher’s Entomology. By Alfred Ronalds. With 20 coloured Plates. 8vo., 14s. Wilcocks.—The Sea Fisherman: Comprising the Chief Methods of Hook and Line Fishing in the British and other Seas,nbsp;and Remarks on Nets, Boats, and Boating.nbsp;By J. C. Wilcocks. Illustrated. Cr. 8vo.,6i.



t4 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.'S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Mental, Moral, and Political Philosophy. LOGIC, RHETORIC, PSYCHOLOGY, amp;-C. Abbott.—The Elements of Logic. By T. K. Abbott, B.D. i2mo., 3s. Aristotle. The Politics : G. Bekker’s Greek Text of Books I., III., IV. (VIL), with annbsp;English Translation by W. E. Bolland,nbsp;M.A. ; and short Introductory Essaysnbsp;by A. Lang, M.A. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d. The Politics: Introductory Essays. By Andrew Lang (from Bolland andnbsp;Lang’s ‘ Politics’). Crown 8vo , 25. 6rf. The Ethics: Greek Text, Illustrated with Essay and Notes. By Sir Alexander Grant, Bart. 2 vols. 8vo., 32s. An Introduction to AristotlPs Ethics. Books I.-IV. (Book X. c. vi.-ix.nbsp;in an Appendix). With a continuousnbsp;Analysis and Notes. By the Rev. Edw.nbsp;Moore, D.D., Cr. 8vo. los. 6(1. Bacon (Francis). Complete Works. Edited by R. L. Ellis, James Speeding and D. D.nbsp;Heath. 7 vols. 8vo., I'i 135. hd.

Letters and Life, including all his occasional Works. Edited by Jamesnbsp;Spedding. 7 vols. 8vo.,nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;45. The Ess a vs: with Annotations. By Richard Whately, D.D. 8vo., ios. 6d. The Essays. Edited, with Notes, by F. Store and C. H. Gibson. Crownnbsp;8vo, 3s. 6d. The Essays: with Introduction, Notes, and Index. By E. A. Abbott, D.D.nbsp;2 Vols. Fcp. 8vo.,6s. The Text and Indexnbsp;only, without Introduction and Notes, innbsp;One Volume. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. bd. Bain (Alexander). Mental Science. Cr. 8vo., 65. ^d. Moral Science. Cr. 8vo., 45. Tid. The two works as above can be had in one volume, price los. bd. Senses and the Intellect. 8vo., 15s. Emotions AND THE Will. 8vo., 155. Bain (Alexander)—continued. Logic, Deductive and Inductive. Part I. 4i. Part II. 6s. 6d. Practical Essays. Cr. 8vo., as. Bray (Charles). The Philosophy of Necessity : or, Law in Mind as in Matter. Cr. 8vo,, 55.nbsp;The Ed uca tion of the Feelings : anbsp;Moral

System for Schools. Cr. 8vo., 2s. 6d. Bray.—Elements of Morality, in Easy Lessons for Home and Schoolnbsp;Teaching. By Mrs. Charles Bray.nbsp;Crown 8vo., li. 6d. Davidson.—The Logic of Definition, Explained and Applied. By William L. Davidson, M.A. Crown 8vo., 65. Green (Thomas Hill).—The Works of. Edited by R. L. Nettleship. Vols. 1. and II. Philosophical Works. 8vo., i6s. each. Vol. III. Miscellanies. With Index to the three Volumes, and Memoir. 8vo., 215. Lectures on the Principles of Political Obligation. With Prefacenbsp;hy Bernard Bosanquet. 8vo., 55. Hodgson (Shadworth H.). Time and Space : A Metaphysical Essay. 8vo., i6s. The Theory of Practice: an Ethical Inquiry. 2 vols. 8vo., 245. The Philosophy of Reflection. 2 vols. 8vo., 2ii. Hume.—The Philosophical Works OF David Hume. Edited by T. H. Greennbsp;and T. H. Grose. 4 vols. 8vo., 56s. Ornbsp;separately. Essays. 2 vols. 28s. Treatisenbsp;of Human Nature. 2 vols. 28s.

Justinian.—The nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Institutes of Justinian : Latin Text, chiefly that oI Huschke, with English Introduction, Translation, Notes, and Summary. By Thomasnbsp;C. Sandars, M.A. 8vo., i8s. Kant (Immanuel). Critique of Practical Reason, AND Other Works on the Theory ofnbsp;Ethics.. Translated by T. K. Abbott,nbsp;B.D. With Memoir. 8vo., 125. 6d.



15 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Mental, Moral and Political Philosophy —contimied. Kant (Immanuel)—continued. Fundamental Principles of the Metaphysic of Ethics. Translated bynbsp;T. K. Abbott, B. D. (Extracted fromnbsp;‘ Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason andnbsp;other Works on the Theory of Ethics.’)nbsp;Crown 8vo, 3s. Introduction to Logic, and his Essay on the Mistaken Subtiltv opnbsp;THE Four Figures.. Translated by 'I'.nbsp;K. Abbott. 8vo., 6s. K i 11 i c k.—Handbook to Mill’s System of Logic. By Rev. A. H. Killick, M.A. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. Ladd (George Trumbull). Philosophy of Mind : An Essay on the Metaphysics of Psychology. 8vo., r6s. Elements of Physiological Psychology. 8vo., 2ri. Outlines of Physiological Psychology. A Text-book of Mental Science for Academies and Colleges. 8vo., 12s. Psychology, Descriptive and Explanatory : a Treatise of the Phenomena, Laws, and Development of

Human Mentalnbsp;Life. 8vo., 21S. Primer of Psychology. Cr. 8vo., 55. 6rf. Lewes. — Tnk History of Philosophy, from Thales to Comte. By George Henry Lewes. 2 vols. 8vo., 32s.Max Midler (F.). The Science of Thought. 8vo., 215. Three Introductory Lectures on THE Science of Thought. 8vo., 2s. bd. Mill.--Analysis of the Phenomena OF THE Human Mind. By James Mill. 2 vols. Svo., 28s. Mill (John Stuart). A System OF Logic. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6(/. On Liberty. Crown 8vo., 15. 4(i. On Representa tive Government. Crown 8vo., 2s. Utilitarianism. 8vo., 2s. 6d. Examination of Sir William Hamilton’s Philosophy. 8vo., i6s. Nature, the Utility of Religion, and Theism. Three Essays. 8vo., 5s. Mosso.—Fear. By Angelo Mosso. Translated from the Italian by E. Lough and F. Kiesow. With 8 Illustrations. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 7i. (id. Romanes.—Mind and Motion and Monism. By George John Romanes,nbsp;LL.D., F.R.S. Cr. 8vo., 4s. (d. Stock.—Deductive Logic. By St. George

Stock. Fcp. 8vo., 3s. (d. Sully (James). The Human Mind : a Text-book of Psychology. 2 vols. 8vo., 21s.nbsp;Outlines OF Psychology. 8vo., gs. The Teacher’s Handbook óf Psychology. Crown 8vo., 55. Studies of Childhood. 8vo, 105. 6rf. Swinburne. — Picture Logic : an Attempt to Popularise the Science of Reasoning. By Alfred James Swinburne,nbsp;M.A. With 23 Woodcuts. Crown 8vo., 5s. Weber.—History of Philosophy. By Alfred Weber, Professor in the University of Strasburg. Translated by Franknbsp;Thilly, Ph.D. 8vo., i6s. Whately (Archbishop).Bacon’s Essays. With Annotations. 8vo., los. 6d. Elements of Logic. Cr. 8vo., 45. 6rf. Elements of Rhetoric. Cr. 8vo., 4s. 6d. Lessons on Reasoning. Fcp. 8vo., IS. (d.Zeller (Dr. Edward, Professor in the University of Berlin). The Stoics, Epicureans, and Sceptics. Translated by the Rev. O. J.nbsp;Reichel, M.A. Crown 8vo., 15s. Outlines of the History of Greek Philosophy. Translated bynbsp;Sarah F'. Alleyne and

Evelynnbsp;Abbott. Crown 8vo., los. (d. Plato and the Older Academy. Translated by Sarah F. Alleyne andnbsp;Alfred Goodwin, B.A. Crown 8vo.nbsp;185. Socrates and the Socratic Schools. Translated by the Rev. O.nbsp;J. Reichel, M.A. Crown 8vo., los. 6rf.



History and Science of Language, amp;e. Farrar. —La ng ua grand Lang ua ges : By F. W. Farrar, D.D., F.R.S. Crownnbsp;8vo., 6s. Graham. — English Synonyms, Classified and Explained: with Practicalnbsp;Exercises. By G. F. Graham. Fcp. 8vo.,6s. Barnett.—Practicable Socialism. Essays on Social Reform. By the Rev. S.nbsp;A. and Mrs. Barnett. Crown 8vo., 65. Max Müller (F.) —continued. Rog-et.— Thesa ur us of English Words and Phrases. Classified andnbsp;Arranged so as to Facilitate the Expressionnbsp;of Ideas and assist in Literary Composition.nbsp;By Peter Mark Roget, M.D., F.R.S.nbsp;Recomposed throughout, enlarged and improved, partly from the Author’s Notes, andnbsp;with a full Index, by the Author’s Son,nbsp;John Lewis Roget. Crown 8vo. los. 6d. Dowell.—A History of Taxation and Taxes in England, from the Earliestnbsp;Times to the Year 1885. By Stephennbsp;Dowell, (4 vols. 8vo). Vols. I. and H.nbsp;The History of Taxation,

2ii. Vols. UTnbsp;and IV. The History of Taxes, 21s.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. 17 Economies—continued. Symes.—Political Economy; a Short Text-book of Political Economy.nbsp;With Problems for Solution, and Hints fornbsp;Supplementary Reading; also a Supplementary Chapter on Socialism. By Professor J. E. Symes, M.A., of Universitynbsp;College, Nottingham. Crown 8vo., 25. (id. Toynbee.—Lectures on the Ln-DUSTRiAL Revolution of the 18th Century IN England-. Popular Addresses, Notes and other Fragments. By Arnoldnbsp;Toynbee. With a Memoir of the Authornbsp;by Benjamin Jowett, D.D. 8vo., 105. (id. Webb. —The History of Trade Unionism. By Sidney and Beatricenbsp;Webb. With Map and full Bibliography ofnbsp;the Subject. 8vo., 185.Politieal Eeonoray and Macleod (Henry Dunning). Bimetalism. 8vo., 5s. net. The Elements of Banking. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6rf. The Theory and Practice of Banking. Vol. 1. 8vo., i2j. Vol. 11. 14s.nbsp;l^HB

Theory of Credit. 8vo.nbsp;Vol. L, 105. net. Vol. II., Part I., los. net.nbsp;Vol. 11., Part II., 105. 6d. A Digest of the Law of Bills OF EXCH.4NGE, BANK-NOTES, amp;C. [Zm the press. Mill .—Political Economy, By John Stuart Mill. Popular Edition. Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf. Library Edition. 2 vols. 8vo., 30J.STUDIES IN ECONOMICS AND POLITICAL SCIENCE, Issued under the auspices of the London School of Economics and Political Science. Evolution, Anthropology, amp;e. Babington. — Fallacies of Race Theories as Applied to Nationalnbsp;Characteristics. Essays by Williamnbsp;Dalton Babington, M.A. Crown 8vo., 65. The History of Local Rates in England: Five Lectures. By Edwinnbsp;Cannan, M.A., Balliol College, Oxford.nbsp;Crown 8VO., 25. 6rf. Select Documents Lllustrating THE History of Trade Unionism. I. The Tailoring Trade. Edited by W. F. Galton. With a Preface bynbsp;Sidney Webb, LL.B. Crown 8vo., 5s. Deploige’s Referendum en Suisse.

Translated, with Introduction and Notes, by C. P. Trevelyan, M.A. [Inpreparation. Clodd (Edward). The Story of Creation: a Plain Account of Evolution. With 77 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. (d. A Primer of Evolution; being a Popular Abridged Edition of ‘ The Story of Creation’. With Illustrations. Fcp.nbsp;8vo., IS. (id. Lang.—Custom and Myth : Studies of Early Usage and Belief. By Andrewnbsp;Lang. With 15 Illustrations. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;35. 6rf. Select Documents Lllustrating THE State Regulation of Wages.nbsp;Edited, with Introduction and Notes, bynbsp;W. A. S. Hewins, M.A., Pembrokenbsp;College, Oxford; Director of the Londonnbsp;School of Economics and Political Science. {In preparation. Hungarian Gild Records. Edited by Dr. Julius Mandello, of Budapest. {hi preparation. The Relations between England AND THE Hanseatic League. By Missnbsp;E. A. MacArthur, Vice-Mistress of Girtonnbsp;College, Cambridge.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;{In

preparation. Lubbock.—The Origin op Civilisation, and the Primitive Condition of Man. By Sir J. Lubbock, Bart., M.P. With 5nbsp;Plates and 20 Illustrations in the Text.nbsp;8vo., 185. Romanes (George John). Darwin, and after Darwin: an Exposition of the Darwinian Theory, and anbsp;Discussion on Post-Darwinian Questions.nbsp;Part I. The Darwinian Theory. Withnbsp;Portrait of Darwin and 125 Illustrations.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 105. 6d. Part 11. Post-Darwinian Questions: Heredity and Utility. With Portrait ofnbsp;the Author and 5 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 105. 6d. An Examination ISM. Crown 8vo., 65. OF Weismann-



i8 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Classical Literature, Translations, amp;e. Poetry and the Drama. Allingham (William)—continued. Abbott .—Hellenica. a Collection of Essays on Greek Poetry, Philosophy,nbsp;History, and Religion. Edited by Evelynnbsp;Abbott, M.A., LL.D. 8vo., 165.i^schylus.—OF Mschy- LUS. With Metrical English Translation. By J. F. Davies. 8vo., js. Aristophanes. — The Acharnians OF Aristophanes, translated into Englishnbsp;Verse. By R. Y. Tyrrell. Crown 8vo., rs. Becker (Professor). Gallus: or, Roman Scenes in the Time of Augustus. Illustrated. Postnbsp;8vo., 35. 6d. Charicles : or, Illustrations of the Private Life of the Ancient Greeks.nbsp;Illustrated. Post 8vo., 35. 6rf. Cicero.—Cicero’s Correspondence. By R. Y. Tyrrell. Vols. I., IL, III., 8vo.,nbsp;each I2S. Vol. IV., 155. Farnell.—Greek Lyric Poetry: a Complete Collection of the Surviving Passages from the Greek Song-

Writing.nbsp;Arranged with Prefatory Articles, Introductory Matter and Commentary. Bynbsp;George S. Farnell, M.A. With 5 Plates.nbsp;8vo., 165. Lang.—Homer and the Epic. By Andrew Lang. Crown 8vo., 95. net.nbsp;Lucan.— The Pharsalia of Lucan.nbsp;Translated into blank Verse, with somenbsp;Notes. By Edward Ridley, Q.C., sometime Fellow of All Souls College, Oxford. Mackail.—Select Epigrams from THE Greek Anthology. By J. W. Mac-kail, Fellow of Balliol College, Oxford.nbsp;Edited with a Revised Text, Introduction,nbsp;Translation, and Notes. 8vo., i6s. Acworth.—Ballads of the Mara- THAS. Rendered into English Verse from the Marathi Originals. By Harry Arbuth- NOT Acworth. 8vo., 5s. Allingham (William). Irish Songs and Poems. With Frontispiece of the Waterfall of Asaroe.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., 6s. Laurence Bloomfield. With Portrait of the Author. Fcp. 8vo., 3s. bd. Flower Pieces; Day and Night Songs; Ballads. With 2 Designs bynbsp;D. G.

Rossetti. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. largenbsp;paper edition, 12s. Rich .—A Dictionary OF Roman AND Greek Antiquities. By A. Rich, B.A.nbsp;With 2000 Woodcuts. Crown 8vo., 75. 6r/. Sophocles.—Translated into English Verse. By Robert Whitelaw, M.A., Assistant Master in Rugby School; latenbsp;Fellow of Trinity College, Cambridge.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 8s. bd. Tacitus. — The History of P. Cornelius Tacitus. Translated intonbsp;English, with an Introduction and Notes,nbsp;Critical and Explanatory, by Albertnbsp;William Quill, M.A., T.C.D., sometimenbsp;Scholar of Trinity College, Dublin. 2 vols.nbsp;Vol. I. 8vo., 7s. 6d. Vol. II. 8vo., 12s. 6d. Tyrrell .— Translations INTO Greek AND Latin Verse. Edited by R. Y.nbsp;TvRRF.r.L. 8vo., 6s.Virgil. The aEneid of Virgil. Translated into English Verse by John Conington. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Poems of Virgil. Translated into English Prose by John Conington. Crown 8vo., 6s. The /Eneid of Virgil, freely translated into English Blank

Verse. By W. J. Thornhill. Crown 8vo., ys. 6d. The H,neid of Virgil. Books I. to VI. Translated into English Verse by James Rhoades. Crown 8vo., 5s. Wilkins.—The Growth of the Homeric Poems. By G. Wilkins. 8vo.,6s. Life and Phantasy : with p'rontis-piece by Sir J. E. Millais, Bart., and Design by Arthur Hughes. Fcp. 8vo.,nbsp;6s.; large paper edition, r2s. Thought and Word, and Ashby Manor: a Play. Fcp. 8vo., 6s.; largenbsp;paper edition, 12s. Blackberries. Imperial i6mo., bs. Sets of the above 6 vols. may be had in nnt-form Half-parchment binding, price 30s.



19 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Poetry and the Drama—continued. 2 vols. Fcp.Armstrong (G. F. Savage).Poems : Lyrical and Dramatic. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. King Sa ul. (The Tragedy of Israel, Part I.) Fcp. 8vo., 5s.King David. (TheTragedyof Israel, Part II.) Fcp. 8vo., 6s. King Solomon. (The Tragedy of Israel, Part III.) Fcp. 8vo., 6s. Ugone : a Tragedy. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. A Garland from Greece : Poems.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., 7s. (id. Stories OF Wicklow: Poems. Fcp. 8vo., 7s. 6rf. Mephistopheles in Broadcloth : a Satire. Fcp. 8vo., 4s. One in the Infinite : a Poem. Crown 8vo., 7s. (gt;d. Armstrong.—The Poetical Works OF Edmund J. Armstrong Fcp. 8vo., 5s.Arnold (Sir Edwin). The Light of the World : or the Great Consummation. Cr. 8vo., 7s. fgt;d. net. Potiphar’s Wife, and other Poems. Crown 8vo., 5s. net.Adzuma : or the Japanese Wife. A Play. Crown 8vo., 6s. 6rf. net.The Tenth Muse, and other Poems. Crown 8vo., 5s.

net. Beesly. — Ballads and other Verse. By A. H. Beesly. Fcp. 8vo., 5s. Bell (Mrs. Hugh). Chamber Comedies : a Collection of Plays and Monologues for the Drawingnbsp;Room. Crown 8vo., 6s. Fairy Tale Plays, and How to Act Them. With numerous Illustrationsnbsp;by Lancelot Speed. Crown 8vo. Carmichael.—Poems. By Jennings Carmichael (Mrs. Francis Mullis).nbsp;Crown 8vo, 6s. net. Christie.—Lays and Verses. By Nimmo Christie. Crown 8vo., 3s. öd. Cochrane (Alfred). The Kestrel s Nest, and other Verses. Fcp. 8vo., 3s. 6d. Leviore Plectro : Occasional Verses. Fcap. 8vo., 3s. 6(7. Florian’s Fables.—The Fables of Florian. Done into English Verse by Sir Philip Perring, Bart. Cr. 8vo., 35. ^d.Goethe. Faust, Part L, the German Text, with Introduction and Notes. By Albertnbsp;M. Selss, Ph.D., M.A. Crown 8vo., 5S. Faust. Translated, with Notes. By T. E. Webb. 8vo., 12s. 6rf. G U r n e y.—Da y-Dreams : Poems. By Rev. Alfred Gurney, M.A.

Crownnbsp;8vo., 3s. 6d. Ingelow (Jean). Poetical Works. 8vO., I2S. Lyrical and other Poems. Selected from the Writings of Jean Ingelow. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. cloth plain, 3s. cl. gilt. Lang (Andrew). Ban and ArriIre Ban : a Rally of Fugitive Rhymes. Fcp. 8vo., 5s. net. Grass of Parnassus. Fcp. 8vo. 2s. ^d. net. Ballads of Books. Edited by Andrew Lang. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. The Blue Poetry Book. Edited by Andrew Lang. With loo Illustrations.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 6s. Lecky.—Poems. By W. E. H. Lecky. Fcp. 8vo., 5s. Lindsay.— The Flower Seller, and other Poems. By Lady Lindsay.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 5s. Lytton (The Earl of), (Owen Meredith). Mar ah. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. 6d. King Poppy : a Fantasia. With i Plate and Design on Title-Page by Ed.nbsp;Burne-Jones, A.R.A. Cr. 8vo., los. 6d. The Wanderer. Cr. 8vo., los. 6d.Lucile. Crown 8vo., 105. 6rl. Selected Poems. Cr. 8vo., loy. 6d.



20 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Poetry and the Drama—continued. Poetical Works—Library Edition. Complete in Ten Volumes. Crown 8vo., Piatt (Sarah), price 6s. each. The Earthly Paradise. 4 vols. 6s. each. Done Popular Edition. Fcp. 4to., 6d. sewed, is. cloth. Illustrated by J. R. Weguelin. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Annotated Edition. IS. 6d. cloth. The Life and Death of Jason. 6s. The Defence of Gubnevere, and other Poems. 6s. The Story OF Sigurd THE Volsvng, AND The Fall of the Niblungs. 6s. Love is Enough; or, the Freeing of Pharamond: A Morality; and Poemsnbsp;BY the Way. 6s. The Odyssey of Homer. Done into English Verse. 6s. The /Eneids of Virgil. into English Verse. 6s. Certain of the Poetical Works may also be had in the following Editions :— The Earthly Paradise. Popular Edition. 5 vols. i2mo., 25s.; or 5s. each, sold separately. The same in Ten Parts, 25s.; or 2S. 6d. each, sold separately.

Cheap Edition, in i vol. Crown 8vo., 7s. 6d. Love is Enough; or, the Freeing of Pharamond: A Morality. Square crownnbsp;8vo., 7s. 6d. Poems by the Way. Square crown 8vo., 6s. *„* For Mr. William Morris’s Prose Works, see p. 31. Murray (Robert F.).—Author ol ‘ The Scarlet Gown ’. His Poems, with a Memoir by Andrew Lang. Fcp. 8vo.,nbsp;5i. net. Nesbit.—La rs and Legends. By E. Nesbit (Mrs. Hubert Bland). Firstnbsp;Series. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6(i. Second Series.nbsp;With Portrait. Crown 8vo., 5s. Skeleton Leaves : Poems. With a Dedicatory Poem to the late Hon.nbsp;Roden Noel. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. net. An Enchanted Castle, and Other Poems : Pictures, Portraits, andnbsp;People in Ireland. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Poems : With Portrait of the Author. 2 vols. Crown 8vo., los. Piatt (John James). Idyls and Lyrics of the Ohio Valley. Crown 8vo., 5s. Little New World Idyls. Ct- 8vo., 5s. Rhoade S.—Teresa and other Poems. By James Rhoades.

Crownnbsp;8vo., 3J. td. Riley (James Whitcomb). Old Fashioned Roses: Poems. i2mo., 5s.Poems: Here at Home. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. net. Shakespeare.—Bowdler's Family Shakespeare. With 36 Woodcuts. i yo •nbsp;8vo., 14s. Or in 6 vols. Fcp. 8vo., 2i5. The Sha kespea re Bir thda y By Mary F. Dunbar. 32mo., is- Sturgis.—A Book of Song. By Julian Sturgis. i6mo. 55.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Works of Fiction, Humour, amp;e. Sybil. Henrietta Temple. Venetia. Coningsby. Lothair. Endymion. Dougall (L.). Beggars All. What Necessity Knoiys 8vo., 6s. Alden.—Among the Freaks. By W. L. Alden. With 55 Illustrations by J.nbsp;F. Sullivan and Florence K. Upton.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf.Anstey (F., Author of ‘Vice Versa’). Voces Populi. Reprinted from ‘ Punch ’. First Series. With 20 Illustrations by J. Bernard Partridge.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 31. 6c/. The Travelling Companions. Reprinted from ‘ Punch ’. With 25 Illustrations by J. Bernard Partridge. Post 4to., 5s. The Man from Blankley's : a Story in Scenes, and other Sketches.nbsp;With 24 Illustrations by J. Bernardnbsp;Partridge. Post 4to., 6s. Astor.—A Journey in other Worlds: a Romance of the Future. Bynbsp;John Jacob Astor. With 10 Illustrations.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., 6s. Baker.—By the Western Sea. By James Baker, Author of ‘ John

Westacott’.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 3s. 6c/. Beaconsfield (The Earl of). Novels and Tales. Complete in II vols. Crown 8vo., is. 6c/. each. Vivian Grey. The Young Duke, amp;c. Alroy, Ixion, amp;c.nbsp;Contarini Fleming,nbsp;amp;c. Tancred. Novels and Tales. The Hughen-den Edition. With 2 Portraits and ii Vignettes, ii vols. Crown 8vo., 42s.Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d.Crown Doyle (A. Conan). Micah Clarke: A Tale of Monmouth’s Rebellion. With 10 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6c/. The Captain of the Polestar, and other Tales. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6c/. The Refugees : A Tale of Two Con-tinents. With 25 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. The Stark Munro Letters. Cr. 8vo, 6s. Farrar (F. W., Dean of Canterbury). Darkness and Dawn: or, Scenes in the Days of Nero. An Historic Tale.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., 7s. 6c/. Gathering Clouds : a Tale of the Days of St. Chrysostom. Cr. 8vo., ys. 6c/. Fowler.—The Young Pretenders. A Story of Child Life. By Edith H.nbsp;Fowler. With 12 Illustrations bynbsp;Philip

Burne-Jones. Crown 8vo., 6i. Froude.—The Two Chiefs of Dun-boy: an Irish Romance of the Last Century. By James A. Froude. Cr. 8vo., 31. 6c/.Haggard (H. Rider). Heart of the World. With 15 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6j. Joan Haste. With 20 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6i. The People of the Mist. With 16 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. Montezuma’s Daughter. With 24 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6c/.She. With 32 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 31. 6c/. Allan Quatermain. With 31 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6c/. Maiwa's Revenge : Crown 8vo., i5. boards, is. 6c/. cloth. Colonel Quaritch, VC. Cr. 8vo. 3s. 6c/. Cleopatra. With 29 Illustrations, Crown 8vo., 31. 6c/.



22 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Works of Fiction, Humour, amp;e. —continued. The Gladiators. The Interpreter. Good for Nothing.nbsp;The Queen’s Maries. Holmby House. Kate Coventry.nbsp;Digby Grand.nbsp;General Bounce. Haggard (H. Rider)—continued. ! Beatrice. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 Eric Brighteyes. With 51 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. td. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;\ Nad A THE Lily. With 23 Illustra- | tions. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Allan’s Wife. With 34 Illustra- tions. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. The Witch’s Head. With i6 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. ^d. Mr. Meeson's Will. With i6 i Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. Dawn. With 16 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3r. 6rf. Haggard and Lang.—The World’s \ Desire. By H. Rider Haggard and | Andrew Lang. With 27 Illustrations. Inbsp;Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;j Harte.—In the Carquinez Woods and other stories. By Bret Harte. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 35. 6d. Hope.—The

Heart of Princess OsRA, By Anthony Hope. With g Ulus- |nbsp;trations by John Williamson. Crown ?nbsp;8vo., 65. Hornung.—The Unbidden Guest. ; By E. W. Hornung. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. Lang.—A Monk of Fife ; being the Chronicle written by Norman Leslienbsp;of Pitcullo, concerning Marvellous Deedsnbsp;? that befel in the Realm of France, 1429-31.nbsp;By Andrew Lang. With 13 Illustrationsnbsp;by Selwyn Image. Cr. 8vo., 6s. Lyall (Edna). The Autobiography OF A Slander, j Fcp. 8vo., IS., sewed.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;! Presentation Edition. With 20 Illustra- ! tions by Lancelot Speed. Crown inbsp;8vo., 2j. 6d. net.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;I The Autobiography of a Truth. Fcp. 8vo., IS., sewed; u. 6rf., cloth. Doreen. The Story of a Singer, jnbsp;Crown 8vo., 6j. Magruder.—The Violet. By Julia Magruder. With Illustrations by C. D.nbsp;Gibson. Crown 8vo. Matthews.—His Father’s Son: a Novel of the New York Stock Exchange.nbsp;By Brander Matthews. With 13

Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. 65. Melville (G. J. Whyte). town 8vo., IS. 6d. each. Merriman.—Flotsam: The Study of a Life. By Henry Seton Merriman,nbsp;With Frontispiece and Vignette by H. G.nbsp;Massey, A.R.E. Crown 8vo., 65. Morris (William). The Well at the World’s Fnd. 2 vols. 8vo., 24s. The Story of the Glittering Plain, which has been ako called Thenbsp;Land of the Living Men, or The Acre ofnbsp;the Undying. Square post 8vo., 5s. net.nbsp;The Roots of the Mountains^nbsp;wherein is told somewhat of the Lives ofnbsp;the Men of Burgdale, their Friends, theirnbsp;Neighbours, their Foemen, and theirnbsp;Fellows-in-Arms. Written in Prose andnbsp;Verse. Square crown 8vo., 85. A Tale of the House of the WOLFINGS^ and all the Kindreds of the Mark. Written in Prose and Verse.nbsp;Second Edition. Square crown 8vo., 65. A Dream of John Ball, and a King's Lesson. lamo., 15. 6d. News from Nowhere; or, An Epoch of Rest. Being some Chaptersnbsp;from

an Utopian Romance. Post 8vo., 15. 6rf. *** For Mr. William Morris’s Poetical Works, see p. 20. Newman (Cardinal). Loss and Gain : The Story of a Convert, Crown 8vo. Cabinet Edition, 65. J Popular Edition, 35. amp;d. Callista : A Tale of the Third Century. Crown 8vo. Cabinet Edition, 6s.; Popular Edition, 35. 6d. Oliphant.—Old nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Mr. Tredgold. By Mrs. Oliphant. Crown 8vo., 6s. Phillipps-Wolley.—Snap: a Legend of the Lone Mountain. By C. Phillipps-Wolley. With 13 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Quintana.—The Cid Campeador • an Historical Romance. By D. Antonio DE Trueba y la Quintana. Translatednbsp;from the Spanish by Henry J. Gill, M.A.?nbsp;T.C.D. Crown 8vo, 6s.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. 23Works of Fiction, Humour, amp;e.—continued. By Amy Herbert, Cleve Hall.nbsp;Gertrude. Home Life. After Life.nbsp;Ursula. Ivors,nbsp;2s. tdRhoscomyl (Owen). The Jewel of Ynys Galon : being a hitherto unprinted Chapter in the Historynbsp;of the Sea Rovers. With ra Illustrationsnbsp;by Lancelot Speed. Cr. 8vo., 6s.nbsp;Battlement and Tower : anbsp;Romance. With Frontispiece by R.nbsp;Caton Woodville. Crown 8vo., 6s. Robertson.—Nuggets in the Devil's Punch Bowl, and other Australiannbsp;Tales. By Andrew Robertson. Cr. 8vo.,nbsp;3s. 6d. Rokeby. — Dorcas Hobday. Charles Rokeby.Sewell (Elizabeth M.). A Glimpse of the World, Laneton Parsonage. Margaret Percival. Katharine Ashton. The Earl’s Daughter. The Experience of Life, Cr. 8vo., 15. 6^f. each cloth plain, each cloth extra, gilt edges. Stevenson (Robert Louis). The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll AND Mr.

Hyde. Fcp. 8vo., is. sewed.nbsp;IS. bd. cloth. The Strange Case of Dr. ySKYLL AND MR. HYDE ; WITH OTHER Fables. Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. More New Arabian Nights—The Dynamiter. By Robert Louis Stevenson and Fanny van de Grift Stevenson. Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. The Wrong Bon. By Robert Louis Stevenson and Lloyd Osbourne.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. Suttner.—Lay Down Your Arms (Die Waffen Niedcr): The Autobiographynbsp;of Martha Tilling. By Bertha vonnbsp;Suttner. Translated by T. Holmes.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., IS. 6d. Trollope (Anthony). The Warden, pr. 8vo., 15. 6d. Barchester Towers. Cr. 8vo., IS. bd. True (A) Relation of the Travels AND Perilous Adventures of Mathewnbsp;Dudgeon, GeRTLEMAn: Wherein is trulynbsp;set down the Manner of his Taking, thenbsp;Long Time of his Slavery in Algiers, andnbsp;Means of his Delivery. Written by Himself,nbsp;and now for the first time printed. Cr. 8vo. ,5s. Walford (L. B.).Mr. Smith: a Part of his

Life. Crown 8vo., 2s. bd. The Baby’s Grandmother.. Cr. 8vo., 2s, bd. Cousins. Crown 8vo., is. 6d. Troublesome Daughters. Cr. 8vo., 2S. bd. Pauline. Crown. 8vo., is. 6d. Dick Netherby. Cr. 8vo., is. 6d. The History of a Week. Cr. 8vo. 2s. bd. A Stiff-necked Generation. Cr. 8vo. 2s. bd.Nan, and other Stories. Cr. 8vo., 2s. bd. The Mischief of Monica. Cr. 8vo., 2s. bd. The One Good Guest. Cr. 8vo. 2s. bd. ‘ Ploughed^ and other Stories. Crown 8vo., 6s.The Matchmaker. Cr. 8vo., 6s. West (B. B.). Half-Hours with the Millionaires: Showing how much harder it is to spend a million than to make it. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 6s. Sir Simon Vandbrpetter, and Minding his Ancestors. Cr. 8vo., 5s. A Financial Atonement. Cr. 8vo., 6s. Weyman (Stanley). The House of the Wolf. Cr. 8vo., 3s. bd. A Gentleman OF France. Cr. 8vo., 6s. The Red Cockade. Cr. 8vo., 6s. W h i S h a w.—A Boyar of the terrible: a Romance of the Court ofnbsp;Ivan the Cruel, First Tzar of Russia.nbsp;By

Fred. Whishaw, With 12 Illustrations by H. G. Massey, A. R.E. Crownnbsp;8vo., 6s.



22 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Works of Fiction, Humour, amp;e.—continued. Haggard (H. Rider)—continued. Beatrice. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d. Eric Brighteyes. With 51 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Nada the Lily. With 23 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. td. Allan’s Wife. With 34 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. bd. The Witch’s Head. With 16 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 35. bd. Mr. Meeson's Will. With 16 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. Dawn. With 16 Illustrations. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 3s. 6rf. Haggard and Lang.—The World’s Desire. By H. Rider Haggard andnbsp;Andrew Lang. With 27 Illustrations.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. Harte.—In the Carquinez Woods and other stories. By Bret Harte. Cr. 8vo., 3i. bd. Hope.—The Heart of Princess OsRA. By Anthony Hope. With g Illustrations by John Williamson. Crown 8vo., 6i. Hornung.—The Unbidden Guest. By E. W. Hornung. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Lang.—A Monk of Fife ; being the

Chronicle written by Norman Leslienbsp;of Pitcullo, concerning Marvellous Deedsnbsp;. that befel in the Realm of France, 1429-31.nbsp;By Andrew Lang. With 13 Illustrationsnbsp;by Selwyn Image. Cr. 8vo., 65. Lyall (Edna). The a utobiography of a Slander. Fcp. 8vo., 15., sewed. Presentation Edition. With 20 Illustrations by Lancelot Speed. Crown 8vo., 2s. bd. net. The Autobiography of a Truth. Fcp. 8vo., IS., sewed; is. bd., cloth. Doreen. The Story of a Singer. Crown 8vo., 6s. Magruder.—The Violet. By Julia Magruder. With Illustrations by C. D.nbsp;Gibson. Crown 8vo. Matthews.—His Father’s Son: a Novel of the New York Stock Exchange.nbsp;By Brander Matthews. With 13 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo. 6s. Melville (G. J. Whyte). The Gladiators. I Holmby House. The Interpreter. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Kate Coventry. Good for Nothing. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Digby Grand. The Queen’s Maries. [ General Bounce. Crown 8vo., is. bd. each. Merriman.—Flotsam : The

Study of a Life. By Henry Seton Merriman,nbsp;With Frontispiece and Vignette by H. G-Massey, A.R.E. Crown 8vo., 6s. Morris (William). The Well a t the World’s End. 2 vols. 8vo., 24s. The Story of the Glittering Plain, which has been ako called The Land of the Living Men, or The Acre ofnbsp;the Undying. Square post 8vo., 55. net. The Toots of the Mountains, wherein is told somewhat of the Lives of the Men of Burgdale, their Friends, theirnbsp;Neighbours, their Foemen, and theirnbsp;Fellows-in-Arms. Written in Prose andnbsp;Verse. Square crown 8vo., 85. A Tale of the House of the WOLFINGS, and all the Kindreds of the Mark. Written in Prose and Verse.nbsp;Second Edition. Square crown 8vo., 6s. A Dream of John Ball, and a King's Lesson. i2mo., is. 6d. News from Nowhere; or, An Epoch of Rest. Being some Chapters from an Utopian Romance. Post 8vo., IS. 6d. For Mr. William Morris’s Poetical Works, see p. 20. Newman (Cardinal). Loss and

Gain : The Story of a Convert. Crown 8vo. Cabinet Edition, 6s. • Popular Edition, 3s. 6lt;f. Callista : A Tale of the Third Century. Crown 8vo. Cabinet Edition, 6s.; Popular Edition, 3s. 6d. Oliphant.—Old nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Mr. Tredgold. By Mrs. Oliphant. Crown 8vo., 6s.Phillipps-Wolley.—Snap: a Legend of the Lone Mountain. By C. Phillipps-Wolley. With 13 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3r. bd. Quintana.—The Cid Campeador • an Historical Romance. By D. Antonio de Trueba y la Quintana. Translatednbsp;from the Spanish by Henry J. Gill, M.A.,nbsp;T.C.D. Crown 8vo, 6s.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. 23Works of Fietion, Humour, amp;e.—continued. Rhoscomyl (Owen). The Jewel of Ynys Galon: being a hitheito unpiinted Chapter in the History of the Sea Rovers. With 12 Illustrationsnbsp;by Lancelot Speed. Cr. 8vo., 65.nbsp;Battlement and Tower : anbsp;Romance. With Frontispiece by R.nbsp;Caton Woodville. Crown 8vo., 65. Roberts O n.—Nuggets in the Devil's Punch Bowl, and other Australiannbsp;Tales. By Andrew Robertson. Cr. 8vo.,nbsp;3s. 6d. Rokeby. — Dorcas Hobday. By Charles Rokeby.Sewell (Elizabeth M.). A Glimpse of the World, Amy Herbert, Laneton Parsonage.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Cleve Hall. Margaret Percival. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Gertrude. Katharine Ashton. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Home Life. The Earl’s Daughter. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;After Life. The Experience of Life, Ursula. Ivors. Cr. 8vo., IS. 6d. each cloth plain. 2s. 6dnbsp;each cloth extra, gilt edges.

Stevenson (Robert Louis). The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll AND Mr. Hyde. Fcp. 8vo., is. sewed.nbsp;IS. 6d. cloth. The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde; with othernbsp;Fables. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. More New Arabian Nights—The Dynamiter. By Robert Louis Stevenson and Fanny van de Grift Stevenson. Crown 8vo., 3i. 6d. The Wrong Bon. By Robert Louis Stevenson and Lloyd Osbourne.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Suttner.—Zav Down Your Arms {Die Waffen Niedcr): The Autobiographynbsp;of Martha Tilling. By Bertha vonnbsp;Suttner. Translated by T. Holmes.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., li. 6d. Trollope (Anthony). The Warden, pr. 8vo., 15. bd. Barchester Towers. Cr. 8vo., 15. 6ff. True (A) Relation of the Travels AND Perilous Adventures of Mathewnbsp;Dudgeon, Gentleman: Wherein is trulynbsp;set down the Manner of his Taking, thenbsp;Long Time of his Slavery in Algiers, andnbsp;Means of his Delivery. Written by Himself,nbsp;and now for the first time

printed. Cr. 8vo., 5i. Walford (L. B.). Mr. Smith: a Part of his Life. Crown 8vo., 25. 6d. The Baby’s Grandmother. Cr. 8vo., 25. erf. Cousins. Crown 8vo., 2s. bd. Troublesome Daughters. Cr. 8vo., 25. 6rf. Pauline. Crown. 8vo., 25. bd. Dick Netherby. Cr. 8vo., 2s. bd.nbsp;The History of a Week. Cr. 8vO. 25. ^d. d Stiff-necked Generation. Cr. 8vO. 25. erf.Nan, and other Stories. Cr. 8vo., 25. 6rf. The Mischief of Monica. Cr. 8vO., 25. erf. The One Good Guest. Cr. 8vo. 25. erf. ‘ Ploughed,' and other Stories. Crown 8vo., 65. The Matchmaker. Cr. 8vo., 6s.West (B. B.). Half-Hours with the Millionaires: Showing how much harder it is to spend a million than to make it. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 65. Sir Simon Vanderpetter, and Minding his Ancestors. Cr. 8vo., 5s. A Financial Atonement. Cr. 8vo., 6s. Weyman (Stanley). The House of the Wolf. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6ff. A Gentleman OF France. Cr. 8vo.,65. The Red Cockade. Cr. 8vo., 6s. W^hishaw.—A Boyar of the Terrible : a

Romance of the Court ofnbsp;Ivan the Cruel, First Tzar of Russia.nbsp;By Fred. Whishaw. With 12 Illustrations by H. G. Massey, A. R.E. Crownnbsp;8vo., 6s.



24 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Popular Seienee (Natural History, amp;e.). Butler.—Our Household Insects. An Account of the Insect-Pests found in Dwelling-Houses. By Edward A. Butler,nbsp;B.A., B.Sc. (Lond.). With 113 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. (id.Furneaux (W.). The Outdoor World; or The Young Collector’s Handbook. With 18nbsp;Plates 16 of which are coloured, and 549nbsp;Illustrations in the Text. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;75. (id. Butterflies and Moths (British). With 12 coloured Plates and 241 Illustrations in the Text. Crown 8vo., 12s. 6d. Hartwig (Dr. George)—continued. Volcanoes and Earthquakes. 30 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 25. (id. Wild Animals of the Tropics. 66 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. Ha3rward.—Bird Notes. By the late Jane Mary Hayward. Edited by Emmanbsp;Hubbard. With Frontispiece and 15 Ulusnbsp;trations by G. E. Lodge. Cr. 8vo., 6s. Helmholtz.—Popular Lectures on Scientific Subjects.

By Hermann vonnbsp;Helmholtz. With 68 Woodcuts. 2 vols.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., 35. (id. each. Hartwig (Dr. George). The Sea and its Living Wonders. With 12 Plates and 303 Woodcuts. 8vo.,nbsp;ys. net. The Tropical World, With 8 Plates and 172 Woodcuts. 8vo., ys. net. The Polar WoRLD.With 3 Maps, 8 Plates and 85 Woodcuts. 8vo., ys. net. The Subterranean World. With 3 Maps and 8o Woodcuts. 8vo., ys. net. The Aerial World. With Map, 8 Plates and 60 Woodcuts. 8vo., ys. net. Heroes OF THE Polar World. 19 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 25. Wonders of the Tropical Forests. 40 Illustrations. Cr. Svo., 2S. Workers under the Ground. 29 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 2S. Marvels Over our Heads. 29 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 2i. Sea Monsters and Sea Birds. 75 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 2i. (id. Denizens of the Deep. 117 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 25. (id. Hudson.—British Birds. By W. H. Hudson, C.M.Z.S. With a Chapter onnbsp;Structure and Classification by Frank E,nbsp;Beddard,

F.R.S. With 16 Plates (8 ofnbsp;which are Coloured), and over 100 Illustrations in the Text. Crown 8vo., 125. (id.Proctor (Richard A.). Light Science for Leisure Hours. Familiar Essays on Scientific Subjects. 3nbsp;vols. Cr. 8vo., 55. each. RoUGH WaF5' MAde Smooth. Familiar Essays on Scientific Subjects. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Pleasant WaysinScience. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Nature Studies. By R. A. Proctor, Grant Allen, A. Wilson, T. Foster and E. Clodd. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;35. (id. Leisure Readings. By R. A. Proctor, E. Clodd, A. Wilson, T. Foster and A. C. Ranyard. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d. For Mr. Proctor’s other books see Messp. Longmans amp;• Co.’s Catalogue of Scientificnbsp;Works. Stanley.—A Familiar History of Birds. By E. Stanley, D.D., formerlynbsp;Bishop of Norwich. With Illustrations.nbsp;Cr. 8vo., 35. (id.



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. 25 Popular Science (Natural History, amp;e.)—continued. Wood (Rev. J. G.). Homes without Hands : A Description of the Habitation of Animals, classed according to the Principle of Construction. With 140 Illustrations. 8vo.,nbsp;7J., net. Insects at Home : A Popular Account of British Insects, their Structure, Habits and Transformations. With 700nbsp;Illustrations. 8vo., 75. net. Insects Abroad : a Popular Account of Foreign Insects, their Structure, Habitsnbsp;and Transformations. With 600 Illustrations. 8vo., 7s. net. Bible Animals : a Description of every Living Creature mentioned in thenbsp;Scriptures. With 112 Illustrations. 8vo.,nbsp;7s. net. Petland Revisited. With 33 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. Out of Doors; a Selection of Original Articles on Practical Naturalnbsp;History. With ii Illustrations. Cr. 8vo.,nbsp;3s. 6d. Wood (Rev. J. G.) —continued. Strange Dwellings : a

Description of the Habitations of Animals, abridgednbsp;from ‘ Homes without Hands ’. With 60nbsp;Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6(i. Bird Life of the Bible. 32 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3i. 6d. Wonderful Nests. 30 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. Homes under the Ground. 28 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 3s. 6d. Wild Animals of the Bible. 29. Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6d. Domestic Animals of the Bible. 23 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 35. 6(f. The Branch Builders. 28 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., IS. 6d. Social Habitations and Parasitic Nests. 18 Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 2s.Works of Referenee. Longmans’ Gazetteer of the World. Edited by George G. Chisholm, M.A., B.Sc. Imp. 8vo., ?2 2i. cloth,nbsp;?2 I2S. 6d. half-morocco.Maunder (Samuel). Biographical Treasury. With Supplement brought down to 1889. By Rev. James Wood. Fcp. 8vo., 65, Treasury of Natural History: or. Popular Dictionary of Zoology. With 900 Woodcuts. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. Treasury OF Geography, Physical, Historical,

Descriptive, and Political.nbsp;With 7 Maps and i6 Plates. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. The Treasury of Bible Knowledge. By the Rev. J. Ayre, M.A. With 5 Maps, 15 Plates, and 300 Woodcuts.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., 6s. Treasury of Knowledge and Library OF Reference. Fcp. 8vo., 6i. Maunder (Samuel)—continued. Historical Treasury. Fcp.8vo.,65. Scientific and Literary Treasury. Fcp. 8vo., 6s. The Treasury of Botany. Edited by J. Lindley, F.R.S., and T. Moore,nbsp;F.L.S. With 274 Woodcuts and 20 Steelnbsp;Plates. 2 vols. Fcp. 8vo., I2i. Roget. — Thesaurus of English Words and Phrases. Classified and Arranged so as to Facilitate the Expression ofnbsp;Ideas and assist in Literary Composition.nbsp;By Peter Mark Roget, M.D., F.R.S.nbsp;Recomposed throughout, enlarged and improved, partly from the Author’s Notes, andnbsp;with a full Index, by the Author’s Son,nbsp;John Lewis Roget. Crown 8vo., lor. 6d. Willich .—Popular Tables for giving information for

ascertaining the value ofnbsp;Lifehold, Leasehold, and Church Property,nbsp;the Public Funds, amp;c. By Charles M.nbsp;Willich. Edited by H. Bence Jones.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. 6d.



26 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Children’s Books. Meade (L. T.). Daddy's Boy. With Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. bd. Deb and the Duchess. With Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. The Beresford Prize. With Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. The House of Surprises. With Illustrations. Crown 8vo. 3s. bd. Molesworth—Silverthorns. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;By Mrs. Molesworth. With Illustrations. Cr. 8vo., 5s. Stevenson.—A Child's Garden of Verses. By Robert Louis Stevenson.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., 5s. Upton (Florence K. and Bertha). The Adventures of Two Dutch Dolls AND A ^ Golliwogg'. Illustrated by Florence K. Upton, with Wordsnbsp;by Bertha Upton. With 3r Colourednbsp;Plates and numerous Illustrations in thenbsp;Text. Oblong 4to., 6s. The Golliwogg's Bicycle Club. Illustrated by Florence K. Upton, withnbsp;words by Bertha Upton. With Colourednbsp;Plates and numerous Illustrations in thenbsp;Text. Oblong 4to., 6s.

Wordsworth.— The Snow Garden, AND OTHER FaIRY TaLES FOR CHILDREN. By Elizabeth Wordsworth. With 10nbsp;Illustrations by Trevor Haddon. Crownnbsp;8vo., 5s. Crake (Rev. A. D.). Edwy the Fair; or, The First Chronicle of ^scendune. Cr. 8vo., 2S. bd.nbsp;Alegar the Dane ; or, The Secondnbsp;Chronicle of ^scendune. Cr. 8vo. 2s. 6d.nbsp;The Rival Heirs : being the Thirdnbsp;and Last Chronicle of .Žscendune. Cr.nbsp;8vo., 2s. (id. The House OF JValderne. A Tale of the Cloister and the Forest in the Daysnbsp;of the Barons’ Wars. Crown 8vo., as. 6d.nbsp;Brian Fitz-Count. A Story ofnbsp;Wallingford Castle and Dorchesternbsp;Abbey. Cr. 8vo., 2s. bd. Lang (Andrew).—Edited by. The Blue Fairy Book. With 138 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 8s. The Red Fairy Book. With lOo Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Green Fairy Book. With gg Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Yellow Fairy Book. With 104 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Blue Poetry Book. With

ioo Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Blue Poetry Book. School Edition, without Illustrations. Fcp. 8vo., 2S. 6rf. The True Story Book. With 66 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Red True Story Book. With IOO Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. The Animal Story Book. With 67 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. Longmans’ Series Price 2s. Atelier (The) Du Lys : or, an Art Student in the Reign ot Terror. By THE same Author. Mademoiselle Mori : anbsp;Tale of Modern Rome. In the Olden Time ; a Tale of the Peasantnbsp;War in Germany. The Younger Sister. That Child. Under a Cloud.nbsp;Hester's Venturenbsp;The Fiddt.er ofnbsp;Lugau. A Child of the Revolution. Atherstone Priory. By L. N. Comyn. The Story of a Spring Morning, etc. By Mrs. Molesworth. Illustrated.nbsp;The Palace in the Garden. Bynbsp;Mrs. Molesworth. Illustrated. of Books for Girls. bd. each. Neighbours. By Mrs. Molesworth. The Third Miss St. Quentin. By Mrs. Molesworth. Very Young; and Quite

Another Story. Two Stories. B}' Jean IngeloW. Can this be Love ? By Louisa Park-Keith Deramore. By the Author of ‘ Miss Molly ’. Sidney. By Margaret Deland. An Arranged Marriage. By Dorothea Gerard. Last Words to Girls on Life at School and after School. By Maria Grey. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;- Stray Thoughts for Girls. By Lucy H. M. Soulsby, Head Mistress otnbsp;Oxford High School. i6mo., is. bd. net.



27 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.The Silver Library. Crown 8vo. 35. 6d. each Volume. Arnold’s (Sir Edwin) Seas and Lands. With 71 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Bagehot’s (W.) Biographical Studies. 3J. 6d. Bagehot’s (W.) Economic Studies. 35. 6d.nbsp;Bagehot’s (W.) Literary Studies. With Portrait. 3 vols, 35. 6d. each. Baker’s (Sir S. W.) Eight Years in Ceylon. With 6 Illustrations. 3J. 6d. Baker’s (Sir S. W.) Rifle and Hound in Ceylon. With 6 Illustrations. 35. 6d. Baring-Gould’s (Rev. S.) Curious Myths of the Middle Ages. ^s. 6d. Baring-Gould’s (Rev. S.) Origin and Development of Religious Belief. 2 vols. 3^. 6i^. each. Becker’s (Prof.) Gallus: or, Roman Scenes in thenbsp;Time of Augustus. Illustrated. 35. 6d.nbsp;Becker’s (Prof.) Charicles: or, Illustrations of,nbsp;the Private Life of the Ancient Greeks.nbsp;Illustrated. 3s. 6d. Bent’s (J. T.) The Ruined Cities of Mashona-land. With 117 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Brassey’s

(Lady) A Voyage in the ‘ Sunbeam ’. With 66 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Butler’s (Edward A.) Our Household Insects. With 7 Plates and 113 Illustrations in thenbsp;Text. 3s. 6d. Clodd’s (E.) Story of Creation: a Plain Account of Evolution. With 77 Illustrations. 3s. 6d.nbsp;Gonybeare (Rev. W. J.) and Howson’s (Verynbsp;Rev. J. S.) Life and Epistles of St. Paul. 46 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. DougalPs (L.) Beggars All: a Novel. 3^. 6d. j Doyle’s (A. Conan) Micah Clarke. A Tale of |nbsp;Monmoutn’s Rebellion. 10 Illusts. 3.r. 6d. \nbsp;Doyle’s (A. Conan) The Captain of the Polestar,nbsp;and other Tales. 3s. 6d. Doyle’s (A. Conan) The Refugees: A Tale of j Two Continents. With 25 Illustrations. 3s 6d. \nbsp;Froude’s (J. A.) Short Studies on Great Sub- ! Jects. 4 vdls. 3s. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;6d. each.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;j Froude’s (J. A.) Thomas Carlyle: a History of his Life.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;| 1795-1835. 2 vols. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;7s.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;j 1834-1881.

nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;2 vols.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;7s.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;I Froude’s (J. A.) Cffisar: a Sketch. 3s. 6d. nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;\ Froude’s (J. A.) The Spanish Story of the ? Armada, and othernbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;Essays. 3s. 6d.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;1 Froude’s (J. A.) The Two Chiefs of Dunboy: an | Irish Romance of the Last Century. 3s. 6d. jnbsp;Froude’s (J. A.) The History of England, fromnbsp;the Fall of Wolsey to the Defeat of thenbsp;Spanish Armada. 12 vols. 3^. 6d. each.nbsp;Froude’s (J. A.) The English in Ireland. 3 vols.nbsp;loj. 6d. Gleig’s (Rev. G. R.) Life of the Duke of Wellington. With Portrait. 3^. 6d. Greville’a (C. C. F.) Journal of the Reigns of King George lY., King William lY., andnbsp;Queen Victoria. 8 vols., 3s. 6d. each. Haggard’s (H. R.) She: A History of Adventure. 32 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Allan Quatermain. With 20 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Colonel Quarltch, V.C. : a Tale of Country Life. 3s. 6d.

Haggard’s (H. R.) Cleopatra. With 29 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Haggard’s (H, R.) Eric Brighteyes. With 51 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Beatrice. 3J. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Allan’s Wife. With 34 Illustrations. 35, 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Montezuma’s Daughter. With 25 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) The Witch’s Head. With 16 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Mr. Meeson’s Will. With 16 Illustrations. 3^-. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Nada the Lily. With 23 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Haggard’s (H. R.) Dawn. With 16 Illusts. 3s. 6d. Haggard (H. R.) and Lang’s (A.) The World’s Desire. With 27 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Harte’s (Bret) In the Carquinez Woods and other Stories. 3s'. 6d. Helmholtz’s (Hermann von) Popular Lectures on Scientific Subjects. With 68 Illustrations.nbsp;2 vols. 3s. 6d. each. Hornung’s (E. W.) The Unbidden Guest. 3s. 6d. Howitt’s (W.) Visits to Remarkable Places 80 Illustrations. 3J-. 6d. Jefferies’ (R.) The Story of My Heart: My Autobiography.

With Portrait. 3^. 6d, Jefferies’ (R.) Field and Hedgerow. With Portrait. 3.?. 6d. Jefferies’(R.) Red Deer. 17 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Jefferies’ (R.) Wood Magic: a Fable. With Frontispiece and Vignette by E. V. B. 3s. 6d. Jefferies (R.) The Toilers of the Field, With Portrait from the Bust in Salisbury Cathedral.nbsp;3s. 6d. Knight’s (E. F.) The Cruise of the ‘Alerte’: the Narrative of a Search for Treasure onnbsp;the Desert Island of Trinidad. With 2nbsp;Maps and 23 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Knight’s (E. F.) Where Three Empires Meet: a Narrative of Recent Travel in Kashmir,nbsp;Western Tibet, Baltistan, Gilgit. With a Mapnbsp;and 54 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Knight’s (E. F.) The ‘ Falcon ’ on the Baltic: a Coasting Voyage from Hammersmith tonbsp;Copenhagen in a Three-Ton Yacht. Withnbsp;Map and n Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Lang’s (A.) Angling Sketches. 20 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Lang’s (A.) Custom and Myth: Studies of Early Usage and Belief. 3^, 6d. Lang’s (Andrew) Cock

Lane and Common-Sense. With a New Preface. 3^. 6d.



28 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.The Silver 'movQ.vj—continued. Lees (J. A.) and Glutterbuck’s (W. J.) B. C. 1887, A Ramble In British Columbia. Withnbsp;Maps and 75 Illustrations. 3s. 6d.nbsp;Macaulay’s (Lord) Essays and Lays of Ancientnbsp;Rome. With Portrait and Illustration. 3J. 6d.nbsp;Hacleod’s (H. D.) Elements of Banking. 35. 6d.nbsp;Marshman’s (J. C.) Memoirs of Sir Henrynbsp;Havelock. 35^. 6d. Max Miiller’s (F.) India, what can it teach us ? 3J. 6d. Max Muller’s (F.) Introduction to the Science of Religion. 3J. 6d. Merivale’s (Dean) History of the Romans under the Empire. 8 vols. $s. 6d. each.nbsp;Mill’s (J. S.) Political Economy. 35. 6d. Mill’s (J. S.) System of Logic, y. 6d. Milner’s (Geo.) Country Pleasures; the Chronicle of a Year chiefly in a Garden. 3s. 6d. Nansen’s (F.) The First Crossing of Greenland. With Illustrations and a Map. 3^. 6d. Phillipps-Wolley's (C.) Snap: a Legend of

thenbsp;Lone Mountain. 13 Illustrations. 3^. 6d.nbsp;Proctor’s (R. A.) The Orbs Around Us. $s. 6d.nbsp;Proctor’s (R. A.) The Expanse of Heaven.nbsp;3J. 6d. Proctor’s (R. A.) Other Worlds than Ours. ^s.ód. Proctor’s (R. A.) Other Suns than Ours. 3^. 6d.nbsp;Proctor’s (R. A.) Rough Ways made Smooth. 3J. 6d. Proctor’s (R. A.) Pleasant Ways in Science. Ss. 6d. Proctor’s (R. A.) Myths and Marvels of Astronomy, 3s. 6d. Proctor’s (R. A.) Nature Studies. 3^-. 6d. Proctor’s (R. A.) Leisure Readings. By R. A.nbsp;Proctor, Edward Clodd, Andrewnbsp;Wilson, Thomas Foster, and A. C.nbsp;Ranyard. With Illustrations. 3s. 6d.nbsp;Rossetti’s (Maria F.) A Shadow of Dante. 3s. 6d.nbsp;Smith’s (R. Bosworth) Carthage and the Carthaginians. With Maps, Plans, amp;c. 3J. 6d.nbsp;Stanley’s (Bishop) Familiar History of Birds. 160 Illustrations. 3J-. 6d. Stevenson’s (R. L.) The Strange Case of Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde; with other Fables.nbsp;3s. td. Stevenson (R. L.)

and Osbourne’s (LI.) The Wrong Box. 3^. 6d. Stevenson (Robert Louis) and Stevenson’s (Fanny van de Grift) More New Arabiannbsp;Nights.—The Dynamiter. 3s. 6d. Weyman’s (Stanley J.) The House of the Wolf: a Romance. 3s. 6d. Wood’s (Rev. J. G.) Petland Revisited. With 33 Illustrations. 3^. 6d. Wood’s (Rev. J. G.) Strange Dwellings. With 60 Illustrations. 3s. 6d. Wood’s (Rev. J. G.) Out of Doors. With ii Illustrations. 3^. 6d.Cookery, Domestic Management, Gardening, amp;e. Acton. — Modern Cookery. By Eliza Acton. With 150 Woodcuts. Fcp.nbsp;8VO., 45. 6rf.Bull (Thomas, M.D.). Hints to Mothers on the Management OF THEIR Health during the Period of Pregnancy. Fcp. 8vo., is. 6d. The Maternal Management of Children in Health and Disease.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., IS. 6d.De Sails (Mrs.). Cakes and Confections a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., is. 6d. Dogs : A Manual for Amateurs. Fcp. 8vo., IS. 6d. Dressed Game and Poultry a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., is. 6(i. De

Sails (Mrs.).—continued. Dressed Vegetables a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., IS. 6d. Drinks 1 LA Mode. Fcp.8vo.,i5.6i^. Entries a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., IS. 6d. Floral Decorations. Fcp. 8vo., 15. td. Gardening a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo. Part L, Vegetables, is. 6d. Part H.,nbsp;Fruits, IS. 6d. National Viands a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., IS. td. New-laid Eggs. Fcp. 8vo., i^. Oysters a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., IS. td.



29 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Cookery, Domestic Management, amp;e.—continued. Notions for j Crown 8vo., li. 6lt;J. | De Sails (Mrs.).—continued. Puddings and Pastry a la Mode, Fcp. 8vo., li. td. Savouries a la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., Soups and Dressed Fish 2 la Mode. Fcp. 8vo., is. 6^. Sweets and Supper Dishes a la Mode, Fcp. 8vo., is. 6if. Tempting Dishes for Small Incomes. Fcp. 8vo., ij. 6d. Wrinkles and Every Household. Lear.—Maigre Cookery. By H. L. Sidney Lear. i6rao„ 25. Poole.—Cookery FOR the Diabetic. By W. H. and Mrs. Poole. With Prefacenbsp;by Dr. Pavy. Fcp. 8vo., 25. 6d. Walker (Jane H.). A Book for Every Woman. Part I., The Management of Childrennbsp;in Health and out of Health. Crownnbsp;8vo., 2s. 6rf. A Handbook for Mothers : being being Simple Hints to Women on thenbsp;Management of their Health duringnbsp;Pregnancy and Confinement, togethernbsp;with Plain Directions as

to the Care ofnbsp;Infants. Crown Svo., 2S. ^d.Miscellaneous and Critical Works. (‘A.K.H.B.’)- Boyd (A. K. H.) continued. Lessons of Middle Age. Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf. Our Little Life. Two Series. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. each. Our Homely Comedy: and Tragedy. Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf. Recrea tions of a Co untr yParson. Three Series. Crown 8vo., 35. firf. each. Also First Series. Popular Edition. 8vo.,nbsp;6d. Sewed. Butler (Samuel). Erewhon. Crown 8vo., 55. The Fair Haven. A Work in De-fence of the Miraculous Element in our Lord’s Ministry. Cr. 8vo., 75. ^d. Life and Habit. An Essay after a Completer View of Evolution. Cr. 8vo.,nbsp;75. 6rf. Evolution, Old and New. Cr. 8vo., los. Alps and Sanctuaries of Piedmont AND Canton Ticino. Illustrated. Pott 4to., ro5. (id. Luck, or Cunning, as the Main Means of Organic Modification?nbsp;Cr. 8vo., 75. (d. Ex VoTo. An Account of the Sacro Monte or New Jerusalem at Varallo-Sesia.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 105. 6d. Allingham.—

Varieties in Prose. By William Allingham. 3 vols. Cr. 8vo.,nbsp;185. (Vols. I and 2, Rambles, by Patriciusnbsp;Walker. Vol. 3, Irish Sketches, etc.) Armstrong.—Ess a vs and Sketches. By Edmund J. Armstrong. Fcp. 8vo., 55. Bsigehot.—ZiTERARY Studies. By Walter Bagehot. With Portrait. 3 vols.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf. each. Baring-Gould.— Curious Myths of \ THE Middle Ages. By Rev. S. Baring-Gould. Crown 8vo., 35. 6rf.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;j Baynes. — Shakespeare Studies, and other Essays. By the late Thomas Spencer Baynes, LL.B., LL.D. With anbsp;Biographical Preface by Professor Lewis {nbsp;Campbell. Crown 8vo., 75. 6d. Boyd (A. K. H.) (‘A.K.H.B.’). nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;| And see MISCELLANEOUS THEOLOGICAL \ WORKS, p. 32.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;! Autumn Holidays of a Country \ Parson. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d.nbsp;Commonplace Philosopher. Ct.nbsp;8vo., 35. 6if. Critical Essays of a Country Parson. Crown 8vo., 35. 6lt;f. East Coast

Days and Memories. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Landscapes, Churches, and Moralities. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Leisure Hours in Town. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d.



30 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Miscellaneous and Critical nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;orks,—continued. Gwilt.—An Encyclopedia of Architecture. By Joseph Gwilt, F.S.A. Illustrated with more than iioo Engravingsnbsp;on Wood. Revised (1888), with Alterationsnbsp;and Considerable Additions by Wyattnbsp;Papworth. 8vo., ?2 12s. 6d. Jefferies (Richard)—continued. Thoughts from the Writings of Richard Jefferies. Selected by H. S.nbsp;Hoole Waylen. i6mo., 35. 6d. . td. Hamlin.—A Text-Book of the History of Architecture. By A. D. F.nbsp;Hamlin, A.M., Adjunct-Professor of Architecture in the School of Mines, Columbianbsp;College. With 229 Illustrations. Crownnbsp;8vo., ys. 6rf. Haweis.—Music and Morals. By the Rev. H. R. Haweis. With Portrait ofnbsp;the Author, and numerous Illustrations,nbsp;Facsimiles, and Diagrams. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;yi. 6d.Indian Ideals (No. i). Narada t)VTRA : an Inquiry into Love

(Bhakti-Jijn^sa). Translated fromnbsp;the Sanskrit, with an Independendentnbsp;Commentary, by E. T. Sturdy. Crownnbsp;8vo., 2s. 6d. net. Jefferies.—(Richard). Field and Hedgerow: With Portrait. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. The Story of My Heart: my Autobiography. With Portrait and New Preface by C. J. Longman. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;3s. 6d. Red Deer. With 17 Illustrations by J. Charlton and H. Tunaly. Crown 8vo., 3s. (gt;d. The Toilers of the Field. With Portrait from the Bust in Salisbury Cathedral. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Wood Magic : a Fable. With Frontispiece and Vignette by E. V. B. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Johnson.—The Patentees Manual: a Treatise on the Law and Practice of Letters Patent. ByJ. amp; J. H. Johnson,nbsp;Patent Agents, amp;c.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;8vo., lor. 6d. Lang (Andrew). Letters to Dead Authors. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. net. Books and Bookmen. With 2 Coloured Plates and ly Illustrations.nbsp;Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. net. Old Friends. Fcp.

8vo., o.s. 6d. net. Letters on Literature. Fcp. 8vo., 2s. 6d. net. Cock Lane and Common Sense. Crown 8vo., 3s. 6d. Macfarren. — Lectures on Harmony. By Sir George A. Macfarren. 8V0., I2S.Max Müller (F). Lndia : What CAN it Teach Us? Crown 8vo., 3s. 6rf. Chips from a German Workshop. Vol. I. Recent Essays and Addresses. Crown 8vo., 6s. 5d. net. Vol. II. Biographical Essays. Crown 8vo., 6s. ad. net. Vol. III. Essays on Language and Literature. Crown 8vo., 6s. 6d. net. Vol. IV. Essays on Mythology and Folk Lore. Crown 8vo, 8s. 6d. net. Milner.—Country Pleasures: the Chronicle of a Year chiefly in a Garden.nbsp;By George Milner. Crown 8vo., 3s. '



MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS. 31Miseellan,eous and CFitieal Works—continued. Seven Lectures Occasions. Post Morris (William). Signs of Change. delivered on varioi 8vo., 45. 6rf. Hopes and Fears for Art. Five Lectures delivered in Birmingham, London, amp;c., in 1878-1881. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;4s. 6d. Orchard.—The Astronomy of ‘ Milton’s Paradise Lost ’. By Thomasnbsp;N. Orchard, M.D., Member of the Britishnbsp;Astronomical Association. With 13 Illustrations. 8vo., 15s. Poore.—Essays on Rural Hygiene. By George Vivian Poore, M.D., F.R.C.P.nbsp;With 13 Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 6s. 6d.Proctor.—Strength : How' to get Strong and keep Strong, with Chapters on Rowing and Swimming, Fat, Age, and thenbsp;Waist. By R. A. Proctor. With g Illustrations. Crown 8vo., 2j. Richardson.— JVa tional Heal th. A Review of the Works of Sir Edwin Chadwick, K.C.B. By Sir B. W. Richardson,nbsp;M.D.

Crown 8vo., 45. 6d. Rossetti.--^ Shadow of Dante: being an Essay towards studying Himself,nbsp;his World and his Pilgrimage. By Marianbsp;Francesca Rossetti. With Frontispiecenbsp;by Dante Gabriel Rossetti. Crownnbsp;8vo., 35. 6d. Solovyoff. —A Modern Priestess OF Isis {Madame Bla va tskn). Abridgednbsp;and Translated on Behalf of the Society fornbsp;Psychical Research from the Russian ofnbsp;Vsevolod Sergyeevich Solovyoff. Bynbsp;Walter Leaf, Litt. D. With Appendices.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 6s. Stevens.—On the Stowage of Ships AND THEIR CARGOES. With Information regarding Freights, Charter-Parties, amp;c. By Robert White Stevens, Associate-Member of the Institute of Naval Architects.nbsp;8V0., 2IS. West.— Wills, and How Hot to Make them. With a Selection of Leadingnbsp;Cases. By B. B. West, Author of “ Half-Hours with the Millionaires”. Fcp. 8vo., 25. 6d. Miscellaneous Theological Works. *** For Church of England

and Roman Catholic Works see Messrs. Longmans amp; Co.’s Special Catalogues. Balfour. — T//? Foundations Cr. 8vo. 2S. Dreamer. Crown AND the Lake of OF Belief: being Notes Introductory to the Study of Theology. By the Right Hon.nbsp;Arthur J. Balfour, M.P. 8vo., 125. 6d. Bird (Robert). A Child's Religion. Joseph, the 8vo., 5s. Jesus, the Carpenter of Nazareth. Crown 8vo., 5s. To be had also in Two Parts, price 2s. 6d. each. Part I. Galilee Gennesaret. Part II. Jerusalem and the Per,Ža. Boyd(A. K. H.) (‘A.K.H.B.’). OccA SION A l a ndImmemoria l Da vs : Discourses. Crown 8vo., 75. 6d. Counsel and Comfort from anbsp;City Pulpit. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. SUNDA Y A FTERNOONS IN THE Pa RISH Church of a Scottish Universitynbsp;City. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Changed Aspects of Unchanged Truths. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d. Graver Thoughts of a Country Parson. Three Series. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;35. 6d. each. Present Day Thoughts. Crown 8vo.,

35. 6d. Seaside Musings. Cr. 8vo., 35. bd. ‘ To Meet the Day' through the Christian Year : being a Text of Scripture, with an Original Meditation and a Shortnbsp;Selection in Verse for Every Day. Crownnbsp;8vo., 4s. 6d.



Cx 32 MESSRS. LONGMANS amp; CO.’S STANDARD AND GENERAL WORKS.Miscellaneous Theological Works—continued. De la Saussaye- — A Manual of THE Science of Religion. By Professor Chantepie de la Saussaye. Translatednbsp;by Mrs. Colyer Fergusson {n'ee Maxnbsp;Müller). Crown 8vo., 12s. td. Gibson.—The Abbe de Lamennais. AND THE Liberal Catholic Movementnbsp;IN France. By the Hon. W. Gibson. Kalisch (M. M., Ph.D.). Bible Studies. Part I. Prophecies of Balaam. 8vo., los. 6d. Part 11. The Book of Jonah. 8vo., los. 6d. Commentary on the Old Testament: with a New Translation. Vol. 1. Genesis. 8vo., i8s. Or adapted for thenbsp;General Reader. 12s. Vol. 11. Exodus.nbsp;15s. Or adapted for the General Reader.nbsp;I2i. Vol. III. Leviticus, Part 1.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15s. Or adapted for the General Reader. 8s. Vol. IV. Leviticus, Part 11.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;15s. Or adapted for the General Reader. 8s. Macdonald

(George). Unspoken Sermons. Three Series. Crown 8vo., 35. td. each. The Miracles of our Lord. Crown 8vo., 35. 6d, Martineau (James). Hours of Thought on Sacred Things: Sermons, 2 vols. Crown 8vo.,nbsp;3s. 6rf. each. Endeavours after the Christian Life. Discourses. Crown 8vo., ys. 6d. The Seat of Authority in Religion. 8vo., 14s. Essays, Revieivs, and Addresses. 4 Vols. Crown 8vo., ys. td. each. I, Personal; Political. II. Ecclesiastical; Historical. III. Theological; Philosophical. IV. Academical;nbsp;Religious. Home Prayers, with Two Services for Public Worship. Crown 8vo., 3s. td. 10,000/9/96.Max Miiller (F.). Hibbert Lectures on the Origin and Growth of Religion, as illustratednbsp;by the Religions of India. Cr. 8vo.,ys. 6(f. Introduction to the Science of Religion : Four Lectures delivered at thenbsp;Royal Institution. Crown 8vo., 3s. td. Natural Religion. The Gifford Lectures, delivered before the University of Glasgow in 1888. Crown 8vo., los. td.

Physical Religion. The Gifford Lectures, delivered before the University of Glasgow in 1890. Crown 8vo., los. td. Anthropological Religion. The Gifford Lectures, delivered before the University of Glasgow in i8gi. Cr. 8vo., los.öd. Theosophy, or Psychological Religion. The Gifford Lectures, delivered before the University of Glasgow in 1892.nbsp;Crown 8vo., los. td. Three Lectures on the Vedanta Philosophy, delivered at the Royal Institution in March, 1894.nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;nbsp;8vo., 5s. Phillips. — The TE.iCHiNc of the Vedas. What Light does it Throw on thenbsp;Origin and Development of Religion ? Bynbsp;Maurice Phillips, London Mission,nbsp;Madras. Crown 8vo., 6s. Romanes.—Thoughts on Religion. By George J. Romanes, LL.D., F.R.S.nbsp;Crown 8vo., 45. ^d. SUPERNATURAL RELIGION: an Inquiry into the Reality of Divine Revelation. 3 vols. 8vo., 36s. Reply (A) to Dr. Lightfoot's Essays. By the Author of ‘ Supernatural Religion’. 8vo., 6s.

The Gospel according to St. Peter: a Study. By the Author ofnbsp;‘ Supernatural Religion8vo., 6s. Vivekananda.— Yoga Philosophy : Lectures delivered in New York, Winter of 1895-96, by the Swami Vivekananda, onnbsp;Raja Yoga ; or, Conquering the Internalnbsp;Nature; also Patanjali’s Yoga Aphorisms,nbsp;with Commentaries. Crown 8vo, 3s. ^d.
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