






' . THE QUINTON HILL FOOTPATH. 

From the WALTHAM ABBEY TELEGRAPH, May 27th, 1887. 

"A Special Meeting of the Waltham Holy Cross Local Board of I alth was held on 

Tucsdar afternoon. Mr. CARR presided, and tbere were also present-Messrs. BLLING, MELLES, 

CHAlIIPNESS, ORAlI1, BECK, VVEBSTER, ~IILI,s , RODDICK and C. CHA PMAN, with Mr. H. GOUGH, Clerk. 

-The report of the Committee relative to the closing of the Qlli nton Hill F otpn.th was further 

cOllsidered.-The Chairmim moved and Mr. C. WEBSTER secon lI the adoption f the report.

Mr. W. MELLES moved the following amendment :-" That this B ard dQe ' n t a pt the report 

of the Committee that the path be closed, bnt that the matter be l'cferred back t the COlnmittee 

to consult with Colonel NOBLE as to making some arrangement by which the path mny be diverted 

from th~ point where it enters Qninton Hill Farm from Mr. l\fILL'S Farm,ill "Lwll 0. m::tnner a~ to 

suit the convenience of the authorities, and at th e same time to retain to th public the advantage 

. of being able to reach Waltham from Sewardstolle, and vice versa , by a path a TOSS the field , and ' 

to report at an adjourned meeting of this Board." Mr. MELLEs aid that befo1' the Board gave 

their sanction to the closing of a right of way which had existed from t ime immemorial, they 

shouid not only consider the advantages to be gained by those parties who wish the r ig-h t of way 

closed, but they mnst at the same time consider the r igh ts of the publi at large, whose guardians 

in matters of the kind the Board were. ' He did not peak with any feelings of hostility to the 

works being erected nearer to his honse than they a1' at present, nor did he desire to prevent the 

~mployment of more labO?' in the district; as in proportion a.s more labour is employed so is more 

money spent in the town and district. No one could contend that the path is so little used as to 

be of no advantage to the public. On tlte contrary it is much llsed during a considerable porti n 

of the year as a pleasant outlet from the town to th ountry, and it is cinstantly used by people 

from 8ewardstone and district attendin O' the weekly markets, and on undays it is a much more 

pleasant walk than the dusty road for tbose coming in to the town to attend the various places of 

public worship. From the poin t where the path ent 1'8 the fields at S wardstone the distance to 

the Market or to the Abbey is considerably less than the distance by roa~ . There was a middle 

course between keeping the right of way as it is at present, and preventing the erection of the 

works and consequent loss to the town. Quinton H ill Farm is not a narrow strip of land, and it 

is hardly within the bounds of possibility the whole of it will be covered with buildings, hence it 

is that I propose the Committee be requested to sce Colonel NOBLE; and I have no dOllbt he will 

see his way so to divert the path as to secure the safety of the proposed buildings and magazines, 

and to retain for the people a pleasant but perhaps more circuitous walk across the fields. Mr. 

RODDICK seconded the amendment. On being put to the vote, however, the amendment was lost. 

The Meeting then terminated." 



At a Meeting of the Local Board of Health held on the 7th June, Mr .. JHE LLES moved to 

rescind the resolution of the Board of the 24th May:-

Mr. Chairman, 

As it is not usual to ask this Board to rescin.d a resolution which it has deliberately passed" 

by a large majority, I think it due to you to state gO me of the reasons which induce me to take 

this course on the present occasion. First of all, [ do not think you have sufficiently considered 

the gravity of the issues raised by the discussion which has taken place on this subject. The 

question raised is not a mere matter of administration on which members may differ in opinion 

without special danger to public interes ts ; but it is a question affecting the rights of property, 

and common privileges of which this Board should be the sacred guardian. How aoes the case 

stand? I maintain that the foot path which you intend to close is as much the property of the public 

as any private estate owned by some member of the board; and it is as flagrant a breach of justice 

to deprive the inhabitants of the district of this right of way as if you were to rob a private 

ilidividual of some acres of the land to which he had an inviolable right. F or thi s reason I ask 

you to pause. I would fain save you from an ac t of spoliation which you might afterwards regret. 

I may add that it is cus tomary in this country, when a man's pr perty is required for public 

improvements to allow him ample compensation.' But you are awar that the in tention of com

pensating the public in the present instance h not been once breathed. In fact such barefaced 

confucation has scarcely, in -these days, ever been hem-d of. 

You vir tually deprive thc public of several acres ofland to which they have a title from im

memorial usage, and bes tow them on other proprietors, who have no more right to them than they 

bave to the highway, which i ommon to the whole parish. . I regret that the application to 

deprive the public of this path and give the ground to private owners has come from the repre

sentative of Government. The Government should set an example to others of defending public 

interests instead of invading them. and I do hope. that this Board will not persevere in imitating 

them in this line of conduct. 

In the second p lace I beg you to observe, . that the resolution which I ask you to adopt this 

evening, is differcnt from the amendment which I proposed at our last meeting. If you pass this 

resolution it will g ive further time for the consideration of . the subject; and I venture to say it is 

of sufficient importance to warrant us in looking at it on all sides. 

But I plead for this delay chiefly in the interests of justice. It is the public who are 

injured by your former decision. Have you given them a chance to speak for themselves? Even 

in a criminal case we allow the accused the liberty' of stating why sentence should not be passed 

upon him. But in this instance the public will be victimized without the chance even of crying 

out, unless you repeal to night your former resolution. That they do not relish the operation I 

am assured from many quarters. I have not solicitecl information on the subject, but many 



people, of their own accord, have expressed t heir own approval of )ny oppositi 11 (,0 Ill! ' l'ecom· 

memlation of your Committee at the last meetinr, and I have r cn,son to believ l;lHti Lh ~ ling 

entertained against the Board is spreading very f: t. 

Now I ask if it is wise for the Board to ll ace itself in <tntttgonism to Lilt' i'lL!, -payer? I 

:say decidedly that we should not. vVe are their 'cpresentatives, ancl in a mat.1, l' or I.his) inll we 

should not only be in a('corcl with them but becoDle their defenders. 

Should it be said that I am mistaken in resard to public opinion , I beg y 11 Il 'V I' t lt eless to 

pass the motion which ' I have tabled. 

A little delay will show who is right and who is wrong. 1 do not claim tI JUon poly of 

sagacity ill these affairs, and I promise you if the people acquiesce in the shutLillg lip of the path 

in question, 1 shall acknowledge that I was foolish in defending their rights, and l1iIlY nltimately 

sUPI ort the original motion that it may be ca1'1'iel1 nnanimously. 












































































