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By PARK comes s

park is f£irst vecovded

from the 18tk century when 1t had the meaning:
an enciozsed tract of lacd held by royal grant o

ecription, for hunting. A park diffeved from
ir was enclosed by fence or

Pt
& chasge in that
conaept park entered British cultuve
dorman invaders in asscciarion with the
~oy1? or noble prerogative of hunting. This ig
tepically a nowmadic purseit and, in the colture
of invading nomads, even when they have sertled
down, is ewpressive of Thelr contempt for the
earlier inhabitants, tied te a location by the
vrackice of agriculeure, In this respect the

af &

custons of the Hormans greatly resembled those
of the westward awoving Huns and the eagtward

Mongols whe conguered Chinas. Tradicional
die bard apd { find iv
fascinacing that nine hundred years after tha
Hormay fnvasion, bunting is still an expressi
of the status of the Brivish landed gentry
A park iz nob secesgarily a wkldzxne~sﬁ
sxeept in the sense that it is uwnculvivarad, now
is it a forest. The sarly roval game parks of
Pngland could include paiches of dense forest or
seryulb land but only opea woodland or grass
suitable foy bolb desy and edqus
?mz;rﬁméf%, lmiézwi* ?'?w term porklend nhag come oo
e meaning in ecology,
1ﬁg hetwsen savannah and open
{ﬂ“ objection to regular winter bSurnis

ey ing
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onal parks is that this destrove rthe
vey of shrobs and juvenils trees and
convert the arsa into ‘patkland’}.
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the waste Inaég SEE
ar common foy the use

ociher words
deemed Lo be common land,
wi all houssholds.

Ir pifered coarse prazing,
tiwher, sometimes twrf and game. It would scem
precaricus to expect a group of wvillagers to
share such resouroes equirably, but elaborats
rules and customs grew up over the cenfuries o
regulate the exploitation ol the renewable
resources of the common. The number of cattle
that a housebold might furn out to the comsmen in

flrewoad, rough

summer could be no grearer phan they could feed
fromw their oun Field ips in winter.
A howseholder might not collect wore fusld

om the common than he could reasonably ese in
owrn honang,
Thisz vather socia

alist

spproack to land

wtilisation was not acceptablie to the Norman
conguerors, and when they parcelled England out

sach overicrd desived
ownership of 211 the lands in his Iief, He
zould not divectly espropriats the willagexs,
althpugh be could tax then out of their laed,
but he s=aw no reason ool Lo assume conbyol of
Che Commons.
The Hormass were legaligss, and dn 1233 they

eﬁ&??&i the Stavute of Hertopn, which granted fo

Tthe great wmen of England’ the right to make
ftheir profit out of thezr lands, wastes, woods
and pastures, provided that sefficient land was
jeft to sariefy the neseds of thelr fenants.
Needless to gay, tenant and lovd seldom agreed
on what wag wafzwxeﬁt but dip lsgal form if not
in practice the onus was on the expropriator o
prove that he had not taken toc much. He bad as

beiwean themszslves,

i were fo make an envivonmental lmpact
statement but it was as mwuch a placebe then as

if is now.
The Second Starcte of Westminster in 1283
went further and perwitied the lord to snclose
common land for his own farm, fov sheep grazing
and for hunting: In ocher words to meke a park.
Having no competency in law apd litile in
nistoyy, I cannob traverse the covysse of
iclosures subseaueni 00 yeara.
Miilions of were enclogsed, bacoming the
onal preperty of ma arisrocvat although
subject dr many cases, to bhe vestigial
righis of the fawiiies of the oviginal
neighbouring frechelders. From 1300 to L/ the
rate of enciosure waried bun theveafver if
rocketed, IE has been estimated that between
1720 end 1370 one sore ip seven in Fagland
common {whis
the private oumey
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Lt was

widesny i SO
widely and thinly spreasd, & few villagers

affected by 2 particular acr of enclosure o
st effectively make their voices heard in the
f ¥ -

What 1 should have seid was thar widespraad,
powerfol, srpanised opposition arose amung the
opper middie classes in the cities. T suspect
that the vomankic movement had something to 4o
with if, althoush the argument usually put
fovward was thet vecreational atcess fo gresn
countryside was essentisl to the health of the
working classes, Cpposition to further
anclosures was crystallised in the Commons
Preservation Sociery isd by gestliemen whe
comstituted 3 powerful parliamentary lobby.

Theiy efforts had a first frudt in the
Metvopolitan Commons Act of 1886 whick
probibited any further enclosures within Greater
London.

It was a start hbur in not jmmedistely
effective, Lorde of menors within the London
area went abpad with enclosures, quoting the
Statutes of Merton and Westminster in
Justification. London citizens regpendad by
unearthing rights of access to and usage of
compon land that they had ezercised for
centuriszs. In a classic fest case, 14 London
lords {real estate apente to a man} becans
iocked i court barele with the Corporation of
London over the right to enclose Epping Forest
—eomnd lost,

It is interesting te recall that glthough
the Commons Preservation Sogiety claimed that
commen land should be presevved for pubiic
recreation, that this was for the public g
and that the public therefore had an interest
in issues of land ownership, the courts of the
nineteenth century could not aceept this as a
Pertinent legal argument. The cage of Epping
Forest was septled esseniially on the rights of
Common ueers versus those of  the manorial
lords and it was not wentil the 20th century
that the concept of a peneral public interest in
tand usage became established in Erivigh lamw,

We tend to think that comservarion nressure
proups came into existence in the 19605, TF this
had been the case in Great Britain, there would
have been precious liptie lefr to conserve, The
brake was appliied By am urban ginger grosp 4o
the 1#60s and the Commogs Praservation Soceiecy
stii} exists to wmainialn a wateh on the
authoritiey,

I have spoken as though all enclosures wers
against the public intersst, This is not 50.
Many of the largesr aveas of wnused land in
Britain were enclosed loag ago by royalty as
forests or hunting parks, Thanks to lack of
pressure on the royal family fo subdivide these
for cash, the Hew Forest and partmooy, for
example are still in existence, I see o parallel
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Like some
thers, bor
development il
iand been under state contyol, i
insignificant, By occupying the areas until we
became wature engugh o seek 3 forveshore
national park, the Coumcnweszith has done
o

Thare are orher parallels hetueen the
confemporary scene and tha 191h century struggie
for the commons. For example, ithe movement
originated din the zigy rather rhan anong the
residents of rhe countryside under threat, iz
wag powered by rthe litevate middie vathay
than by the workers who allepedly needed the
and the land to be gquarrelisd over

b el
%

idairer

Lot

gome

azrvice Lo rhe st

class

open apaces,
Was om the asgriculoural point of view, waste.

This iz the ususl situation. The grear
expanse of Kroper National Park was aveilable be

because the prevalence of tsetse flics made 1t
uzeless for cattie, Yellowstons, the firat
natiomal park to be established was not desirabic
apgricaltural lapd, r cipser to home, was the

£t [
counbry now ccecupled by Royal Navicmal, Hovingal
or Blue Moustaing Nariensz) Parks,

This i= not to say that these avess could
be exploited now by grazing, foresirv, mining or
urban development but vather that, ap o the
time of their proclamation an parks they had
sither been worked over or neglected as being
iess productive than other availablie AYRER.

Yet snother paral¥el, and hers between Che
19tk ceptury in England and the situation in
Australia prior to the conservation movement of
the 19605, is that the moiivation for the
teservation of parklands was public recrearion,
Wastelands are very soitable for this: you oan
build romds and tracks through them, put up
swings and see-saws, apd elear pionic grounda,
Often they are agricultural wasteland because of
a rocky precipitous landscaps, in which case
they also provide scenic beaury,

(Extracted from an address titied DICRESSIOMS

FROM A CICTICNARY given fo Hosman Parklands

and Ashton Park Assccistion, 19 Jun 1976,

Mr Ronald Strahan, M8c, FIS, FRZS, MY {(Binl.).

]

FEIH, is Curator of The Australian Mussom,
Siydney., }
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NOTICE
HENRY GEORGE PHILOSOPHIES
Would any person knowing of the cxistence of
organisstion or body concerned with o Imteresied
in teaching or Propagating the principies of
Henry George, other than “The Henry Gaorge
Foundation Eimited™, "The Australisn Schoo) of
Sorial fcisnce™ and "The Azsociation for Good
Govermment” pieoass write to or telephone the
undersigned wirhin Tourtean (34} days From bhe
date of this advertisement, This advertisensnt
ig being placed in connection with an
applicatrion Lorr or b
South Wal
Hogey Firzs
68 Piev Seveer, Sydnev,

any

Newr

Supreme Court,
mong, /- Sly & Russell, Splicitors,
Telephone 233-6722.
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