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PREFACE TO FIRST EDITION.

It is generally admitted that the practice of Parlia-
ment with regard to the admission or rejection of the
right of a petitioner to be heard against a Private
Bill affecting his property or interests, has hifherfo
been most upsatisfactory; and even were it con-
ceded that, in every case where a petitioner has been
allowed or refused a lomis slands the decision of the
committee haa been & proper one, it would still be
olear to all that the present system in the House of
Lords, and the former ons in the Horse of Commeons,
have been the camse of emormous and unnecessary
expense both to the promoters of private bills and
to the petitioners against them. In many cases the
logal advisers of potitioners were umable {o make
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more than a mere guess as to whether their loous
standi would be allowed or disallowed ; so that both
the promoters of a bill and its opponents had to
prepare their Tespective cases, bring up professional
and other witnesses, aud keep them in London, in
many instances for daye and weeks together, on the
chance of committeea allowing a locus sfandi to the
petitioners; all which expense had been ineurred
in vain if the locus sfandi were eventually refused.
And as oo oue could predicate the decision of a
committee on this point, it was often thought ad-
visable for a petitioner to incur this expense, even
if he had very little chance of a locus standi being
sllowed to him, in order to induce the promoters of
& bill to make & compromise, x
Notwithstanding the great attention paid by com-
mittees in the consideration of guestions of loows
andi, it i8 perfectly clear that thers was no uni-
formity in their decisions Before one committee, a
petitioner was allowed to be heard on the ground of
competition ; before another, a petitioner with & pre-
cisely similar case was refused a hearing. Before
one committes, a losus sandi was allowed to a share-
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holder on his petition against a bill promoted by s
company of which he wess a shareholder; before
another, it was refused ; and, although it is quite true
that the two Honses of Parlinment have, from time to
time, passed varioue Standing Orders to regulaie the
practice of loows stands, nevertheless there ars many
cages in which great uncertainty still prevails,

In the last session of Pﬂ.rlimant, howaver, the
Court of Beferses was appointed by the House of
Commons to consider and decide npon various ques-
tions relating to private bills, and (énfer alia) as to
the loeus sfandi of parties petitioning against them ;
~and now a deeision on this poiot is come to before
the merita of the bill itself are taken into considera-
tion. This has, of course, preatly curtailed the ex-
pense of all parties, whether promoting or opposing
private bills; and, although it is doubtful at present
whether the powers of the refereea will be enlarged or
reduced, it seems perfoctly settled that all questions
of loeus stands will continne to be decided by them.

As the decisions of committecs with regard to the
looue slandd of petitioners were so various and con-
flicting, it was formerly useless to quote them as pre-
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cedents, and no regular report of them was published.
Bince, however, the establishment of the Court of
Referees, the proprietars of the Law Times have
furnished regular reports of their deeisions, which
have been of great service to the profession; and we
may hope soon that the general principles as to the
doous sfands of petitioners will be so far settled, that
we may be able to predicate almost to & certainty in
every case whether the loous efandi of a petitioner
will be allowed or refused.

The object of the following pages is to present s
concise, yet complete, view of the present practice of
Parliament with respect to the locus stands of peti-
tioners againat private bills; and I have endeavoured
to carry out this object by reviewing in different
chapters relating to each branch of the sabject the
cases that have been decided by the referees, and
also’ by committees of the House of Lords, and by
showing, in as condensed a form ss podsible con-
sistent with clearness, the principles of each decision.
I have also added a short report of every case re-
ferred to in the treatise, and such of the Btanding
Orders of both Houses as bear upon the subject.



