
 

Appalling Housing at West Tisbury 1933 

 

“Conditions Not Fit for a Decent Dog” 

 

At Thursday’s meeting of Tisbury rural Council, presided over by the Chairman (Mr. D Coombes), consideration was given to 

the hearing of objections to statutory notices served under the new Housing Act. 

 

The Clerk reported that statutory forms were sent to Lieut.-Colonel Benett-Stanford, and were returned marked “Refused” 

Colonel Benett-Stanford: I never take in registered letters.  The Clerk said the Council was entitled to proceed with the hearing 

although Colonel Bennet-Stanford had not accepted the notices. 

 

Colonel Benett-Stanford said he was anxious to put these cottages into thorough repair. A certain number must be destroyed, 

for they were not worth meddling with.  Instead he would put in modern cottages.  He was dead against tinkering with an old 

piece of goods.  Colonel Benett-Stanford then left the room. 

 

The Council then proceeded to hear the reports on the cottages belonging to Colonel Bennet-Stanford at West Tisbury.  Capt 

Bull (chairman of the Housing Committee) said that he did not think that members would believe there could be such a house 

as the one mentioned in their area. 

 

The Clerk, outlining the Council’s position, said it was not a question whether or not the houses could be made fit for habitation. 

The Council could only require houses to be repaired if it could be done at a reasonable cost.  Some of the houses with which 

they were dealing could be repaired, but not at a reasonable cost. It was a matter for the owner to decide whether he would 

give an undertaking to repair at an unreasonable cost.  Colonel Benett-Stanford’s agent said he was not in a position to give 

such an undertaking.  Mr. M S Waters said that according to what Colonel Benett-Stanford had said he was not in favour of 

repairing the houses, but of building new ones. 

 

The Council decided that they would adjourn consideration of the matter of Colonel Benett-Stanford’s cottages until the next 

meeting, in order that he could give an undertaking to repair the cottages, whatever the cost, if he was prepared to do so. 

 

Appalling Conditions 

In the case of another house, Captain Bull said he thought they would find it difficult to believe that such a house existed.  It 

was simply horrible to see the appalling conditions under which the people had to live.  How the Council had allowed it to exist 

until now he did not know. 

 

The Chairman: You have been one of the Council. 

Captain Bull: Yes, I know.  I suppose it is a question they have not been inspected up till now.  In this house a man is dying in 

these filthy conditions, where it is not fit for a decent dog to live.  There is another bed in the same place, I suppose where the 

wife sleeps, and on the landing there is what I suppose they call a bedroom, where the children have to sleep.  The living-room 

had nothing but an earth floor. In front of the fireplace one could lie down where he earth had been worn away. 

 

The Chairman said the Council was considerably impressed by what Capt. Bull had said.  The Clerk said the Housing 

Committee had inspected all the houses recommended by Mr. Yeo, and had scheduled them for action under the Act. They 

included one at Teffont, one at Chilmark, and others at Hindon. 
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Letter to the Editor of the Western Gazette 

Sir, I noticed your report of the meeting of the Tisbury Rural District Council on Thursday last. This barely puts the case before 

your readers in the correct light.  I have been a member of this Council since its birth.  

 

In the year 1896 my parents let the land to a delightful tenant farmer, a part of which was a very small cottage, consisting of 

one downstairs room and two upstairs rooms; quite sufficient in those days for a newly-married couple, or for a couple without 

any children.  

 

This farmer in the kindness of his heart in war-time let into the cottage a village girl whose father worked for him, who had fallen 

in love with, and married a man employed on the railway, who was not fit for service.  In the natural course of events, they had 

five children, the eldest two of which are now earning their own income.  

This cottage is barely eight feet deep, and as soon as I inherited the property I determined to do nothing to it, but to pull it down 

at the first possible opportunity.   

 

The man who the village girl married has gradually become sicker and sicker with rheumatoid arthritis, and is now totally bed-

ridden.  The cottage has become totally unfit for human habitation, although the woman keeps it clean as a new pin, but is 

terribly handicapped by her large family, and the inadequate accommodation of the cottage.  They have no income going in 

only what the parish gives them.  The eldest girl is away as kitchen maid, drawing the usual pay a first learner gets in a big 

country house, I believe nearly £40 a year, and naturally kept, and probably partly clothed.  



 

I have several times asked the District Council for sanitary reasons to shut up this house, when I will demolish it, but I am not 

going to become the brutal landlord, and turn these people out, but I am also not going to spend a penny on repairs to the 

cottage.  Neither am I going to build a new house for these people, as I see no possibility of getting any rent.  The cottage only 

came into my possession when this charming tenant farmer surrendered the agreement of his farm on the 29
th
 of September 

this year.  I have written to the people occupying the cottage, asking them what they consider a fair rent to pay, but up to the 

present have received no answer. What can I do? 

 

Yours faithfully,  

JOHN BENETT-STANFORD, Lieut Col. Pyt House, Tisbury, Wilts. 
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