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workhouses of unions or parishes are set to
work.

Now, thevefore, We, the Poor Law Commis-
sioners, in pursuance of the authorities vested
in Us by an Act passed in the fifth year of the
reign of His late Majesty King William the
Fourth, intituled * An Act for the Amendment
and better Administration of the Laws relating

{o the Poor in England and Wales,” do hereby
Order, Direct, and Declare, with respect to each
and every of the Unions named in the Sche-
dule A, hereunto annexed, and of the Parishes
named in the Schedule B, hereunto annexed,
That from and after the First of January next,
no pauper, who shall be in any Workhouse
under the management and control of any
Board of Guardians shall be employed or set to
work by the said Guardians, or any of their
Officers or Servants, in pounding, grinding, or
otherwise breaking bones, or in preparing bone
dust.

And we do further Order, that—

The word * Union™ in this Order shall be
taken to include not only an Union of parishes
formed under the provisions of the herein-before
recited Act, but also an Union of Parishes incor-
porated or united for the relief or meaintenance
of the poor under any Local Act of Parliament.

The word * Quardians” in this Oxder shall
be taken to include not only Guardians ap-
pointed or entitled to act under the provisions
of the said herein-before vecited Act, but also
arty Governors, Deputy Governors, Assistants,
Directors, Managers, Acting Guardians, Trus-
tees of the Poor, or Select Vestrymen, entitled
to act in the ordering of relief to the Poor from
the poor rate under any Local Act of Parlia-
ment, and the Churchwardens and Overseers of
the poor of the several Parishes in the city of
Salisbury.

The word ¢ Parish” in this Order shall be
taken to include any place maintaining its own
Poor, whether parochial or extra-parochial.

[Sechedules A and B contain the names of
all the Unions and Parishes under Boards of
Guardians in England and Wales.)

Given under our Hands and Seal of Office,
this eighth day of November, in the year One
thousand eight hundred and forty-five.

(Signed)  G. C. Lewis.

1. 8. Epyunn W. HEaD.
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considerable difficulty in finding work for the

9, CIRCULAR ACCOMPANYING THE ABOVE ORDER,
Poor Law Commission Qffice,
Somerset House, Noventber 8th, 1849,
Sie,—The Poor Law Commissioners have, for
some time, had under their consideration the
expediency of issuing a General Rule, prohibit-
ing the employment of paupers in workhouses,
in grinding, pounding, or breaking bones.
The Commissioners aro aware that there is

able-bodied inmates of a workhouse, which
shall not interfere with the market for inde-
pendent labour, and whiclhh shall not, at the
same time, involve some loss to the rate-payers.
They have been morcover unwilling, in any
case where the exercise of their authority is
not absolutely necessary, to restrict the disere-
tion as to the sorts of labour which the guard-
ians, as the immediate managers of the work-
house, may reasonably be supposed to possess.
The Commissioners believe, that in the ma-
jority of unions where this kind of labour has
been employed, no serious inconvenience hns
resulted from its use, owing to the care with
which it has been superintended by the guard-
ians. Morcover, in the cases in which its
introduction, even for vagrants and trampers,
has been brought before the Commissioners,
they have constantly required a certificate from
the medical officer, that no injury to the health
of the inmates of the workhouse was to be ap-
prehended from its adoption.
Notwithstanding these considerations, the
Commissioners, looking to the serious objections
to which this mode of employment is liable,
have, after mature deliberation, decided on
issuing a General Rule, prohibiting bone-crush-
ing in all workhouses, a copy of which is here-
with transmitted to yon. The Order, for this
purpose, will come into operation on the first
day of January next.
The Commissioners will only add, that they
will be ready to afford any assistance or advice
to the guardians in meeting the difficulties which
may result from the discontinuance of bone-
crushing in those workhouses where it has

Litherto been carried on.
I am, Sir, your most obedient servant,
TIepwin Cuapwick, Secretary.

_ LONDON:
Printed by Order of the Poor Law Commissioners, by
BracksurN and ParnoN, 6, Hatton Garden, and Pab-
lished by CnarLEs Kn1enT and Co., 22, Ludgate Sircet,
Pullishers to the Poor Law Commissioners,

OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS AND INFORMATION:

DIRECTED BY THE POOR LAW COMMISSIONERS TO BE PRINTED, CHIEFLY FOR THE USE OF THE .
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UNDER 'THE POOR LAW AMENDMENT ACT, - : © ¢
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Tnre 'oor Law Commissioners directed that the
following documents be printed and circulated for
the information of Guardians and Officers of the
several Unions, viz, Pare
L—aAvrerexTticesiy: Of Poor Children fo the Sea- e

Service—Et. Alban*s Union . . .. ... .,
1L.—DBurniat oF Pavrens: 1. Bridgwater Union
2. I A
. 3.
]Il-Cu.\nm:,\.un.l'n': R ’
" 1. Certificates of —Machynlleth Union
2. Ditto—Basford Union e e
1V.—Coxtninuriox : Churchwarden’s Liability
V.—JIEwsey: Apprehension of a Yerson in .
V1.—Luxatic Pavrees:—1. Lymington Union .
2, Ditto. Devizes Union . ... . . s .

oA e .

3.Ditto. . . . ...,
4. Ditto. Rotherhithe Parish
5 Ditto. . ., L L oL L L L,
6. Ditto. Newcastle-upon-Tyne . . .

7 Mile End New Town

8 Totnes Union e e e
9 Heniton Union . . . ; . . . .
Chepstow Union

. Ditto.
. Dijtto.
. Ditto.
10. Ditto.
11. Ditte, . . . ., . . . .
12. Ditte, Bedminster Union
13. Ditto. Conway Union . Ve e e e
VIL—DPeranpvLariox of Panrisnes: 7 and 8§ Vie. c. 101,
T 1 O T T
VHL—REvLsTioNs: Order of Maintenance—>Milton
Union . . . . . . . . . . . . .
IX.—-REniEr:
1. To Railway Labourers—Ringwood Union . 12
2, Recovery of Relicf by way of Loan—Witham
Union . . . . .. .. ... . 12
3. Non-resident ReliefOrder . . . . . . 13
4. The Wife of the Pauper possessed of property
—Dolgelly Union . . . . . . ..
6. General Order respecting Non-resident relief -

. « x a .

Pt y
O R ON NI G i i G383 b9 1D aim

11

—T’reston Union 13
NX.—ResovaL:
. 1. Resolutions passed at a Mecting of the Board
of Guardians of the Strand Union, held on
19th December, 1845 R T F
i 2. Jurisdiction of Justices—Atcham Union . . 14
X1—8maLr Pox; As fo the Propriety of sending a
i Person labouring under mto Workhouse . . 15
X1L—Vaenaxts; 1. Refusing to leave the Work-
house—Tonbridee Union . 15

. 2, Betting Vagrauts.to work in i\'(;rkiwl'lsc.:. :
N —Bicester Union . , . . . . . . ... .. 16
XII.—Wonknovse: Refusal of Wife to quit—Bishop
. Auckland Unjon .- . . .. . o L
(Signed) By Order of the Board,
: Epwin Cuabpwick, Secretary.
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L—APPRENTICESHIP—Or Poor_ CHiLDREN
: 10 THE Sea SErvice, |
. Qct. 6th, 1845,

Clerk of St. Alban’s” Union—RRequested - the
advice of the Commissioners as to the hest
course of proceeding to get boys out as appren-
tices to the merchant service. .~ = .
<ns.—1It appears to the,Commissioners that
_the guardians might advertise in the public papers
If they have any lads’ fit for the service; and
they might also communicate thh the secrefary
of the Admiralty on.the subject, . It “may be
useful to direct the attention of the guardians to
the Act which ‘was passed last session, (8 and 9
\3’10. c. 116,). *“ for the protection of seamen
entering on board merchant ships.” That act
authorised the Committee of Council for trade
and foreign plantations, from and after the 1st of
September, 1845, to license agents for providing
merchant ships -with seamen. If the guardians
have any’ lads ready to be apprenticed, theyv
might inform’sich agents accordingly. ~~ =~

1IL—BURIAL OF PAUPERS."

‘ , - September 15th, 1845.

Clerl: of Dridqicater Union—The board of
guardinns of the Bridgwater Union. have.been
applied to by the board of guardians of the
Williton Union, to give them an undertaking to
repay the funeral expensos of all paupers helong-
ing toparishes in the Bridgwater Union,who may
happen to die in the Williton Union, whilst in
the receipt of non-resident relief. Inquired,
whether.sneh an arrangement would be legal.

Ans—The Commissioners areof opinion, that
the funeral expenses of paupers belonging to the
Bridgwater Union, who die out of it, eannot
legally be repaid out of the poor-rates of that

i e R
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union.  The power of guardians to bury the
hodies of poor persons at the charge of therates
is given by sce. 31 of the 7 and 8 Vie. c. 101,
The words of that section ave, * tobury the body
of any poor persen which may bo within their
parish or uunion respeetively, and charge the
expense thereof to any parish undcr their con-
trol,” &e. If, therclore, the guardinns of the
Rridgwater Union were to give the undertaking
songiit by the guardians of the Williton Union,
they would be clearly taking upon themselves an
oblization which attaches to the guardians of the
Williton Union, and this, without any authority
to charge the expense upon any parish in the
Bridgwater Union; for the power to charge only
exists where there is a prior obligation or duty
to bury.

9, Buniat. oF PAUPERS.

Dee. 241, 1845.

Clerk of ——— Union—The friends of a
deceased pauper, who, up to her death, r?su]ed
and was scttled in the parish of B., applicd to
the relieving officer for a coflin_for her, and he
gave a note addressed to the Union coutiactors
for a coffin accordingly, and also a note ad-
dressed to the parish clerk for the burial fees;
which, as usual in such cases, was intended
to comprehend the vicar's and the sexton’s
fees. 'The relieving officer, at the next meet-
ing of the hoard of guardians, reported these
orders, and the amount was allowed on the sap-
position that the burial had taken place in the
charch-vard of the parish, instead of in an un-
consecrated burial-ground in the parish, as it
afterwards appeared to have been the case. The
relieving officer’s note was handed over by the
friends of the deceased to the sexton of the un-
consecrated burial-ground, and on its production
to the relieving officer he paid the fees to such
sexton. Inquired whether these fees could,
under the circumstances, be legally charged to
the poor-rates.

Ans.—VUnder the 31st sect. of the 7th and 8th
Vict. ¢. 101, the guardians may bury the body
of any poor person, &c., and charge the expense
thereof to any parish, &c., that is fo say, they
may charge the expense of the burial in cases
in which they bury the body. The same section
also enacts that, in all cases of burial, under the
direction of the guardians, they shall pay the
Jawful fees. Consequently, their authority to
charge the expense,’ and their obligation to pay

body is buried by them or under their direction.
In tlie particular case referred to in your letter,
the Commissioners do not think that the budy
can be considered to have been buried by the
guardians, or under their dircction. According
to vour statement, all that the relieving officer
did was to give to the applicants a note on the
contractor for the coftin, and a note on the
parish clerk for the fees. He gave no directions
as to the place or mode of burial, and did not
provide for the funeral in any way, beyond fur-
nishing the coffin and undertaking to pay the
fees. The Commissioners, therefore, think it
cannot be said, either that he buried the body,
or that the burial took place under his direction ;
and they accordingly consider that the terms of
the 31st sect. do not authorise the payment of
the fees or of any other expense connected with
the burial in this case out of the poor-rates.
The question then arises, whether any expense
incurred in this matter can be regarded and
charged as relief given to the friends of the de-
ceased, who applied to the zelieving oflicer for
assistance, ‘The Commissioners are not sufli-
ciently acquainted with the circomstances of the
case to be able Lo express auny decisive opinien on
this point. They think it right, however, to
direct your attention to the decision in Reg. v.
Steward, 12 Ad. and Ell. 773, which may, per-
haps, bear upon the question.

—_—

3. Buriawn or PavPERs,

Dee. 1st, 1845,

Clerk of Union—One of the re-
lieving oflicers of the Union laving Dbeen
applied to by a widow in receipt of out-door
relief for assistance fowards the burial of her
¢hild in a cemetery lLelonging to dissenters,
refused to comply with the application, con-
ceiving that e was not justified in giving
assistance for the burial of paupers in any other
place than the church-yard of the parish.
Requested the Commissioners’ opinion on the
¢nse.
Ans—The 31st see. of the 7th and Sth Vie.

e. 101, certainly leaves it discretionary with
the guardians whether they will or will not, in
any case bury the hody of a deceased person at
the expense of the poorrates. The terms of
the section ave, that “if shall be lawful” for
the guardians to do so, not that it shall be
compulsory. At the same time the Com-
nissioners apprehend there could be no doubt

the fees, depend upon the question, whether the
2

that it is the duty of the guardians to exercise

Orrrcran Cincurar, No. 55.]

CHARGEABILITY.

[Issvep Janvary 1, 1846,

this power, whenever a proper occasion arises:
what is « proper occasion for its exercise, must,
of course, be judged of necording to the cir-
cunstances of cach individual case. The Com-
missioners, however, will state generally, that
in their opinion the guardians, in determining
whether the burial of any person shell take
Place at the expense of the poor-rate:, ought to
le guided by a consideration of the necessity
which may exist for their assistance in the casz,
and that where sueh necessity really exists,
they ought not to withhold such assistance,
solely on account of the religious persuasion to
which the deceased may have belonged.  With
regard to the place of lLurial, the 31st sect.
enitets that, except where the guardians divect
the body of a pauper to be buried in the
parish to which he was chargeable, “every
dead body which the guardians, or any of their
officers dnly authorised shall direct to be
buried at the expense of the poor-rates, shall
(unless the deccased person, or the husbund or
wite or next of kin of such deceased person, have
otherwise desired) be buried in the ehureh-yard
or other consccrated burial groundin or belong-
ing to the parigh, &e., in which the death may
have ocemrred.”  The exception in italies ap-
pears to the Commissioners to have been in-
tended to secure, on the part of the guardians,
a due consideration of the wishes of the persons
interested, and not to aid the guardians in
cstablishing any undue distinctions between
persons of different religions persuasions of
the poor, which are entitled to respect. The
Commissioners  therefore consider that the
relieving officer, in the cuse stated in your
letter, acted very improperly in refusing to
give the widow any assistance towards the
burial of her child, except upon condition that
the child should be buried in a place to which
she conscientiously objected.

NNL.—CITARGEABILITY.
1. CrnriricaTes or.
Sept, 18¢h, 1845,
Clerk of Machynlleth Union—The parish of
Machyalleth is divided into three places, each of
which maintains its own poor, viz., the town-
ship of Is-y-garreg, the township of Uwch-y-
carreg, and the town and liberties of Machynlleth.
Inguired whether in filling up the form of certi-
ficate of chargeability (Schedule C, 7 and 8§ Vic.
¢. 101) for any of these places it is necessary to
strike out the word pavish and substitute “ town-

ship’” or “town and libertics” as the case
may be,
ns.—The word “ parish,” as used in the
form of the certificate in Schedule C, includes,
according to the definition of the term in the
Poor Law Amendment Act (sec. 109) any p]zice
maintaining its own poor. There would, con-
sequently, be no incorrectness in retaining this
word in the certificate, even with reference to a
township, or other district, if it maintained its
own poor separately. On the other hand the
Commissioners consider that the substitution of
““ township,” &ec. for ““parish,” would not in-
validate the certificate, and that it might be done
accordingly without impropriety, if deemed de-
sirable, The 69th sec. only requires the certi-
ficate to be “in the form or fo the effect con-
tained in the schedule.” The substitution of
“ township,” &c. for * parish’ does not appear
to the Commissioners 1o be necessary, except
where some doubt or ambiguity might arise from
the use of the latter term. Thus in your case,
where the whole parish and part of the parish
liave the same name of the “ town and liberiies
of Machynlleth,” were it described as ““ the parizh
of Machynlleth,” it would be uncertain what dis-
trict was meant; and, therefore, it would bhe
proper to alter the prescribed form of the certi-
ficate by inserting in place of the word ¢ parish,”
a precisely accurate and unambiguous deseription
of the district referred to. :

2, Dirro. '
Sept. 164k, 1843.
Clerk of Basford Union—1t is the practice of
the justices of Derbyshire and Nottinglhamshire
to require the attendance of the relieving officers
upon questions of settlement, to prove the amount
of relief administered by them to paupers about
to be removed, as also to produce the certificate
of chargeability provided by the 69 section of the
7 and 8§ Vict. ¢.101.  Inquired, whether the at-
tendance of the relieving ofticer tn such caces is
necessary ; or, whether the certiticate in question
alone is not sufficient under the above section,

Ans.—The course taken by the magistrates is
that which was requisite in all cases before the
5 and 6 Vict, c. 57, s. 17, and the 7 and S Vict,
c. 101, s. 69, and is still requisite where certifi-
cates of chargeability under those statutes are not
produced. Before these statutes, and now without
such certificates, the chargeability of a pauper
for the purpose of removal was and Is a couciu-
ston to he established by evidence of certain facts,
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viz. the relief of the pauper in a certain manner.
See the Queen v. the Inhabitants of 1ligh Bick-
ington, L. J. v. 22, p. 3, p. 74. But the object
of the statutes referred to, and as the Commis-
sioners conceive the undoubted effect of them, is,
where a certificate of chargeability is produced,
to dispense with all detailed and specific evidence
of the facts on which the conclusion of charge-
ability must otherwise be grounded ; accordingly
the Commissioners entertain no doubt, that where
| such certificate is produced, there is no legal ne-
cessity for the attendauce of the relieving officer
to prove the amount of relief administered. Where
the relieving officer does so attend and proves the
relief, then the certificate is unnecessary ; for the
certificate is not an additional proof reyuired, but
was only provided in substitution for the proof
which was previously required.

IV.—CONTRIBUTION.—CHURCHWARDEN’S
LIABILITY.
Sept. 18th, 1845.

Churchwarden of Toquired whether he,
as churchwarden, was liable for the neglect of
the overseers in not paying the contribution or-
dered by the board of guardians of the Union.

Ans.—By the 43 Eliz. c. 2, the churchwardens
of every parish are expressly constituted overseers
of the poor; and as such they are liable to the
same obligations, and subject to the same respon-
sibilities as other overseers. Generally speaking,
therefore, you, as churchwarden, are equally re-
sponsible with your fellow-officers for the pay-
ment of the contributions required from your
parish by the guardians of Union;
but what may be the extent of your liability in
the present instance, the Commissioners, not he-
ing informed of all the circumstances, arc of course
unable to say.

V.—JERSEY..—APPREHENSION OF A
Persox 1IN,
Sept. 81h, 1845.
Clerk of Cerne Union—C. W. having goue fto
reside in Jersey, leaving his wife and four chil-
dren chargeable to the parish of Cerne Abbas,
inquired what steps will be necessary to give
effect to a justices’ warrant under the Vagrant
Act, with a view to his apprehension at that
place. {
Ans.—The Islands of Jersey and Guernsey are
only affected by Eunglish acts of parliament when
specially named. The vagrancy laws do not, there-
fore, extend to thoseislands. For thesame reason,
4

the provisions of the several statutes fur bucking,
in Ireland and Scotland, warrants issued by jus-
tices in England do not apply to them.  There
to be no available remedy |’
against C. W. described as having left his family
chargeable to Cerne Abbas, while he continues to

reside in Jersey.

appears, therefore,

a medical officer of one district in a Union is pro-
hibited Dy the 48th sect. of the 8th and 9th Vie,

. amination, and lias stated his determination to

VI.—LUNATIC PAUPERS.
A Oct. Gth, 1843,
Clerk of LymingtonUniun—1.1 nquired, whether

c. 126, from certifving as to pauper lunatics
residing in other districts in the Union. All the
medical practitioners at Lymington are inedical
ofticers of the Union, with the exception of one,
and he is an eclected gnardian of the Union,
Inquired whether, in the cvent of the medical
officer’s not bring allowed to give the required
certificate, such medical practitioner, who is a
guardian, would be allowed to doso. 2. A labour-
ing man, whose wife is a lunatic, refuses to
allow her to be brought before a justice for ex-

resist any attempt to remove her to an asylam,
Inquired whether the relieving officer, having the
summons of the justice to bring the lunatic
before him, can compel her attendance against the
expressed determination of the husband that she
shall not be esamined or removed to an asylum.
Ans.—1. In the Commissioners’ opinion, the
48th sec. prohibits every medical officer of every
district in the Lymington Union from giving the
certificate required, by the section, with reference
to any lunatic pauper of any patish in that
union. The terms of the section are, ‘such
physician, surgcon, or apothecary, not being the
medical officer of such Union or pavish. The
Commissioners understand these terms to refer
to the medical officer of the Uniou, where the
parish to which the lunatic is chargeable is
within a Union, and to the medical officer of
the parish, where the parish is not within a
Union. This distinction between parishes in
union and parishes not in union, appears to the
Commissioners to be the one kept up throughout
the whole section. “The medical officer of
every parish and wnion who, &ec., that any person
chargeable fo such parish or to any parish
within sueh Union, &e., to the overseer of the
poor of the parish, if the parish be not within
a Union, and to the relieving ofticer of the Union,
if the parish be within « Union, &e.”  And the

—
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Commissioners see no reason to doubt that the
medical ofticer of a district within a Union is a
medical ofticer of such Union, within the meaning
of the section, The Commissioners do not
think that he can be regarded as a medical
officer of the parish, in the sense in which the
section employs those terms.  There is a parallel
expression in the same section, viz., ‘““the re-
licving officer of the Union, if the parish be
within a Union;”’ which, certainly, as it seems
to the Commissioners, cannot be construed as
limited to those relieving officers who respectively
act for entire Unions. The Commissioners,
therefore, consider that in the casc of a pauper
lunatic chargeable to any parish within a_Union,
no medical officer appointed by the guardians of
such Union can give the certificate mentioned in
the section with reference to such pauper. The
Commissioners, however, are not aware that the
mere circumstance of a medical man being also
an elected guardian of the Union would operate
in law to prevent his giving the certificate re-
ferred to. 2. With regard to the case you alludeto,
in which the hushand refuses to allow his lunatic
wife to be brought before the justice for ex-
amination, the section provides as follows:—“And
thereupon the said justice shall, by an order
under his hand and seal, require the overseer or
relieving officer of the parish or union to bring
such person before him, or some other justice of
the said county or borough, at such time and
place (within three days from the time of such
notice being given to such justice) as shall be
appointed by the said order.” If in the case in
question the justice has made an order to this
effect, it is clear that the husband, in opposing
such order, would be resisting the law; and the
Commissioners apprehend that the relieving
oflicer would be justified in taking such measures
as might be necessary to enforce obedience. At
the same time the Commissioners direct your
attention to the provise, which relates to cases
where the lunatie cannot, “on account of his
health or other cause, be-safely taken before any
justice.”

2. Lux~atic Pavpens.
’ Nov. 27th, 1845.
Clerk of Devizes Union—A pauper who has
been some time in the Union workhouse and con-
sidered a harmless idiot, refuses to speak or to
take any nourishment, The hoard of guardians
think it necessary to call in the aid of a medical
man to sce the pauper, with a view, if possible,

5

to the application of a suitable remedy to his case.
Inquired whether the board would be justified in
giving remuneration to the medical man called
in, and whether the amount should be charged
to the common fund of the Union, or to the
parish to which the pauper belongs.

Ans—If the circumstances of the case are
such as to render it necessary that medical
advice should be obtained, in addition to that of
the medical officer of the workhouse, the Com-
missioners think. that- the guardians would be
justified in calling in'the aid of another medical
man, and paying him a proper remuneration at
the expence of the particular parish to which the
pauper is chargeable. As such additional assist-
ance would be relief to the individual pauper, and
the medical man called in for the occasion would
not be an-officer of the Union, the Commissioners
see no ground for charging his remuneration on
the common fund.

——

3. Lu~aric PAuPERs.
‘ ' Dec. 12th, 1845.

Clerk of the Union-——Several pauper
lunatics belonging to this Union having to be
removed from the county asylum, the clergyman
of (in the absence of a justice) attended,
and, in conjunction with a relieving officer and a
surgeon, examined the paupers, and made the ne-
cessary orders for their removal. The clergyman
demanded a fee of £1. 1s. for his attendance. In-
quired whether he s entitled to such fee.

Ans.—The Commissioners are of opinion that
the clergyman is no more entitled fo any fee for
these orders than the justice would have been if
he had made them.

4. Luwnaric PAUPERS.
' Sept, 26th, 1845.

Ouerseer of Rotherhithe Parish—The patish of
Rotherhithe being under a Board of Guardians,
and not within a Union, inquired whether it is
the duty of the overseers, or of the relieving officer,
to act in carrying out the 48th section of 8 and @
Vic. c. 126.

Ans.—Looking to the phraseology of the
section in question, the Commissioners are
of opinion that, in the case of the parish
of Rotherhithe, the statute requires the overs
seers of . the parish, and not the relieving
officer, to take the procecdings to which the sec-
tion has reference. You will observe, in the first
place, that the section requires the medical officer
to give the notice ‘* to the overseers of the poor of
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the parish, if the parish be not within a union
and to the relieving ofticer of the union, if the
parish be within @ union.” It then goeg on to
direct that “every such overseer and relieving
officer, who shall have knowledge, &e. that any
person chargeable fo fhe parish Bf such overseer
or to any parish within the uaion of such relievin_t;
officer, §¢.””  The only distinction here made is
obviously that between parishes which are in-
clu(‘led within unions, and parishes which are not
S0 mcl.uded; and the same distinction, and that
alone, is kept up throughout the whole section,
IFor instance, provision is subsequently made for
an examination of the pauper *“ by an officiating
clergyman of the parish in which "he shall be re-
sident, together with an overseer of such purish,
or the relieving officer of the union to which the
same shall belong.”” It appears to the Commis-
sioners, therefore, that where a parish is nof
within a union, even although it may be under
a board of guardians, the overseers, according to
the terms of the statute, are the parties whose
duty it is to take the proceedings pointed out in
the section. _'l'he Commissioners, of course, ex-
press no opinon as to the reasons which may
have induced the Legislature to make this differ-
ence between unions and parishes under boards
of guardians ; they confine themselves to a state-
ment of what appears to them to be the clear and
obvious import of the language employed.
5. LuxaTic Paverns.
. Deec. 2945, 1845,

Ay, Inquired—1Ist, whether the appoint-
ment of medical officer to superintend lunatic
asylums is vested in the board of guardians, it
appearing to him to be the efiect of the 8 and 9
Vict. cap. 126. s. (69; 2ndly, whether it is in-
cumbent on them to make such appointment
forthwith, or at any other time suiting their
wants or convenience ; 3rdly, whether he can (as
a duly qualified surgeon) lolding office as a
guardian of the Union, be eligible for the ap-
pointment.

Ans.—The 69 sec. of the 8 and 9 Vict, ¢. 126
does not empower the guardians of a Union to
appoint (as you seem fo suppose) a ““ medical
officer to superintend lunatic asylums,” it merely
enables them fo appoint & physician, surgeon, or
apothecary, ““to visit and examine any or ev,erv
pauper lunatic belonging to such Union, confined
in any asylum, registered hospital, or licensed
house.” It appears to the Commissioners that

the g(t‘lfu'd,ians of the Union are not hound to
J

make ahy such appointment forthwith, bnt that
they may wait until occasion arises, With re-
gard to your legal competency to receive the
appolntment, being yoursell a guardian of the
Union, the Commissioners direct your attention
to tl_le 14 scc. of the 5 and 6 Vict. ¢. 57, which
provides that ““no person receiving any fixed
salary or emolument from the poor-rates in any
pavish or Union, shall be capable of serving as a
guardian in such parish or Union.” If a person
were appointed generally to visit and examine the
lunaties of a parish or Union at a fixed salary,
he would come within this provision. If the
appointment were ouly for the occasion, the
Commissioners do not think that it would be in-
compatible with the ofiice of guardian,

6, Luxaric Paurens,
Dec. 41l A,
Clerk of Newcastle-upon-Tyue Um"mi?—‘{-l{e-
quested the Commissioners’ opinion and advice on
the following case :—

_On the 8th of September, 1845, two jus-
tices of the borough and town and county of
Newc_astle-upon-Tyne, made an order for sending
to a licensed house for the reception of lunatics
situale within the borough and town and countv,
one J. R., an Irish woman, and she was accord-
ingly sent thither, at the charge of the parish of
All S.amts, in the Newcastle-upon-Tyne Union
as being chargeable to that parish, no adju(lica:
lion as to her settlement, nor order of maintenance
having been at that time made. On the 10th of
October following, the overseers of All Saints,
baving given to the clerk of the peace due notice
as r(:’qul'red by 8 and 9 Vic. ¢, 126, s. 59, made an
application to two justices of the borough and
town and county for an order under see. 63, upon
the treasurer of the borough, for the maintenance
of tliec lunatic in the asylum, on the ground of
rh‘rer not having gained a settlement in England,
I'lie clerk of the peace appeared by his (lf:put\'
and the correctness of the notice, and that tl.u;
lunatic had no scttlement in England, were ad-
mitted ; Iat the justices, alleging that inasmuch
as 1o bhorough-rate was assessed or levied within
the borough, they conld not legally make an
order of maintenance upon the treasurer, amd
requcd to do so, until they had further legal
advice on the case. DPrior to the passing of the
Municipal Reform Act, that portion of the pre-
sent extended borough of Newcastle-upon-Tyne
comprised within the ancient corporate 1i:§1itsj

! and then designated “ the town and county of

I
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the town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne,” formed a |
distinct county of itself, similar to Hull, and
many other large towns; the mayor, recorder,
and aldermen were justices of the peace, had a
court of quarter sessions, appointed a county
treasurer, and levied a county rate, which was
applied to all the purposes to which a county rate
was by law applicable, Since the passing of the
Municipal Act, the justices of the borough and
town and county have been appointed by the
crown; they hold a court of quarter sessions, of
which the recorder is the sole judge. It is true
that no borough rate has, since the latter period,
been assessed or levied, the funds of the corpo-
ration, together with fines imposed under their
bye-laws having been found sufficient for, and
have beea applicd to the maintenance of the gaol
and house of correction, the payment of the ex-
penses of prosecutions, and all other purposes to
which by law a county rate is applicable. On
reference to the interpretation clause of the before-
mentioned Act, it will be found thus :—*¢ County *
shall mean every county, riding, and division of a
county, counly of a cily, counly of a fown, &c.
 Borough ratc,” shall mean a borough fund or
rate, and any funds assessed upon or raised in, or
belonging to any horough, and applicable to the
purposes to which borough rates are applicable.
“ County rale” shall mean a county rate, and
any funds assessed upon, or raised in, or belong-
ing lo, any county in the nature of county rate,
and applicable to the purposes tc which county
rates are applicable. Taking these three clauses
together, the overseers submitted to the justices
that the borough fund, although not raised by
assessment, yet as belonging fo the borough, was
applicable to the maintenance of the lunatic, and
that they therefore ought to make the order ap-
plied for. On the pait of the clerk of the peace it
was confended, that the justices could not, con-
sistently with the following portion of the inter-
pretation clausc, make an order upon the treasurar
of the borough, as he had not the custody of any
money raised by a borough rate,— Treasurer of
the borough’ shall mean every officer who has the
custody of any moneys raised by a borough rate.
Ans.—"The Commissioners understand thag, on
the 8th of September, 1845, J. R. was sent by an
order of two justices of the borough of Newcastle-
upon-Tyne, from the parish of All Saints, which
is within that borough, and to which she was

then chargeable, to a licensed house for lunatics,
situated within the borough. This, it would

7

il
seem, the justices referred to were quite compe- ?I

tent to do, as the 48th section of the 8 and 9 Viec.
c. 126, gives autherity to act in such cases, fo
any ““ justice of the county or borough * within
which the parish whence the lunatic is sent may
be situate. The questions then arise, Who is
liable for the costs of the pauper’s maintenance in
such licensed house? And how is that liability
to be enforced? It is stated that J: R. is an
Irish-woman, and has gained no settlement in
England. If showing that the lunatic. Las no
settlement at all, is to be regarded as tantamount
to establishing * that it cannot be ascertained in
what parish such lunatic is settled,” the Commis-
sioners are disposed to think that the case comes
within the scope of the 59th section. That sec-
tion, it is true, refers to counties only, and nof fo
Loroughs; but as Newcastle-upon-Tyne, under
the combined operation of the 5 and 6 Will,
4, ¢. 76, and 2 and 3 Will. 4, c. 64, is not
only a * borough,” but also a ““county of
a town,” and as theword “county,”’ in the 8 and
9 Vic. c. 126, (see sec. 84,) includes a * county”
of a town, it appears to the Commissioners that
Newcastle-upon-Tyne is subject to the provisions
of sec. 59, as a “ county,” though it would not
have been so merely as a “horough.”  Under
these circumstances the Commissione: s think, that
the justices of the county of the town of New-
castle-upon-Tyne are bound to adjudge J.R. to
be chargeable to that county.  The 63rd section
applies to cases in which, after a lunatic has been
sent to a licensed house, * it shall be ascertained
or adjudged in due course of law, that such
lunatic is chargeable toa county.” It is, there-
fore, applicable to the case of J. R., and its pro-
visions, so far as they bear upon that case, are as
follows :—* It shall be lawful for any two justices
of the county in which such licensed house is
situate, to make an order or orders upon the
{reasurer of such connty so chargeable as aforesaid,
for payment to the treasurer of the guardians of
any Union, of all expenses incurred-by such
Union in or abovt the examination of such lunatic,
and his convevance to the licensed house ; and or
all moneys paid by the treasurer of the guardians
of such Union to the proprietor of the licensed
louse, for the lodring, &c. of such lunatic, and
incurred within twelve calendar months previous
to the date of such order, and also for payment
to the proprietor of the licensed house, of the
reasonable charges of the future lodging, &c. ol

! such lunatic ; and cvery such {reasurer of a counly,
. on whom any such order shall be made, ghall,

ovt of any moneys which may come into his hands
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| by virtue of his office, immediately pay to the

{reasurer of the guardians of such Union the
amount of the expenses and moneys by such
order ‘directed to be paid to him, and from time
to time pay to the said proprietor of the licensed
house the future charges aforesaid.”” It is stated
that the licensed house to which J. R. was sent,
is situated within the county of the town of New-
castle-upon-Tyne ; consequently, the justices of
that county may make the order in the case as
is referred to in the provision recited ahove. That
order must be made “ upon the treasurer of such
county.” Some doubt appears to be raised, in
the present case, as to whether there is any such
officer, within the meaning of the statute, in
Newcastle-upon-Tyne; and reference is made
in support of such doubt, to the interpretation
clause, sec. 84. In that clause it is enacted, that
the words * treasurer of the county’ shall mean
every officer who has the custody of any county
rate; and that the words  *‘ county rate,” shall
mean a county rate, and any funds assessed-upon,
or raised in, or belonging to, any county, in the
nature of county rates, and ‘applicable to the
purposes to which county rates are applicable.
The Commissioners understand that there is an
officer who acts as the treasurer of the county of
the town of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and who,
when any rates in the nature of county rates are
raised in that county, has the custody thercof.
In order to render such an officer a ** treasurer of
the county,” within the meaning of the Act, it
does not appear to the Commissioners to be ne-
cessary that the proceeds of a county rate should
be in his hands at any particular moment; it
seems to them to be sufficient, if such a rate is
capable of being made within the county, and if
such rate, when made, would be confided to the
custody of the officer in question. The Commis-
sioners accordingly consider that the justices of
Newcastle-upon-Tyne are authorised, and there-
fore bound to make such an order as the case
requires, upon the treasurer of that county, and
that such treasurer will be bound to make the
payments ‘“ out of any noneys which may come
into his hands by virtue of his office.”

7. Luxatic Pavpers.

Oct. 24th, 1845.
Overseers of Mile Iind New Town Hamlet,
Whitechapel Union—DB. S., a lunatic, with his
children, hecame some time since chargeable to
the hamlet of Mile End New Town. He
is wholly maintained in a lunatic asylum at

the expense of the hamlet, and his children re-
ceive weekly relief. It has been ascertained
that he i3 possessed of about £900 stock
in the Bank of England, on which there are
several years' dividends due, and that he is
also entitled to a freehold house in which his
mother resides, who takes care of his children
who reside with her, in consequence of which
they receive less relief than if they were at
the expense of a lodging. The cost of the main-
tenance of the lunatic and the relicf to his chil-
dren would wholly exhaust the dividends to
arise from the Bank stock, and the rent of the
house if let to a tenant. Inquired whether the
justices could make an order on the governor and
company of the DBank of England uunder the
authority of the Act 7 and 8 Vict. cap. 101,
sec. 27, to pay over the dividends duc and to
beeome due on the stock, and to empower the
overseers to let the house. The words of the
section seem to refer to the case of an insane
person, &¢., having an estate more than suflicient
to maintain his family, &ec. '

~ Ans.—It is certainly very desirable that this
property should be made available for B. 8.’s

. ‘maintenance ; but the question is how that can be

done.. As regards the stock, and the dividends
duc thereon, it must be observed, that the first
part of the 7 and 8 Vict. c. 101, sec. 27 cannot
apply to them, inasmuch as such stock and divi-
dends are not money, nor goods and chattels
capable of being seisedl, The latter part of that
section would, however, empower the governor
and company of the Bank of England to pay the
dividends to the overseers of the poor of the
hamlet, or to the guardians of the Whitechapel
Union, in discharge of the cost of the maintenance
of the lunatic.  Such a proceeding would, how-
ever, be quite voluntary on the part of the go-
vernor and company, and no order could be
issued to compel them to adopt it.  In regard to
the house, the Commissioners observe, that it
does not appear that any rent is received in
respect of it with which the justices can deal
under the section above referred to, while it cer-
tainly is not shown that the case is one to which
the clause is applicable in regard to the sufii-
ciency of the estate for the maintenance of the
family.

8. Lunaric Pauvprns,
Oct. 'Tth, 1845,
Clerk of Totnes Union—The board of guardians
are in doubt whether the 48th sec. of the 8 and 9

Vic. ¢. 126, taken in conjunction with the inter-
pretation of the word “lunatic” in sec. 84 of
that act, renders it imperative that every pauper
of unsound mind, however harmless and however
unnecessary it might he to confine him, should be
at once sent to the county asylum. While the
provisions of the act scem to contemplate the
removal of every pauper of unsound mind, some
of the forms in the schedule to the act refer to
lunatics maintained in places other than asylums.
Requested the Commissioners’ opinion for the
guidance of the hoard of guardians.

Ans.—The Commissioners in Lunacy [with
whom the Poor Law Commissioners have com-
municated unpon the subject] concur with the
guardians of the Totues Union, in thinking that
the requisitions of the statute will be satisfied if
such lunatics, idiots, and persons of unsound
mind, only, as their medical officer may deem
“ proper to be confined,” (agrecably to the express
terms of the order and certificate set forth in
Schedule E. No, 1,) shall be sent to an asylum.

9. Lu~xartic Paurzns.
Dee. 5th, 1845.

Clerk of Honiton Union—Several pauper luna-
tics have been lately taken before the justices of
the Woodbury Division, in which a part of this
Union lies.  The clerk to the justices has made
in each case a charge of 10s.; and on heing applied
to by the board of guardians for the particulars
of the charge, he disputed the right of the board
to question if, and declined to furnish any paiti-
cutars. Inquired whether the hoard are bound
to pay this charge without such particulars.

Ans.—The Commissioners think “that the
guardians and their officers, having no authority
to expend the moneys committed to their charge,

compliance with any such demand as that which
vou refer to, if the nature and the grounds of
it be not specified.
Dec. 23rd, 1845.

Clevk of the same Union—Transmitted the
following account furnished to the guardians by
the clerk to the justices,—* Order for bringing up
Junatic : examination before the magistrate : cer-
tificate of medical man: filling up particulars as

In each case, 10s.”"—

and order for admission. ’
Inquired

(there being three cases) £1. 10
)

except for definite and legal purposes, are bound
to ascertain that any payments they may be
called upon to make, are lawful before they make |
them, and that they ought therefore to refuse |

required for the signature of the relieving officer: °

|
1
i
|
!
|
|
l

whether the guardians were bound to pay this
charge withont a more specific account.

Ans.—The legality of the demand made by the
justices’ clerk for the fees alluded to, depends en-
tirely upon the question, whether such fees are
avthorised by the table of fees established for the
district under the 26 Geo. 2, c. 14. The. only
mode of ascertaining this, would be by.a detailed
comparison of the specific charges made by Mr.
C., with the items included in such table. The
Commissioners observe that in each of the cases
comprised in Mr. C.’s account, there are five dis-
tinct documents charged for, and only one sum
(10s.) charged. ‘This sum may be either the
amount of a single fee allowed by:the table for
the whole of these documents collectively, or the
total amount of separate fees allowed by the table
for the several documents respectively.

10. Lu~aTic PavpERs. :
: Dec. 18th, 1845,
Clerk of Chepstow Union—Inquired, if the
Commissioners would issue some general instruc-
tions on the new duties which are imposed on the
relieving officers of unions, by the 48th section of
the 8 and 9 Vic. ¢. 1206, in regard to lunatic pau-
pers; andobserved that the Act does notdistinguish
the relieving officer of one district from that of
another. oo
Ans.—The enactment teferred to, is express in
its terms as to the duties of the relieving officer;
and no power of making regulations for carrying
it into effect, is given to the Poor Law Commis-
sioncrs. They will, however, be ready to give
their opinion on any particular case in which
difticulty may occur in this respect. With regard
to vour remark, that the Act does not distinguish
the relieving officers of the several districts ina
union, that remark is correct; but the above-
mentioned duties would naturally seem to belong
to cach relieving officer in respect of the charge-
able lunatics residing in his district, and pro-
bably this will be generally understood ; although
it must still be borne in mind that, by the terms
of the Act, the duty is imposed generally on all
the relieving officers in the union.
11. Lux~aric PauPERrs. :
January, 1846,
Medieal Officer  of Union — In-
quired—Ist, whether it is necessary to make a
quarterly return of the names of those lunatics
who aré not dangerous, but who have been
placed in the workhouse because they had no
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friends or relations either capable or willing to
take charge of them. 2nd. Whether in a case
where the son is a medical oflicer of the Union,

and in partnership with his father, who holds

no union appointment, the father would be
competent to give certificates affecting lunaties
residing in or belonging to the Union.
Ans—The quarterly lists of lunatics to be
made by medical officers of Unions for their
respective districts, under the 5dth section of
the 8th and 9th Vie. ¢. 126, are {o include
“gvery pauper lunatic chargeable to any parish,
who shail not be in an asylum, or a registered
hospital, or a house duly licensed for the recep-
tion of pauper lunatics.” Consequently the
list must comprise all pauper lunatics in nnion
workhouses. The Commissioners think that
the restriction placed by the 8th and 8th Vic.
¢. 126, and also by the &th and 9th Vie. e. 100,
see. 48, upon medical oflicers of unions in
regard to certificates as to pauper lunatics,
does not extend to any other person even
where such person may be in partnership
with any such officer.

12, Luwamic PavupErs.

: Dec. 24th, 1845,
Clerk . of Bedminster ~ Union — Inquired
whether in the case of an in-door pauper
alleged to be lunatic, the medical officer should
give the notice to the master of the workhouse
or to a relieving officer; and whether it is the
duty of a relieving officer to take any steps on
the receipt by him of notice from the medical
officer that a pauper in the workhouse is
lunatic. Inquired also whether the board of
guardians are now authorised to send pauper
lunatics to an asylum without an application
to justices. ,

Ans.—The 48th sec. of the 8th and 9th Vic.
c. 126, draws no distinction between lunatic
paupers receiving out-door, and those receiving
in-door relief; and consequently both classes
must be deait with under that section in the
same manner. The Commissioners are of
opinion that the guardians have no authority
to send a pauper lunatic to an asylum other-
wise than under the provisions of the Act.
13. Lunaric PaupeErs—CONSTRUCTION

Aaxn ¢ Vie. c. 100, sec. 120.
Dee., 23rd, 1845,

Clerk of Comway Union—A lunatic (or an

idiot), in destitute circumstances, was fuund‘ watl-
10

OoF 8

! . . - - - .
! dering in the parish of Eglwysrhos in the Conway

i Union, but it has not been possible to ascertain
his name or where he comes {rom, as he cannot
give any account of himself, or, in fact, give a
| coherent answer to any queslion put to him,
There is no county asylum for the county in
which the parish of Eglwysthos is situate, and
there will be a difficulty in obtaining an order
from a justice for admission into Iaydock
Lodge, or any other licensed house, in conse-
guence of the inability to make the statement, and
give the particulars required in Schedule 5, an-
nexed to the 8 and 9 Vie, ¢. 126, And it is

apprehended that if an order were made for a
person ‘‘ name unknown,” and omitting the other
particulars required, he would not be received into
any licensed house, as the 8 and 9 Vic, c. 100, s.
48, provides that no pauper shall be reccived
without an oider and statement to that eflect,
according to the form in Schedule D.  Requested
the Commissioners’ advice as 10 the proper course
to be adopted under the circumstances.  Inquired
also whether it will be necessary that a medical
man, not being the medical officer of the Union,
should sign the requisite certificate, as there is no
medical man besides the medical officer residing
within the Union.

ns.—The above questions were submitted by
the Poor Law Commissioners to the Commis-
sioners in Lunacy, who gave the following answer
thereto :—** The provision of the Act will be
satistied if the statement appended to the order
of admission be filled up; so far as the particu-
lars required to be inserted are known, or can,
without difficulty or delay, be ascertained. It
very frequently happens, especially in the case of
paupers, that the statement is of necessity im-
perfectly filled up. The lunatic referred to may
be properly described as of * name unknown.’
With reference to the question of medical certifi-
cates, the 48th section of the Act is imperative.
The certificate cannot legally be signed by medi-
cal officers of the union from which the pauper

is sent. A certificate must be oblained from
some medical man not connected with that
union,

VIIL.—PERAMBULATION OF PARISHIES —
7 AxD 8 Vic. c. 101, sEc. GO.

+ Nov, 27(h, 1845,

Mr. E. Murrell, District Awditor—The over-

. seers of the parish of have entered in
I their accounts the following charges incurred in

!l the perambulation of the parish :—* Four con-

¥
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stables, £2; 8. and J. N., axe carriers, £1. 6s.;
banner, £2. 12s,; band, £7; wands, 8s 6d.;
beer, constables, 5s.; wan swimming through
lake, 12s.; cups, 18s. Gd.,; horses, 18s.; Preston,
10s.; Vines, £1; rcfreshments, £45. 17s.; Mat-
thews, i56s.; Gregory, £1. 25, ; boys, 3s,; Mr. I
£1. 45,3 Garn, 10s.; ringers, £1. 1s.; man and
paint, and constable, 16s.; Mr. P 2s. Gd.s
waiters, £1;—together, £73. 0s, 6d.”  As this
amount appears to be unrcasonable, and sevcral
of the charges unneccessarily incurred, requested
the opinion of the Comnmissioners, as to how far
he would be justified, under section 60 of the Act
7 and 8 Vic. c. 101, in allowing the above charges
in the overseers’ account.

Ans.—The expenses which may be allowed for
this object in the oversecrs’ accounts, under the
authority of the statute referred to (sect. 60) are
“all expenses properly incurred by the same
officers (i. e. officers of the parish) on the peram-
bulation of the parish, and in selting up and
keeping in proper repawr the boundary stones of
the parish (provided that such perambulations
do not arise more than once in three years).” By
the words “properly incurred on the perambula-
tion,”” are meant, as the Commissioners conceive,
such expenses as are fairly incident to the ascer-
taining the boundaries of the parish by the officers,
and are in their nature necessary and unavoidable.
Thus any reasonable payment to any person
whose cvidence or services on such an inquiry
might be actually necessary, would, the Commis-
sioners cousider, be properly incurred.  So also
the cost of necessary refreshments to the persons
employed by the ofticers, and provided during the
progress of the perambulation, would probably be
held to be allowable under the section. The
Commissioners apprehend that by far the larger
portion of the charges incurred in the present in-
stance are not such as the statute authorises, It
is not apparent to the Commissioners that the
use of banners, the attendance of a band ol music,
or the employment of ringers, are legal or rea-
sonable requisites on the occasion of a perambula-
tion. The Commissioners are led to suppuose,
from the large amount of the item in the bill for
refreshments, that the practice which formerly
prevailed in some parishes of providing an expen-
sive enlertainment to the ofticers and others, has
been followed on the present occasion. 1f so,
they conceive that such an expenditure is quite un-
authorised, that it is not, in the words of the sta-
tute, “ properly incurred,” There are other items
in the bill which, in the absence of explanation,

il

| seem open to objection, Such are the payments
| made to aundry persons, without a statement of
the particular service rendered by them. The
Commiissioners would observe, generally, that
where the expense incurred is in its nature a
proper one, the reasonableness of the amount
must be judged of and determined by yourself,
having regard to the circumstances of each case,
as the Jaw does not invest the Commissioners
with any power to control your decision, except
where the lawfulness of the grounds of such
decision are impugned, and the case is brought
before the Commissioners by appeal, under 36th
sect. of 7 and 8 Vie. ¢, 101.

VII.—RELATIONS.
1. Orper ror MaINTENANCE,
May 1971, 1845,
Clerk of Millon Union—C. M. and his wife
have become chargeable to a parish in this union.
C. M. has a family both by a former and his
present wife, three of whom, one by his first; and
two by his present wife, are contributing, under
orders of justices, towards the support of their
father and mother. C. M.’s wife has also a son,
W. D. by a former husband, who is in posses-
sion of considerable freehold property, and at the

time of making the orders alluded to, he also
appeared before the justices, and voluntarily
offered to contribute one shilling per week towards
his mother’s maintenance, which the justices
acquiesced in, having some doubt whether they
could legally make an order on him to support
his mother, in consequence of her being a
married woman. W. D. has paid the shilling
a-week for a short time, but he now refuses to do
so, alleging inability. The board of guardians,
however, do not consider this a valid excuse, and
are desirous of obtaining an order of justices to
compel the payment. Inquired whether under
the circumstances stated, such an order would
lezally be made.

Ans.—"The Commissioners are not aware of
any ground for supposing that the mere cir-
cumstance of Mrs, M. being a married woman
would release her son from his Hability to contri-
Lute to the extent of his means towards her sup-
port, under the 43 Eliz, c. 2, 5. 7.

August 13th, 1815.

Clerk of same Union —The justices, requiring
the production of authorities in support of the
liability of W. D. to contribute towards the main-
tenance of his wmother, requested the Commis-
sioners to refer the guardians to such author-
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she could not if required give a legal discharge for
such contribution. If the Commissioners should
still be of opinion that W. D. is liable to support
his mother, inquired whether the order should be
in favour of the guardians, or the churchwardens
and overseers. Inquired also whether, in cases
where the guardians intend to apply for orders of
maintenance, it is the safest way in all cases to
receive the parties requiring relief into the work-
house previous to taking any steps to obtain an
order. -

‘Ans.—The Commissioners are not awave of
any case in which this point has been decided by
the courts; after consideration of the subject,
however, the Commissioners retain the opinion
which they expressed in their letter of 19th May
last. With regard to the arguments which appear
to have weighed with the justices that Mrs. M.
cannot give a legal discharge for a contribution
under the order, the Commissioners would observe
that they do not see what discharge (assuming
the order were made) she would be required to
give. The order could not be made at all, unless
Mrs. M. be actually chargeable to the parislh,
then the order would be in favour of the church-
wardens and overseers of the parish, (Rexv. Trip-
ping, 1 Bott, 430, Reg. v. Toke, 8 A and E, 227,)
and therefore the person to give the discharge for
the payments under the order would be the
churchwardens and overseers. The order would,
the Commissioners apprehend, confer no right on
Mrs. M., it would simply be an indemnification
of the parish against the charge. The Com-
missioners conceive that the order could not be
legally made in favour of -the guardians of the
union. The chargeability (the foundation of the
order) should be a lawful chargeability, and to
effect this, the relief given in the case should be

conformity with the orders of the Commissioners
in force in the union; relief in the workhouse
would; under any circumstances, be lawful relief,
though relief out of the workhouse would be
equally so in those cases which constitute the
exceptions to Art. 1 of the Prohibitory Order.

- IX.—RELIEF.
1. To RarLway Lanourers.
Sept. 27th, 1845,
— In consequence of the railway running

12

ities. The justices contend that, in consequence
of Mrs. M. being a married woman, W. D, cannot
contribute towards her exclusive support, and that |

lawful relief. The relief, to be lawful, must be in |

necessary application for the recovery.

cavators are already cmployed, and many more
will be required in constructing the line for some
Inquired—1st, what steps
should be taken in ease such men or their

considerable period.

families become destitute and require relief in the
Union, through accident, sickness, or other
cause. 2nd. Whether the relief that may be
given should be charged to the parish of Ring-
wood alone, (that parish being the only one that
will ultimately derive an advantage from rating
the railway,) or generally against all the parishes
in the Union. 3rd. Whether if any accident
should happen in an adjoining extra-parochial
place, the master wili be bound to receive the
person disabled into the workhouse on an appli-
cation being made for that purpose.

Ans.—The parish in which a man or his family
are destitute, is liable for their relief so long as
they remain destitute within that parish, or until
they are legally removed therefrom. But if the
accident happen in an estra-parochial place,
there is clearly no fund there on which the relief
of the man can be charged. In such a case the
parish into which the man was first brought in
a destitute condition would he liable while he
remained there, the same as if the accident bap-
pened in the parish, There is no general fund
on which the relief of this class of paupers can
be charged, and the probable future assessment
0!' the railway, in the parish of Ringwood, fur-
nishes no ground whatever for charging the
relief to that parish, if the accident happen in
another. :

9, Recovery or Revier BY way or Loaw.
August 14¢h, 1845.

Clerk of Witham Union—Inquired whether
the board of guardians had the power to compel
the overscers or an assistant overscer to take
pracecdings for the recovery of relief granted by
way of loan.

Ans.—The 59th scc. Poor Law Amendment
Act, enables the justices to proceed in the recovery
of loans “upon the application of the ovcrseers or
guardians of the parish or union providing the
relief.” The terms would apparently render it
competent cither to the guardians of the union,

1 orto the overseers of the particular parish charged

with the relief given to the pauper, to make the
] At all
events, the guardians are empowered to do so,

: almll an nlpp‘.tcatiﬂn by any officer whom they may
_ ' | duly authorise for the purpose (see 7 and 8 Vic.
through the parish of Ringwood, a number of ex- | S o

c. 101, sections 68 and G9,) would be a good
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application.

ceive that the law has invested the guardians with
any powers of compelling the overseers to act in
the recovery; and if the guardians have no
authority in this respect over the overseers, ucither
would they have over an assistant overseer
appointed under the 59 Geo. 3, c. 12,

3. Non-resipENT RELIEF ORDER.
Nov. 2848, 1845,

But the Commissioners do not per- l:

Clerk of Union—VUrging the Commis-
sioners to make their gencral orders refating to

on all Unions, with a view to securing greater !
aceuracy in the accounts and better supervision
of the poor. .
Ans.—The Commissioners cannot compel one ‘
board of guardians to become the agent or {o em-
ploy the agency of another board of guardians,
in administering non-resident relief to any
pauper. The order of the Commissioners only
declares that if a board of guardians of a Union
undertakes to administer relief to a non-settled
puor person resident iherein, on behalf of another
board of guardians, or authorises relief by any

non-settied and non-resident relief obligatory

other board of guardians on their behalf, to anon-
resident pauper, certain regulations which are
laid down in that order shall be observed. 'the

order, however, does not prevent the guardians

from transmitting relief to a poor person who is
non-resident, in_ cases where the same may be
lawfully given through any private channel, or
any means other than the officers of another
Union, |
4. RELIEF TO A PPAUPER WHOSE WIFE 1§ POS-
SESSED OF PROPERTY.
Sepl. Gth, 1845.

Clerk of the Dolyelly Upion — A pauper
named T, J.. S., and his children, have become
chargeable to the parish of Llanegryn in this
union, and are likely to remain so: the pauper’s
wife is in the actual receipt of an income from
lands and houses of about £80 a year clear,
settled upon her (as is believed) beyond the
control of her husband, ‘the pauper and his
wife have been separated about two years, and
she refuses to contribute auything towards
the support of her children; but she ofters to
take and maintain three of the children, which
offer is refused on the part of the husband, be-
cause she 1s an habitual drunkard; and she
recently so abused her eldest child that she was
bound ~over to keep the peace. Inquired—1.

Whether under the circumstances the board
of guardians are empowered to proceed against

| the pauper’s wife, under the Vagrant Act, or
| any other act, in order to compel her to con-
| tribute towards the support of her children.
i 2. Whether the board can legally compel the
. pauper to deliver up any of his children to his
| wife, or to any other person, there being no
| workhouse in the union in which they can be
" placed.

Ans.—1. The Commissioners consider that

. . J. S.’s wife cannot be proceeded against under

the Vagrant Act, or any other statute, for the
omission or neglect to maintain her children.
Such neglect on her part is not legally an offence,
innsmuch as, her husband being alive, the legal
obligation to maintain attaches to him. The
case would, of course, be different as regards the
guestion of liability, if the circumstances were
such as to bring it within the 25th sec. of 7 and 8
Vic. ¢. 101, 2. The board of guardians have
clearly no power of compelling T. J. S. to deliver
up his children to his wife, or to any other person
for the purpose of maintenance. The father of 2
child is entitled to the custody of it, though this
right to the possession is subject to the control
of the Court of Chancery ; but the reported cases
show that that court will not interfere where
there is nothing to prove that the custody of the
father is improper.

5. GENERAL ORDER RESPECTING NON-RESIDENT
RELIEF.
August 141h, 1843.

Relieving Qfficer of Preston Union—Inquired
whether, under the General Order relating to non-
resident relief, the repayment of the relief advanced
by other unions to the non-resident poor of this
union, should be included in his account for the
quarter in which the relief is given, or in the
following quarter, when the repayment of such
relief is actually made by him.

_ins.—Where the relief to a non-resident pauper
is paid through the relieving officer of the board
of guardians allowing such relief, the pauper’s
name will appear in the relief list kept by such
relieving officer, as a matter of course; and such
rolief will be charged by the relieving officer to the
parish to which the pauper may belong, in the
same way as relief to a resident scttled pauper
would be. But where such relief is paid by
cheque, or Ly other means, as prescribed by the
Commissioners’ order relating to non-resident

-i relief, it is clear that the relieving officer of the
1

EORR Y AT T L)
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union to which the paupers relieved may belong,
has nothing whatever to do with the matter; and
after the proper authority on the minutes the
relief will be a credit to the treasurer, and a debit
to the parish against which it is charged. Iu fact,
you will only have to enterin vour books the cases
of those paupers belonging to other unions, but
residing in your district, whose relief goes through
your hands : this will not be the case with those
belonging to your district, but residing in other
unions, who are relieved in accordance with the
terms of the order by the relieving oflicers of other
unions, and whose relief is repaid through the
treasurers of the respective unions. The relief
granted to non-resident and non-settled paupers
should be charged in the account of the quarter
during which the payments for such relief is
actually made. The true dates of the payments
should always appear.

X —REMOVAL.

1. RESOLUTIONS PASSED AT A MEETING OF
THE BoaAnrb or GrarpiaxNs oF THE STRAND
Ux10N, HELD ON 910 DecExiBER, 1845,

- “That heavy and oppressive expenscs have

removals; founded on technical oljections, and
not on substantial merits—that this board, with
a view to avoid such unnecessary outlay, and to
the establishment of that fiiendly aud rational
intercourse between unions and parishes, by
which their mutual interests may be secured,
have resolved, that in future no appeal shall be
commenced or opposition determined on, uniil
the facts and circmmstances of such appenl
shall have been submitted to, and fully con-
sidered by this board, by whom it is further
resolved that every equitable means shall bLe
adopted to aveid litigation and the inevitable
expenses conseguent thereon.

“That this board, in the spirit of the foregoing
vesolution, desires it may be communicated to the
unions and parishes in and near the metropolis,
that in future every case in which the settlement,
may clearly appear to be in any parish in this
union, this board will accept such case without
imposing upon the parish to which the same is
chargeable, the trouble and expense of removing
the parties according to the formalitics of law;
and this board earnestly invites othier unions
and parishes to pursue the same amicable and
beneficial course, whereby heavy burdens on
the rates may be avoided, aud a friendi y fueling

been heretofore incurred by unions und pavishes
in the metropolis in respect of appeals against |

between unions and parvishes cultivated and
maintained.”

2, Reyovarn.—Junisvicrion or Justices.
Adugust 5th, 1815.
Clerk of dicham Univn—The Atcham Union,

comprising forty-three parishes and townships,
separately maintaining their own poor, is situated
in the countics of Salop and Montgomery, Two
of those townships only, viz., Buuseley and
Criggion, are in the latter county : and the work-
house of the union is situate in the former,
A pauper in the workhouse, chargeable to
Bauseley, Lut having a legal settlement in a
partsh not within the anion, is now ill ; and it
is doubtful whether he can, at present, be re-
woved therefrom with safety. 'The petty sessions
for the division of Montgomery, in which Bauseley
is situate, is held at a greater distance from the
workhouse than the place of the pauper’s settle-
ment. Inquired—1. Whether two justices for the
division of the county of Salop, in which the
workhouse is situate, can make an order for the
removal of the pauper to the place of Lis scttle-
ment, and suspeid the execution thereof, if found
necessary. 2. Whether two justices for the
county of Monfgomery can make an order for
such removal at the said workhouse. 3.
Whether in case the pauper is unable to attend
the petty sessions to be examined, can such ex-
amination be taken at the workhouse by a justice
for the county Salop, and reported to the justices
in petty sessions for Montgomery; and if so,
whether the report must be made in person, or
by writing.

ns.—1. The justices of Salop, in which county
the workhouse of the Atcham Unijon is situate,
would have no power to make an order for the
removal of the pauper to the place of his settle-
ment, inasmuch as the township to which the
pauper is chargeable, and which can alone make

the necessary complaint, is not within the juris-
diction of the justices of Salop. 2. The Com-
missioners apprehend that the justices for the
county of Moutgomery are competent to make
the order: to give them jurisdiction, it is neces-
sary that the pauper should be inhabiting in, and
chargeable to some parish or township in the
county of Montgomery. It is stated that the
relief given to the pauper is charged to Bauseley,
which is in the county of Montgomery, Then,
though the workhouse in which the pauper is at
present maintained is actually situate in the

14

county of Salop, still by virtue of sec. 56 of
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7 and § Vic. ¢. 101, the pauper is constructively ¢
inhiabiting in Bauseley. That section cnacts thali !
for “the purposes of relicf, setllcmcntf and |}
removal of poor persons, &e., the workhouse l
of auny union, &c., sllal_l Le considered as
situated in the parish to which each poor person |
respectively to be rchcved‘, _remnved, &F" 15‘5 ?] 1‘;
has been chargeable.”  This constructive resi-
dence is, therefore, 1'cn.dercd Sl_lﬂl(:lent to gwe-the. 1”
justices jurisdiction 1n making the order of .”

|

b

removal. 3. DPresuming the pauper to be ‘unable
from sickness to attend before ll}e justices of |
Montgomery for this purpose, the (z(‘)lllllll::'S.IOll(’la
are not aware that the justices of Salop are em-
powered, to take the examination, and report .to
the justices of the former jurisdiction. The pro-
vision contained in the 49 Geo. 3, c. 124, s 4,
only enables a magistrate of the district where an

infirm or sick pauper may be, to take the ex-
amination of such pauper and report the same tIU
{wo magistrates acting for the samne district. It
does not cxtend fo enable justices acting for
another jurisdiction to act upon such re.port.
The Commissioners arc nof, wwever, prepat ed] tg
say that the power might not be uselully e.\tem]e -
to meet such a case as you have brought under
t\l'lleu—fg)illiiLL POX.—As 10 THE PllOPll-lE."I.‘Y
OF SENDING A PERS‘(\J;\' LABOURING UNDER
¢ 1NTO A WORKIIOUSE.

Swar Pox 1370 Sept. 27th, 1845,
Clevk of —— Union—The child ol a 1'1“1'1?
vagrant who had been Jodging .im' ]sc\t(_nIa
nig}hts at o vagrant house In the borough o ‘ Ji‘
was found to be labouring under s_mallq}on 0
a malignant kind,  ‘This becoming Lm;\}ﬁ
eaused alarm, and both the pavent and chik
were turned out, or threqtencd to he tl'l‘l'lll‘ll f)u.t.
of doors by the keeper of the house. ‘ Jill'({ 10_\ e1-
seers, on finding the vagraut and his chilc {n a
sad state of destitution, and about to 1_ne, or, las
has Deen reported, actually turned 1ut0.1 1t ;c
street, al once caused bu_th father nm} chi 51‘1 0
be conveyed *to the union worklhouse.  The
master on their adimission placed them in a
ward within the walls of the \\'01_'!{110115_9, .but
somewhnt detached from the main bm],(,hugi-
Notwithstanding this caution, several cascs co
small-pox oceurred in the \\'(‘n'klmusgl 111.1 conu‘(i
uence of the introduction of the ehild 11;1l q'lll‘s
{ion, and in two inslancees 1t p}'ﬂ\'{!d intf‘l » ;fi\
anurdians genevally ave ofopiuion th:ll_ tllui ¢hi (
ought not to lave been sint into the workhouse.

! were: the workhouse being the lodging whieh

statute or of any order of the Commissioners
prohibiting the admission of paupers labouring
under contagious diseases into the workhouse.
Inquired whether the overseers of L.were justified
in conveying the child under the circumstances
to the workhouse, and if not, what course
they should have taken in reference to the case.

Ans—'The Commissioners cannot but lament
the introduction of this case of small-poxinto
the workhouse of a union, especially as the
most serious consequences appear to have re-
sulted from it. But they do not sec that the
overseers of L. mnecessarily adopted an im-
proper course in sending the paupers to the
workhouse in the circumstances in which they
were placed. The case being one of sudden
and urgent necessity, the overseers were bound
to rclieve the paupers, who manifestly could
not be left in a state of destitution where they

the law most especially puts at the disposal of
the overscers, it appears to the Commissiouers
that the overseers acted rightly in sending the
paupers there, if, as wouh_] seem hkc!y, it was
very diffieult il not quite 11111)1':1ct1f3§1hle, to
obtain lodging for them elsewhere. The man
and his child could not be left to die in the
street, merely because the child was suffering
from small-pox. If the overseers had altogether
neglected the case they would have acted both
inhwinanly and illegally, and would have in-
carred very serious responsibility by so gross a
dereliction of their duty; and the Commis-
sioners, as at present informed, do not see what

other course the overseers could adopt in
dealing with the case than the one which the)r
actually pursued, 1f there was any small-pox
Lospital to which the child might have been
sent, that would certainly have been preferable,
but the Comnmissioners presume that tlrl?.re
was no such institution within reach. The
occurrence of this case shews two things.
1st. The extreme importance of promoting
vaceination by all means in the power of the
guardians.  2ndly. That it is of the utmost
consequence that provision should be made at

the workhouse by separate infectious wards for
the reception of cases of this description with-
out endangering the health of all in the house.

NXIT.—VAGRANTS.
I 1. REFUSING T0 LEAVE THE WORKUOUSE.
: September 8th, 1845.

At the same time they are not aware of any

15

Clerk of Tonbridge Union—Stated that tram
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and Irish vagrants, usually relieved in the work-
liouse, are in the constant practice of refusing to
leave the house when required to do so, and
requested the Commissioners’ directions asto how
the guardians should act in regard to such cases.

Ans.—To meet cases of this class of paupers,
the guardians should be enabled to rely on their
| arrangemwents for setting voluntary paupers to
work, as a protection against the burden of main-
taiping them permanently. Butwhen the guard-
isas are satisfied that a claim to relief is wholly
unfounded, and that the applicant has the means
of self-support, it is open to them to refuse
relief, or the continuance of relief, and to remove
the applicant from the workhouse, for which
purpose, if resistance is offered, they will be jus-
tified in the use of the necessary force, Probably,
however, it will rarely be the case that vagrants
and tramps have the present means of supporting
themselves ; and when they have not, it will be
| necessary to set them to. labour. The Com-
missioners cannot, in general, recommend that
recourse be had to ejecting the person from the
house. If adefinite offer of work be made at wages
sufficient to maintain a pauper, and that is refused,
such a person is of course punishable as a vagrant,

2. SETTING VAGRANTS TO WORK IN WoRK-

: : IOUSE.. :

Clerk of the Bicester Union—1. The 5th™ and
6th Vic. c. 57, sec. 5, enacts that *“it shall be
lawful for the guardians, &c., to prescribe a task
of work to be done by any person relieved in any
workhouse, in return for the food and lodging
afforded to such person.” Inquired whether in
case of any wayfaring paupers accepting “ lodying”
but refusing *“ food,” they can be legally required
to perform a reasonable task of work., 2. The
some section provides that ¢* it shall not be lawful
to detain any person against his will, for the per-
formance of such work for any time exceeding
four hours from the hour of breakfast in the
morning succeeding the admission of such person
into the workhouse; and-if any such person
refuse or neglect to perform such task of work,
&ec., he shall be deemed an idle and disorderly
person.”  Inquired whether any such wavlaring
pauper can be legally set to work at any other time
than the four hours after breakfast in the morning
ucceeding his admission into the workhouse.

Ang.—1. The phrase, “in return for the food
nd lodging afforded to such person,” appears tothe
bmmissioners to be a general expression of the
pund on which the guardians are empowered to
pscribe the taskwork for the inmates of the

. Act.

'should be delivered into his hands.

workhouse, and not a specific enumeration of the
conditions on which alone such work can be
required to be performed in each individual case.
The Commissioners conceive, therefore, that any
person velicved i the workhouse, refusing to per-

| form the task of work duly required of him under

the provisions of the sec. in question, would be
punishable for such refusal under the Vagrant
2, There is nothing in the sec. as it
seems to the Commissioners, which would pre-
vent any pauper relieved in the workhouse from
being sef to work, underthe guardians’ regulations,
at night or in the morning before breakfast;
although le could not Le deleined in the work-
house, for the performance of such work, for
more than four hours after the breakfastthour.

XINL—WORKHNOUSE —Rerussar or A Wire
TO QUIT.
Oct. 1614, 1845.

Assistant  OQverseer, Bishop Auckland — A
woman, with her two children, having been de.
serted by her husband, became chargeable to the
parish of Bishop Auckland, and has been, for
some time, an Inmate of the union workhouse,
The husband has now returned, and offers to take
his wife and children out of the workhouse and
to provide for them. The wife, however, ob-
stinatelv refuses to leave the workhouse. In-
quired by what means the woman could be
compelled to do so.

Auns.—Unless there is an apparent danger that
the wife and children to whom you refer will
suffer immediately from destitution or violence,
nothing will justify the union or parish officers
in giving harbour to them, when the husband and
father requires that they should be given up to
him. If the man is able to support his wife
and children, and is willing to receive them, they
He may be
required to come to the workhouse to receive them,
and theofficer, under the directionof theguardians,
may then compe! them to quit the workhouse,
This course should be pursued, even if the man
is likely to require relief ; and the application for
such relief should then be received as coming
from the man himself. If, however, the woman
alleges that she entertains the fear of persunal
violeuce from her husband, she should be taken
before justices to see whether the husband should
not be bound over to keep the peace.
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OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS AND INFORMATION:

DIRECTED BY THE POOR LAW COMMISSIONERS TO BE PRINTED, CHIEFLY FOR THE USE OF THE
MEMBLRS AND PERMANENT OFFICERS OF BOARDS OF GUARDIANS,
UNDER THE FOOR LAW AMENDMENT ACT. :

No. b6,

Circurar 1ssvEp FEBruary 2, 1846.

The Poor Law Commissioners directed that the
following documents be printed and circulated for
the information of Guardians and Officers of the

several Unions, viz. : . .- Page
I.-—AccouxnTs : Payments by way of deposits to Iospitals 17
II.—Coxtracr: For supplying of goods to Workhouse
T —limitationof .. . o o o . s e e e A7
T1I.—CouxtY AND PoricE Rares: Whether Receipts
for, are exempt from Stampduty . . . . . 18
IV.—DIETANY: Allowance of porter to sick, infirm, and

labouring in-door PAUPErs  + +» .+ + + « .. 18
Ve—Loxatics: Whether Medical Oficer's pariner can
give cerlificate” . . 18

Vi.—Meptcar Orpert Fees under Art. 10.~Fracture of -
thethumb . . . . . « ¢ &« & + s o & o 19
VII.—OVERSEERS ¢ .
1. Proceedings against Assistant Overseers for em-
bezzlement .+ « + « + 0« o e » s o 1D
2. Eligibility of Pemales to serve the Office . . .. . 19
VIil.—Pavpzrs: Right to property of deceased paupers. 20
1X.—Poor's RATE. x S :
1.—Excuscd Rates alterwards collected and misapplied .-
_ by the collector . . e . . .+ 20
IX.(ay~Poor Rates—Medical Relief—Local Taxation—~-
Tables . . . + + « &« & e s e =ce o« 20
X.—RaTiNg: GasWorka . . . + + « « « . o « 26
XI.—Rea1rsTrRATION : Charges for County Registration—
Cirenlar . . + « + « o s 0 o s o s o« « 26
XII.—ReLiEr—MebIicAL: . :
1. In case of Accident, which parish lable . . . . 26
ZDitto . . . v . e e s s e e e e e o« 27
XIIl.—REMOVAL: . . )
1. Charges under suspended Oxder . . + . . . . 27
" 2, Execution of Order, pending a case granted for the .
Courtof Queen'sBench . . . . . . . . . 28
XIV.—SETTLEMENY!: _ _
1. ByrentingaPost Mill , . . . . ¢ v, . 20

2. By rentingaTenement . . . + . . - + . . 29
XY.—StaMmrEDp REcrIPTS: Whether required tobe given
: for payments made by Guardians . . . . . , 30
XVI.—VacciNaTIoN : Inoculation for Small Pox—Costs
of detectingoffenders . . . . . « + « . . 30
XVIL-—Vacnaxts: Power of Guardiahs to proceed
against deserters of families, without the inter- -
vention of Parish Officers . . . . M1 |

XVIIl.—Varvarion : Expenses of occasional surveys,
- Eo.forrating « + + « « 4 0 0 e e oo . 31
XIX.—VEsTRY MEETINGS:
1. Power in regard to making rates, &c, . . . . . 31
2. Publication of Notices . . . . 32

(Signed) By Order of the Board, .
Epwix Cuanwick, Secretary.
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 L—ACCOUNTS. |
PAYMENTS BY WAY OF DEPOUSITS TO HOSPITALS.

e Dee. 18¢h, 1845.

District Auditors—The Commissioners observ-
ing that in the accounts of a union there was com-
prised under the head,—** money expended for all
other purposes,” an item charged as ‘ caution
money to — Hospital,” inquired of the
clerk ‘to the guardians the meaning of the item.
The clerk replied that such’ sum was a deposit for
paupers admitted into the hospital, to indemnify
the institution’in case of death or other contingency
happening to the paupers sent there, and that in
general the principal- part of the deposits 1s re-
turned on the discharge of the patients theérefrom.
"“THe Commissioners having' reason to believe
that such payments are made to a large extent
through - the whole: of the county of e bv
parishes, as well as by boards- of guardians, ad-
dressed a circular to the district auditors calling
their attention to the subject, and stating, that,
considered as a subscription to an hospital, the
payment in question may be .egal, if made by the
board of guardians, but it is ciearly illegal if
made by the overseers of parishes in unions. .

IL.—CONTRACT.
FOR SUPPLY OF GOODS TO WORKHOUSE—LIMITA-
TION OF.
Oclober 4th, 1845.
Clerk of TVest Ashford Union—A contractor
for supplying flour to the paupers ‘having agreed

with the guardians “from the 25th day of March
last, o the 25th day of September instani,” con-
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