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SETTLEMENT—STANMPED RECELIFTS,

“[lssven JuLy 1, 1846.

hey have power to examine, have also the power
to commit the party for refusing to be examincd.

XNL—SETTLEMENT.
: Aprd th, 1816.

Clerk of Calne Union—I.. G, a gir]l aged ten
years, has become chargeable 1o the united
parishes of the city of Coventry. She is the
illegitimate daughter of I1. C., who has leen
dead about three months, and whose maiden
seftlement was at Yatesbury, in this uuion.
Subsequent to the birth of the child, H. C. may-
ried a man named W, belonging to Leok, who
maintained the child up to the mother's death.
He has now ceased to do so. The girl is living
with her graudmother at Coventry, who is not
able to support her. Inquired whether W.'s
liability to maintain the child ceased at the
death of her mother, and occasioned the c¢hild’s
original settlement at Yatesbury to revive; or,
whether the child will take the settlement of W,

Ans—The Commissioners think that the
husband’s liability to maintain the ehild censed
on the death of the mother. 'I'he statute which
imposes the ligbility on the hushand (1 & 5
W 4, e. 76, s. 57,) defines also the extent or
duration of such liability to be, “until such
child shall attain the age of sixteen years, or
until the death of the mother of such child.”
The latter of these contingencies has, in the pre-
sent instance, arisen. As regavds the settle-
ment of the child, the Commissioners appre-
hend, on the authority of Reg. ». St. Mary,
Newington, 2 Gale & Dav. 686, that it is now
settled in the parish in which the hushand is
settled. That case decided in effect, that
the case where the mother acquires a settle-
ment by marriage is no exception to the rule pre-
seribed by section 71 of 4 &5 Wm. 4, ¢. 76, viz.,
“ that an illegitimate child Lorn since the pass-
ing of that Act shall have and follow the settle-
ment of the mother until such ehild shall attain
the age of sixteen, or shall acquire a settlement
inits own right.” Tt is clear from this provi-
sion that the illegitimate child, in the case stated,
does not now revert to the settlement which
the mother had before the marriage with W.

XXIL —=STAMPED RECEIPTS.
1. DUtY OF CHIEF CONSTABLE TO GIVE STAMPED
RECEIPTS FOR COUNTY RATE. ‘

June 16th. 1846,
Mr. ———, District Auditor—Stated that
some of the chief constables in his district re-
fuse to give receiptson a stamp for county rate,
where the sun paid exceeds £5 in amount; and
that at the last audit, he directed several of the
overseers to tender the stamp for signature, and
demaiid vepayment of the cost of it. ‘Fhis was

accordingly done, but repayment was refused,

Ans—There appears to the Commissioners
to be no possible question as to the obligation
of the high constalle to give n receipt. His
receipt is expressly declured to be o discharge
of the overscers, &e., (sce 12 Geo, 2, cap. 24,
see. 2,) and the overseers are entitled, on tender
of a paper duly stamped, to have the receipt or
acquittance required, aud to be repaid the price
of the stamp duty. The high constable refusing
to give such receipt, and to repay the stamp
duty, is liable to a penalty of £10 under the
Act 13rd Geo, 3, c. 120, s. .

2. WHETHER WORKHOUSE MASTER SHOULD RE-
QUIRE STAMPED RECEIPTS FROM GUARDIANS
FOR MONEY RECEIVED FOR THEM.

May 14th, 1816,

Muaster of the Workhouse, South Stoncham
Union—Inquired, whether Le is authorised to
require a stamped receipt from the guardians
for moneys which he may regeive for them from
various sources, and which are afterwards eve-
dited to the establishment secount.

Ans—The Commissioners think that these
swns referred to by the master, should le paid
to the treasurer of the union, in which case, the
money being paid, not in satisfaction of a de-
mand of the treasurer, but as a sum to be
accounted for by him, an acknowledgmeut of
it to thateffect is exempt from stamp duty. The
same would be the effect if paid to any other
officer or person accountable to the guardians.
But in all such cases the acknowledgment
'should be of the receipt of the money “ 1o he
aceounted for,” (see Tomkins v. Ashley, 6 B. & C.
512.) In case the sums are paid to the guard-
ians directly, and not to some person account-
able to them, there is more difliculty. "The
money received by the master of the workhouse,
is the money or property of the guardians, the
property being in them, though the possession
is in the master. The transfer from one ser-
vant to another of the samne owner, oy from a
servant to his employer, the owner, is not,
before some default of the servant, the “pay-
ment” or “settlentent,” ** halance,” ** dis::harge,”
or “satisfaction” on a “debt” or “ demand.”
Before any defanlt by the servant, which de-
fault has turned that possession which he had
for his master into a debt, or demand, it would
appear, that the delivery of the money from
the servant to the master, is not o case in which
a stamped receipt can be required.
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Poor Law Commission Qffice, Somerset House,

Seplember 1, 1846,

Tnr Poor Law Commissioners have directed

that the following information be printed
circulated for the_ information of Guardians
Officers of the several Unions.

I.—AccousTts: Whetlier Auditors should disallow items
for Goods supplied to a Union by a Guardian .
II.—Bartisms: Registration of, in the cases of Children
born in the Workhonse-——Horneastle Union . .
III.—BasTARDY:
I. Order of maintenance under 7 & § Vict, ¢, 101—
Lancaster Union . . . . . .
2. Enforcement of Order of maintenance in Bastardy,
the mother being dead—Tetbury Union . .
IV.—BuriawL:
1. In Roman Catholie burial ground . .. .
2. Expenses of burial of Non-settled 'oor: how to
be charged—Kingsclere Union . C . .
3. Lxpenses of burial of Paupers dying in the work-
honse: how to be charged—Lymington Union .
V.—Cuanceaninity: Of casual Pavper—Truro Union .
V9L—CLEnrk To Guanvraxs: Remuneration of, for
duties conneected with new valuation of a Parish——
Ringwood Union . . . . . . .
VIL--CoxstanLEs: Power of Justices toorder payment
of Iees to . . . . - . . .
Vill.—Evecrion oF Guarptavs: Delivery of voting
Papers—Leeds Township . . . . .
IN—Granmax:
1. Withdrawal of refusal to serve as Guardians—
Wortley Union . . . . .

2. Qualification for the offiee of—ELlanelly Union
X.—Luratic Paveers: Duty of Medical Officer as to
visiting and making returns of—Dury Union
XL—MzepicaL Rernier: To able-bodied Men's Wives
’ in conifinement—Ringwood Union . .
XI.—Mipwives: Empleyment of, to attend Paupers—

Isle of Wight . . . . . . . .
XIIL.—~OvERSEERS:
l. Excessive Rate made by Overseer—Remedy of
Rate-payers . o . . . . .
2. Erection of Parish Stocks—Pontyypool Union .
XIV.—Panisu: Perambulation of Boundary cf—Iting-
wooit Union . . . . . . . .
XV.—Pavrrus:
1. Cutting the hair of, on admission inte the work-
house—Aylesbury Union . . . . .
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2, Claim to property of deceased—St. Leonard's,

Hythe . . . . . . . . 107
3. Punishment of Pauper—Rochford Union . 107
XVI.—PoOR-RATES: .
1. Auditor's duty with regard to . » . . 108
2. Whether the cost of erecting a * Dead-house” may
be charged on Poor-rates . . .. . .. N8
XVIL—Ramixg: B
1. Tithe Rent-charge: deductions for payments to
Perpetual Curates—Wells Union . . . . 108
2, Rating Toll-houses . P 15
XVIIL.—RELIEF:
1. Power of Relieving Officer and of Guardians in the
charge of—Colchester Union . . . . . . 109
2. Power of Justice to order relief to sick Persons—
St. Thomas Union . . . . . . . log
3. Advanced by Guardians of one Unien to Paupers
belonging to anocther . . . . . « 110
XIX.—R=emovars:
1. Mode of charging expenses of resiioving Irish Poor
—WestLondonUnion . . . , [ . m
2. Ilemoval of deserted Wife and Children to Secot- .
land—Louth Union . . . « e . 111
XX.—SerTLEMENT: By Estate—Festiniog Union . . 111
XXIL—Vaceixarion: Charging cost of, to Parishes to
which Paupers belong—Hungerford Union ™ . 112

By Order of the Board,

Epwin Cuapwick, Secrefary.

I.—ACCOUNTS—\WHETHER AUDITORS SHOGLD
ITEMS FOR GOODS SUPPLIED TO A

DISALLOW
UXNION BY A GUARDIAN.

July 8th, 1846.

AMr. ———, —TIn the accounts of the

Union, for the half-year ended the 25th of March
last, the following sums have been paid to one
of the guardians; namely, £48, 85, 6d. for print-
ing, £1. 15s. for coffins, and £31. Gs. for a wall
and gates at the union workhouse. These items
were ohjected to as being illegal. The auditor,
although he admitted the impropriety of a

guardian supplying goods, &e., to the union

his own profit, did not believe that such a pro-

ceeding was illegal, and refused to disallow
items in.the accounts. Inquired whether
ohjeetion to these items is valid. '
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BAPTISMS—DASTARDY,

[TssuED SErrembBER 1, 1816,

| made to him by the guardians for goods which

Ans.—The Commissioners have had oceasion |
to consult coumsel on a similar case, and were
advised by him that, although a guardian might
have rendered himself liable to a penalty for
supplying goods for his own profit, the anditor
had no authority to disallow the payments

they had actually received, on the ground of
the illegality of the supply. The auditor,
therefore, appears, in the present case, to
have taken the proper course in allowing the
items.

1I.—BAPTISMS—REGISTRATION OF, IN TIE
CASES OF CHILDREN BORN IN THE WORK-

HOUSE.
July 7th, 1846.

Chaplain of Horncastle Union — Inquired
whether it is necessary to insert the baptisms
which take place in the union workhouse in the
Horncastle parish register-book of baptisms, as
well as in the register-book provided for that
purpose at the workhouse. :

Ans.—Article 74, No. 15, of the Commissioners’
general workhouse rules, applies to the registration
of births of children born in the workhouse, The
Commissioners do not contemplate baptisms in
the workhouse, except in cases of emergency,
where the child might be baptized in a private
house. It appears to the Commissioners that

the minister of the parish should deal with the
baptisms of children in the workhouse exactly
as he does with those of other children in the
parish. The register of births does not dispense
with the register of baptisms.

III.—BASTARDY.
1. ORDER OF MAINTENANCE UNDER 7 & 8
Vicr. c. 101,

August 164k, 1846.
Clerk of Lancaster Union—A question has
arisen as to whether the justices in a case where
the mother of a bastard child has been confined in
a workhouse, and has been attended by the work-
house medical officer, are empowered to compre-
hend in their order on the putative father, made
under the 3rd scction of the Act, 7 & 8 Vict.
c. 101, the weekly payments from the date of the
child’s birth, and include also in the order the
medical officer’s fee for attending the confinement.
It has been suggested that the relief granted to
the mother might be granted by way of loan, to
be recovered under the Poor Law Amendment

Requested the Commissioners’ opinion on the
point.

Ans—~—The Commissioners are of opinion that
the justices are empowered, on application made
to them, under the 3rd section of the 7 & 8 Vict.
c. 101, to make an order on the putative father
to pay a weekly sum, to be calculated fromn the
birth of the child, although the woman should he
attended in her confinement at the charge of the
union or parish. If the woman receive the money
ordered to be paid by the justices, she is under no
obligation to pay the amount over to the guardians
or overseers. 'There is certainly nothing to pre-
vent her doing so voluntarily, but whether the
guardians can recover the amount from her under
the power contained in the 4 & 5 Wm. 4, c. 76,
sec. 58, in return for relief supplied to her, de-
pends upon whether the Commissioners had
authorised relief to be given to such woman in the
particular union by way of loan, which does not
appear in the case. The Commissioners cannot
give any opinion as to the propriety of the justices
making the order on the putative father, The
above observations only apply to” the expenses of
the midwife. The Commissioners refer the
guardians to .the 7th sec. of the 7 & 8 Vict.
¢. 101, which renders it unlawful for any officer
of a parish or union to receive any money in
respect of a bastard child under an order of petty

session.

-

9, ExrorceEMENT oF URDER OF MAINTENANCE

IN BASTARDY, THE MOTHER BEING DEAD.

July 16th, 1846.

Clerk of Tetbury Union — Some months
since an order of filiation and maintenance was
made upon R.P., then a resident in Tetbury,
whercby he was ordered to pay to E.P., the
mother of a bastard child, the weekly sum of
1s.6d. R.P. paid such weekly sum up to the time
of the death of E. P.; but he has made no pay-
ment since that time, and the child has become
chargeable to the parish of S , in the Tetbury
Union. That parish officers wish to enforce
the order of maintenance against R. P., pursuant
to sec. 7 of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 101, but they are
unable to procure a suitable person to take charge
of the child for the weekly sum directed to be paid
by the order. The justices’ clerk is of opinion,
that a person must be appointed to take charge
of the child before proceedings can be taken
against the putative father, and that the person
so appointed, and not the guardians, should make
the application for the enforcement of the order.

Act, or that she might repay the same voluntarily.

Requested the Commissioners’ opinion as to the
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HBURIAL.

{IssUED SEPTEMBER 1, 1846.

recovery of the arrears due from R. P, and the
enforcement of the order.

«ns,—1t appears to the Commissioners, that
unless a person be appointed by the justices to
have the custody of the child, pursuant to sec. 5
of the 7 & 8 Vict. c. 101, the power given to the
guardians by sec. 7 to make application to the
justices for the enforcement of the order does not
come into operation, inasmuch as it is provided
that the payments made in pursuance of such
application are to be made to the person appointed
Ly the justices. In the absence of such appoint-
ment there is no person authorised to reccive the
money, and no payments can therefore be due
under the order. No appointment can be made
but with the consent of the person selected ; ac-
cordingly; if from the smallness of the weekly sum
to be contributed by the reputed father under the
order, or for any other cause, no person can be
induced to undertake the custody of the child,

the result will be, that the child must, froin the.

necessity of the case, continue chargeable to the
parish.  Certainly, it would not be competent to
the guardians to make from the poor-rates any
addition to the weekly sum paid by the reputed
father; their doing so would, in fact, prevent the
enforcement of the order against the reputed
father (sec. 7.) Assuming, however, that the
difficulty as to the appointment of a guardian for
the child can be got over, the point whether
during the interval between the decease of the
mother and the appointment of the person to
the custody, anything can be recovered from the
reputed father under the order certainly arises.
It appears, that in the case put in your letter,
the putative father has not in fact during such
period continued to make the weekly payments
for the child’s support, though the order was
duly performed up to the time of the deccase
of the mother. The Commissioners are disposed
to consider that no arrears are legally due from
the reputed fatlier. The order in this case was,
it would seem, made since the passing of the
8 & 0 Vict. ¢. 10, (Sth May, 1845 :) such order,
therefore, it is to be presumed, is in the form
given by the schedule to that Act (No. 8), and in
conformity with the 7 & 8 Vict. ¢. 101, sec. 3; if
so, the order only required a weekly sum to be paid
to the mother so long as she should live, or to the
person who might be appointed to have the cus-
tody of the child. Nowit is clear that the obliga.
tion imposed by the order towards the mother
terminates with her life; and, until a person be
appointed by the justices to have the custody of

the child, m'xthing can be due to such person. In’

shor._t, it appears to the Commissioners, that in 1
the interval occurring between the decease of the |’

mother and the appointment of the guardian, or
person to have the custody of the child, there is
no one to whom the weekly payments are due, or
can be made; and, consequently, there are no
arrears. It is true, that the guardians, by the
7th sec. (i.e., where the child becomes chargeable)
‘“ may make such application for the enforcement
of the order as might have been made by the
mother of such bastard child if alive.” Possibly,
therefore, if at the time of the mother’s decease,
any payments swere in arrear, the guardians might
recover the amount; inasmuch as the mother, if
alive, might have made an application for the
recovery. . But the guardians can have no claim
in a case where it has been shown that by the
terms of the order imposing the obligation on the
putative father, nothing is due to the mother, or
any other person. The Commissioners have only
to add, that it appears to them that where an
appointment is made in pursuance of sec. 5, that
the person appointed must (i.e., if the child be
not chargeable) make application for the reco-
very of the payments, and that such person is
alone entitled to apply. If, however, the child be
chargeable, such person has no longer power to
apply for the enforcement, but the guardians
can alone do so under sec. 7, although some
practical difficulty appears to arise in carrying
this provision into effect, )

IV—BURIAL.

1. Ex Roxax CATHOLIC BURIAL GROUXND.
July 21st, 1846.

The Roman Catholic Pustor of —In-
quired, whether the guardians are bound to
bury a Roman Catholic pauper in s Dburial
ground of that persuasion, if there should be
one in the parish, and he has made a request
that he might be buried there. '

Ans.—It is necessary to premise that unless
a pauper dies in any workhouse in the oceu-
pation or use of the guardians, the guardians
are under no legal obligation to inter the body,
(Reg. ». Steward, 12 A. and E. 773.) The 31st
see. of 7 and 8 Vie. ¢. 101, gives, indeed, an un-
restrieted power to the gauardians to bury the
body “of any poor person which may be within
their parish or union.” But though the
guardians may, (i. ., iv is lawful for them to do
this,) they are not (except in the particular case
adverted to) compelied to do so. The Commis-

sioners must, theretore, understand yowr inquiry,

98

99

[ o oy




OFrFictaL Circurar, No. 61.)

BURIAL,

[[ssuEDp SErrEMBER 1, 184G.

whether the guardians can be compelled to
bury a Catholic in his own churchyard, to
apply to a case in whioh, for the reasons

assigned in Reg. v. Steward, a duty is cast upon:

the guardinus to bury the body of the deceased
person. You will observe, upon reference to
the 81st section, that where the guardians adopt
the alternative course of burying the body in

the parish to which the deceased was charge-’

able, the interment must, by the provision, take
place in the chwrchyard, or burial ground, of
the parish. 1If, therefore, there be any burial-
ground of the parish, the provision certainly

allows of the guardians burying the Dlody:

therein ; but it does not justify the burial in
any buriel-ground situate in the parish of the
chargeability, (as distinguiched from that in
which the body is at the time, or in which the

death occurred,) which does not belong to such.
If, however, the guardians do not

parish.
adopt the alternative of burying the body in the
parish to which the deceased was chargeable,
then the section provides that ““every dead
Lody whieh the guardians, or any of their
officers duly authorised, shall direct to be
buried at the expenss of the poor-rates, shall

{unless the deceased person, or the husband, or

wife, or next of kin, of such deceased person
have otherwise desired,) be buried in the
churchyard, or other consecrated burisl-ground,
in or belonging to the parish, division of pavish,
chapelry, or place in whieh the death may have
occurred.” ‘The Commissioners understand the
effect of the provision to be, that, assuming that
the guardians would, where such a desirve has
been so expressed, be restrained from interving
the body in the churchyard, or consecrated
burial-ground, in or belonging to the parish
referred to, i.e., the parish of the death, (2 pro-
position which may not be admitted to be

clearly established,} it is apparently still a

matter in the discretion of the guardians, as to
where else the body shall be buried, that is,
they ave not compelled to inter in any particular
burial-ground in the parish which the deceased
or his relatives may have selected. The Com-
missioners, however, have no hesitation in

stating their opinion, that the guardians would -

act most advisedly in causing the interment to
take place in that burial-ground in the parish
which shall be conformnalle with the feelings of
the relatives of the deceased, according as they
or such deceased person shall have expressed

their wishes, unless indeed in any case it~

can be shown that such interment would be

improper, on grounds wholly irrespeetive of the
particular religious belief or persuasion of the
deceased or his relatives.

9, EXPENSES OF BURIAL OF NON-SETTLED POOR,
HOW TO BE CHARGED.
: July 18th, 1810,

Clerk of Kingsclere Union—A mun residing
in parish A. obtained relief from the guard-
ians for the purpose of burying one of his
children who had died in that pavish. The
man was not settled in A., and was not ae-
tually chargenble to any parish at the time
of his child’s death; but during the preceding

¢ six months, and whilst residing in A., he was

soveral times relieved by the. guardinns, at the
cost of parish B. The man afterwards died in
the former parish, not being at the time in
the receipt of relief from any parish. Inquired
to-which parish, in each case, the burial ex-
penses should be charged.

Ang—"The 81st scetion of the 7 & 8 Vie. c.
101, enables the guardians to bury the hody of
any person “which may be within their parish
or union respeetively, and to charge the ex-
pense thereoi to any parish under their control
to which such person may have been chargeable,
or in which he may have died, or otherwise in
whieh such body may be.” By the words “ may
have been chargeable,” and by the words * has
been chargeable,” subsequently used in the
same section, the Commissionérs think is meant
“was chargeable at the time of the poor per-
son’s decease.” This appears to the Commis-
sioners the only reasonable construction ; for if
a chargeability occurring some time antecedent
to the period of the death of the person would
suffice at all, as the foundation for charging the
‘costs of Dburial to the parish, there is, appa-
rexitly, no limit to the period. If the guardians
could go back & month, then they might go
back a year, or any namber of years. This
could not have been intended, and the Com-
missioners therefore consider, that the clause
does not authovise the guardians to charge a
pavish with the costs of the burial merely be-
canse the pauper, at some time prior o Dhis
decease, had been chargeable to such parish,
thongh not so chargenble at the timo of his
decease. In the eases put, therofore, the Com-
missioners think that the guardians have no
altérnative Lt to charge the cost to the parish
in which the deatl: actually took place.

—— e
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CHARGEABILITY.
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3. EXPENSES OF BURIAL OF PAUPERS DYING IN
THE WORKHOUSE, HOW TO BE CHARGED,
November 2%5th, 1845,

- Clerk of Lymington Union—Inquired whether
the cost of the coffin and the burial fees for a
pauper dying in the union workhouse should
be debited to the establishment account, or be
paid by the relieving officer, and debited by him,
in the out-relief list, to the parish to which
the pauper was chargeable in his lifetime.

Ans.—If the cost of the coffin and burial fees
is pnid by the relieving officer, it should go
into the relief list, and be charged as relief to

the head of the fawmily, if the deceased was a
child or wife dependent on such head. If a
single person, the name of the deceased must
be entered as & pauper. If the pauper resided
in the union, the relief should- be charged to
the parish to which he was chargeable, but in
no case should it be charged to the establish-
ment account, '

V. — CHARGEABILITY — OF RELIET ToO
CASUAL PAUPER,

: April 15th, 1846.
Clerk: of Truro Union—E. T, a widow, with
two children, came from the parish of Cam-
borne, in the Redruth Union, on Tuesday, the
th of Junuary last, and applied at the house of
the relieving officer of the I'ruro Union, which is
situate in the parish of Saint Clement, for velief.
The relieving officer offered her an order for
the workhouse for the night, telling her, at the
same time, that he could give her no other
relief, but wonld bring her case before the
guardians on the following day. The woman
declined to enter the workhouse, and slept at
a house in the paerish of Kenwyn ; which is also
in the Truro Union. On the following day she
appeared before the board of guardians, in the
parish of Saint Mary, when she received an
order for the workhouse, where she went and
still remains. Assuming the widow to be a
casual pauper, inquired to which of the above
parishes her relief should be charged; and,
whether all easual paupers who apply at the
house of the relieving officer, in the parish of
St. Clement,; for relief, should be charged to tha
parish. ‘
Ans.—There appears from the statement to
be no ground for supposing that the paupor is
settled in any pavish in the Truro Union. The
question of chargeability must be determined,
therefore, by considerations wholly irrespeetive
of settlement. The Commissioners conceive, that

what oceurred on Tuesday, 6th January last, i.e.,
the applieation then made by the pauper to the
relieving officer in the St. Clement parish, the
offer of the workhouse and the refusal of that
ofler, must be put out of the question in deter-
mining the chargeability ; and for this veason :
As the pauper did not, in fact, accept the relief,
it.must be considered that she was not in such
a condition, at that time, at least, as to requiré
it; indeed, what subsequently took place shows
that she had another resource. It seems that
she then went to a friend’s house at Kenwyn,
and slept there on Tuesday night, and on the
following day appeared at the meeting of
the board in the parish of St. Mary, Truro.
It appears to the Commissioners that the
liability for the velief given on this second
application rests upon one or other of these
pavishes; and the question is, which parish,
under the circumstances, is liable—Kenwyn,
where the pauper slept the night preceding the
application, or St. Mary, in which the applica-
tion was actually made and the relief granted.
The general rule undoubtedly is, that a pauper
is chargeable to that parish in which, being
destitute, he applies for, and obtains relief.
But the exception to this rule is, where a pauper
being destitute in one parish in a union, is com-
pelled by the nature of the union arrangements
to go into another parish for the purpose of
making the application for the requisite relief,
as where the union workhouse, or the relieving
officer’s residence, is in a diffevent parish. In
this case the application, though made in the
Jatter parish, must be regarded as constructively
made in the former. If (as seems probable) the
pauper were destitute and required relief in
Kenwyn, on the' morning on which she went to
St.-Mary to attend the meeting of the board,
Kenwyn would, in the opinion of the Commis-
sioners, be liable; thouglr the application was
actually made in St. Mary, The Commissioners
would obseive that the mere fact of sleeping in
a parish, the night previous to the application,
is not in-itself a sufficient ground for eharging
that parish with the relief. Tt is the fact of the
pauper being déstitute in any given parish, not
that of his having slept there, which creates the
liability to afford relief. Tt will no doubt sonte-
times occur, that the pauper is destitute in the
parish- in which he last slept; and where that
is so, as already stated, the fact of the applica-
tion for the necessary relief being made in
another parish, under the cireumstances above
referred to, will not (in a union) release the
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| parish in which the sleeping took place, from
the obligation of giving relief.

VI.—CLERIL TO GUARDIANS—REMUXERA-

TION OF, FOR DUTIES CONNECTED WITH NEW
VALUATION OF A PARISH. -

July 31s¢, 1846.

Clerk of Ringicood Union—Stated that he
has been called upon to advise the overseers of
Ringwood, and to atiend their meetings, and
also to attend special and adjourned meetings
of the hoard of guardians, on the subject of a
new valuation of that parish; and that the
correspondence, contracts, and other business
consequent upon the carrying into effect the
resolution of the guardians for a new valuation,
will, for a time, add to his duties. Inquired
whether he can claim some remuneration for
these additional duties.

Ans.—The Commissioners think that you have
& right to make a charge against the individuals
who have engaged you to advise them as to
the legal proceedings necessary for providing a
new valuation of the rateable property in the
parish of Ringwood ; but whether your charges
in this respect can be paid by those individuals
out of the poorrates, is a matter for the
consideration and the decision of the auditor.
So far, however, as vou have assisted the board
of guardiansin the matter, the Commissioners
think no extra charge can be made; aund that
sech assistance must bhe taken to be com-
pensated by your salary as clerk.

VIL.—CONSTABLES—PowER oF JUSTICES TO

' _ORDER PAYMENT OF FEES TO. '
June 27th, 1840.

Mr., ———, District Auditor—Some justices
in his district contend that they are empowered
to dircet fees to be paid out of the poor-rates to
constablcs under the Constabulary Aet, 5 & 6
Vie. e. 109, for all duties for the discharge of
which such constables may fail to obtain pay-
ment from any other source; that they alone
are the judges in such cases as to what should
be paid; and that the distriet auditor is bound
to allow whatever they may order, even when,
as they do in some cases, they make orders on
the parish officers for payment of gross sums,
without any explanation of the business done.
Inquired whether such orders of justices for
the payment of gross sums -are legal orders;
and, it not, what course he should adopt in
such cases in future; snd whether he or the

justices are to decide on the legality of the fees
claimed by constables.

Ans.—The Commissioners think that the
order of the justices in petty scssions is not
conclusive upon the auditor, i.e., does not re-
strain him from entering upon the inquiry,
whether the sums directed by the order to be
paid to the consteble by the overseer, are in
accordance with the prescribed Table of Fees
and Allowanees, and the provisions of O & 6
Vie. ¢, 109. The 17th section of that Act, it
will boe seen, does not give an widimited power
to the justices to order payment to the constable
out of the poor-rates. The power given by the
section is, in its exercise, subject to the ve-
strictions, first, that the payment must be in
respect of some duty required of the constable;
next, that the duty should be one, for the por-
formance of which some fee or allowance shall
have been previously settled by the quarter
sessions, for which the payment is not by law
charged upon the county rates. If, thercfore,
the justice should include in an order of this
kind any payment to the constable not relating
to a duty performed by him; or, if in respect of
such a duty, if the payment is net in accordance
with the preseribed table, they would clearly
exeeed their jurisdietion, and the ordor (as the
Commissioners are advised) cannot be binding
upon the overscers. * Whero, however, a feo or
allowance included in any order of justices,
purporting to have been made nnder the statute,
agrees with the table settled by the justices at
quarter sessions, and confirmed by the Secretary
of State, the Commissioners are of opinion that
the auditor cannot properly disallow any such
fee or allowance, oven though lLe may doult
whether the ease for which the table makes
provision be one contemplated by the 17th sce.
Generally, therefore, all that it will be needful
for the auditor to do when any payment to
parish constables is included in the accounts of
the overseers, will be to refer to the established
table of {ces and allowances, to see whether it
provides for the cases in which fees or allow-
ances have been ordered by the justices in petty
sessions; and, if so, whether the amount ac-
cords with the table: where it does so accord,
the anditor's duty will be clear, i.e. to allow the
payment; where it does not, to rejectit, or rather
s0 much of it as is nat borne out by the table.
T'here will no doubt be eases in which a sumn is
ordered to be paid to the constable for-the per-
formanee of somo duty or service, which duty
is not specifically mentioned in the table, and

no fee or allowance fixed in reference to it, but
the amount is claimed under some general
words in the table, as  for any other oceastonal
duty performed by order, or with the sanetion
of the justices.” In such a case as this, the
auditor's course will Le attended with some
difliculty, as ho may, perhaps, entertain a donbt
whether it was, in strictness, o part of the duty
of the constable to render the service to which
the payment relates. Unless, however, the case
is most manifestly one not contemplated by the
statute, the Commissioners think the safer
course for the auditor to pursue will be to
acquiesce in the decision of the justices; as 1t
cannot be doubted that it is properly within
the juvisdiction of the justioes to inquire and
determine whether a duty has been performed
by the constable in any case for which he is
entitled to payment from the poor rates;
though their finding or conclusion, on this
point, may possibly he crroncous.  With refer-
ence to the other questions suggested by your
letter, the Commissioners are of opinion that
the justices eannot properly make an order
under the 17th ece., for the payment of an
agaregate amount of tees and allowances with-
out any speeifieation of the separate particulars,
and that the auditor would be justified in dis-
allowing a payment made by the overscers
under such an order. 'The statute, indeed,
appenars to contemplato a separate order for
cach foe; hut if several fees ave included in one
order, for the sake of convenience, they might
certainly he distinetly particulurised.  So also,
thero ought to be a separate order in respeet of
each separate constablo. With rospect to tho
kind of fees and allowances which may be paid
to parish constables out of’ the poor rate, wnder
the 5 & G Vie. ¢. 109, s, 17, tire Counrmissioners

divect your attention to an opinion on that

subjeet, given by the late Sir William Follett
and My, Tomlinson, and contained in the ac-
companying copy of the Official Cireular, No.
30. ‘Fhey also inelose o copy of their Official
Civenlar, No. 51, which contains n communi-
cation respecting the payment of the expenses
of serving the summonses on the putative
father in cases of bastardy. (See page 136.)

VIiII.—ELECTION OI' GUARDIANS—
DELIVERY OF VOTING PAPERS.
Merele 18th, 18406,
Clerle of Leeds Township—The General
Tlection Order, dated the 16th January, 1815,
Article 18, requires the voting papaers to be

delivered “at the address in each parish of the
voter;"” but the article bearing the same num-
ber in the Election Order of the 22nd February,
1845, addressed to the townsbhip of Leeds, re-
quires the voting papers to be left * at the resi-
dence in the ward of the voter.” In the Official
Circular, vol. 4, p. 54, it scems that the Com-
missioners hold that it is sufficient, if the place
of business of a person nominated as guardian
is inserted in the colwnn headed “residence of
the person nominated.” Inquired whether he
wonld be warranted in delivering a voting-
paper at the place of business of a rate-payer,
in any ward for which an election might e
going on, if such rate-payer do not reside
thereat.

Ans—There is some distinction between the
1 & 5 Wm. 4, e 76,s. 40, and the 7 & 8 Vie.
¢. 101, s. 21.  The former speaks of the address
of parties claiming to vote; the latter requires
the voter to vote in the ward in which he 7e-
sides. The language therefore of the two Orders
of the Commissioners relating to the election of
guardians differs, and the Commissioners are
not prepaved to admit that the place of business
will satisfy their direction for the delivery of
the voting paper at the residence, if in fact the
party does not reside at his place of business.
In the late case of Q. v. Deighton, 5 Ad. & EL
Rep. n. s. 896, the Court of Queen’s Bench
held that the statement of the place of business
of a party nominated as an alderman of a
borough, did not satisfy the statute which
required his place of abode to be set out.

IX.—GUARDIAN.
1. WITHDRAWAL OF REFUSAL TO SERVE AS
GUARDIANS.
April 1st, 1846,

Clerk of Wortley Union—Mr. J., one of the
guardians for the pavish of E. for the past year,
Naving Leen nominated for the same office for
the present year, sent a letter, (not being aware
at the time {hat he had been nominated,) stating
that it was his intention to decline standing
again should he be put in nomination ; but,
being subsequently induced to alter his inten-
tion, he wrote another letter, conscuting to
stand for the office. Inquired whether, under
the above circumstances, the fivst letter is such
a refusal to serve the office of guardian as can-
not be reealled or withdrawn by the person
nominated. o

Ans—TIn the opinion of the Commissioners
AMr. s letter, containing his provisional refusal
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to act, was a refusal within the meaning of
the 9th section of the 5 & 6 Vie. e. 57; and,
consequently, cannot be withdrawn. I'hat
section speaks of the refusal of “any person
put in nomination for the office of guardian;”
and it appears, from your statement, that at the
time when Mr. J. wrote the letter in question,
he was, in fact, a person put in nomination,
although he was not aware of it. The Com-
missioners therefore think, so far as regards
Mr. J., theelection ought not to be further pro-
ceeded with.

- 2, QuALIFICATION ¥OR THE OFFICE OF
GUARDIAN.
April 2nd, 1846.

Clerk of Lianclly Union—H. W. has been
nominated: for the office of guardian for one of
the parishes of the union.
of the property for which he is rated is £15; but
his wife, who lives apart from him, is assessed
to the poor-rate, in her own name, for the house
in which she resides, and the annual valne of
the two houses would give him a qualification.
Inquired whether H.W. has a sufficient quali-
fication for the office of guardian under the
circumstances above stated.

Ans—The point appears to the Commis-
sioners to admit of considerable doubt; but
they are, on the whole, disposed to consider
that, as H. W. is not, in point of fact, assessed
to the poor-rate in respect of the house occupied
by his wife, the value of that house cannot be
included in the calculation of his qualification.
If you consider that H. W. is not duly qualified,
you should pursue the course pointed out in
the 12th Article of the Election Order.

X.—LUXNATIC PAUPERS—Durtv or MEebI-
cAL OFFICER AS TO VISITING AND MAKING
RETURNS OF, '

June 22nd, 1816.
Mr. ——, Bury Union—Inquired, with refer-
cnce to the recent statutes relating to pauper
lunaties,—1st, Whether idiots are to he included
in the quarterly returns of the medical officers
of Unions. 2ndly, Whether such medical
ofiicers are hound to visit, once a quarter, the
pauper lunaties belonging to parvishes in their re-

spective districts, but resident out of the Union.
Ans—The Commissioners have had occasion
to communicate with the Commissioners in

Lunacy on the second point raised in your

letter, and the Commissioners in Tanrcy scem

The annual value !

to be of opinion that the requisitions of the
statute will be satisfied if non-resident paupers,
receiving relief through the agency of the
officers of the Union in which they live, are
visited by the medical officer of such Union:
consequently, you will not he required to go
out of your district to visit non-resident panper
lunaties in such cases. The Poor Law Com-
missioners apprehend, with reference to your
first question, that, according to the meaning
given to the word *lunatic,” by the interpreta-
tion clause, 8 & 9 Vie. ¢. 126, s. 84, it is the
duty of the medical oflicer to visit, under section
59, every pauper who may come within the de-
seription in that section, and who is cither an
“insane person,” or an “idiot,” or a “lunatic,”
or a person of “ unsound mind.”

XL—MEDICAL RELIELT.
To ABLE-BODIED MEN'S WIVES 1N CONFINEMENT.
Dee. 21st, 1811

Clerk of Ringwood Union—The guardians
experience great dificulty in deciding upon
the applieations of able-bodied men for medical
relief durving their wives' confinement. The
guardians ave aware that the decision in each
case ought, and in fact must, depend upon the
particular circumstances of such case, aud it is
their practice to refuse the relief applied for
where the husbands are in regular employment,
and have less than four children; but, at the
same time, they think that some general rule
should be adopted for the guidance of the
relieving officers when applied to for medieal
relief in such cases. Requested the Commis-
sioners’ opinion upon the subject.

Ans.—The Commissioners ave of opinion
that it is impossible to regulate this matter by
general rule. The discretion as to whether
or not an order shall be given, as the guard-
ians very traly state, must be exercised in the
individual cases by the guardinus themselves
and their relieving officers. It is conceivable
that the wrgency of a ease may outweigh all
considerations of how many children the man
has, and what ho onght to have saved out of
his- earnings for this purpose. The difficulty
of such cases is a difficulty inherent in all de-
tailed adinistration of a poor law, whatever
may be the system pursued, or the constitution
of the authorities to whom the discretion to give
the order is entrusted.

: Mareh 28th, 18446,

Clerk of HRingwood Union—I. Applicition
has been made to the guardians for an order
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on the medical oflicer to attend the wife of an
able-bodied bricklayer, who generally carns 18s.
per week, but is now ont of work, and has a
wifo and four children dependent upon him for
support. 2. A single woman, aged 19, has
applied for an order for the medical officer to
attend her, and has been oftered admission
into the workhouse, where she will receive
mediecal attendance, but she refuses to accept
the offer mado to her. .Requested some explieit
instruetions for the guidance of the guardiavs
in the first ease; and, as regards the second, to
be inforined whether the guardians would be
Justified in refusing the order for the medical
oflicer to attend at the applicant’s lodgings, she
being in a condition to go, or be removed, to
the workhouse.

Ans—With respect to the first case, the
Commissioners refer the guadians to the above
letter of Dee. 21st, 1814, The Commissioners
aro unable to add anything to the opinion
(which they still hold)) expressed in that letter,
except to vemark that in any such ease in
which thiere may be a doubt as to the destitu-
tion of the applicant, the Commissioners think
that the guardians might direct that the medi-
cal relief Le given by way of loau; in which
case, it is necessary that the relief be declaved
to be a loan, at the time it is given, and that the
peuper be at the same time so informed. With
respeet to the second case above-mentioned, (in
which the inability of the applicant to procure
the necessary medienl attendance for herself
appears to be admitted,) the Commissioners
are of opinion that an offer of an order of ad-
mission into the workhouse, where the pauper
would receive the attendance of the medieal
officer in her confinement, is a sufficient ofter
of relief, so long as the panper is in & fit state
to go, or be removed, to the workhonse. If]
lowever, in sueh a ease, the pauper persist in
refusing to avail hevself’ of the offer of admis-
sion to the workhouse, and an order for the
attendance of the medical officer on the pauper
at her lodgings be withheld, the guardians
should direct the relieving officer cavefully to
watch the case; as, it the application for medi-
cal relief be renewed, or the guardians or
relieving officer are otherwise aware of the
destitntion of the applicant, at a later period,
when she might be in an unfit state to he
removed to the workhouse, it would then be-
come the duty of the relieving officer to give an
order for the attendance of the medieal oflicer
at the pauper’s lodgings, and this notwithstand-

ing her previousrefusal of an order of admission
to the workhouse. The Commissioners desire
to add that the gunardians will observe that
the second exception to art. 1 of the general pro-
hibitory order leaves it to the discretion of the
guardians to grant relief out of the workhouse,
where a person shall require relief on account
of any sickuess, &e., affecting such person or any
of his family.

XIL—MIDWIVES—EMrLoYMENT oF To
ATTEND PAUPERS. |
May 8th, 1846.
Clerk of Isle of Wight Incorporation—In-
quived if the guardians are acting illegally in
giving out relietf to paupers for the payment of
midwives; and in paying fees to their medical
officers to instruet such midwives in their
duties, so as to enable them to attend the wives
of paupers during their confinement.
Ans.—The Commissioners are of opinion
that there is nothing in the provisions of the
general law, or of the local aet, velating to the
administration of relief to the poor within the
Isle of Wight, which makes it imperative on
the guardians to employ their medical officers
in cases of women in labour, or which prevents
the guardians from employing midwives to
atlend in such ecases. The Commissioners,
moreover, see no objection fo the employment
of midwives in cases of ordinary labours, pro-
vided that the persons employed in that capa-
city be competent to discharge properly the
duty which they undertake. o ensure this, as
far as practicable, they should be selected with
care; and the guardians would do well to as-
certain from the medical officers of the respect-
ive districts, whether they are aware of any
ohjection to the particular persons proposed
to be emploved. The guardians should impress
npon the midwives who may be employed by
them that the medical officer is to he called in
in all ecases of emergeney. With respect to
the guardians paying fees to their surgeons for
instructing and qualifving midwives to attend
the wives of paupers, the Commissioners ave
not awave of any provision of the law which
will anthorise them in saving that such fees
can be legally paid out of the poor-rates.

NIIT.—OVIERSEERS.
1. EXCESSIVE RATE MADE BY OVERSEER, REMEDY
OF RATE-PAYERS.
June 16, 1846,

Clerk of Union—The guardians of
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the puvish of have complained to the
board of guardians that the averseers of that
parish have made a rate which will leave in their
hands a balance of £50, after paying ali demands
upon the parish for the present quarter. He
has advised the board of guardians that they
have nothing to do with the matter, and that
the only remedy for the rate-payers is by appeal
to the justices. IRequested the Commissioners’
opinion on the subject.

Ans—The matter is not one within the con-
trol of the board of guardians. The law requires
the overseers to raise by rate suflicient funds
for the relief of the poor, but they are not, there-
fore, justified in making an excessive rate. Tho
rule is thus stated by Lord Kenyon in the case
of Durant v. Boys, 6 Term. Rep. 580. A rate
may be made prospectively, not indeed wan-
tonly, but such as is adapted for the probable
esigencies of the parish.” The Commissioners
apprehend that the remedy for an excessive rate
is by appesl against it. Dut the overseers are
also punishable by indictment for any abunse of
their office: for instance, if the overseer do not
provide for the poor he is indictable, (Tawney's
ease Viner's ab. title Poor, p. 413,) and it would
seem equally an offence to tax the ratepaycrs
improperly and without a_suflicient reason for
so doing. It must, of course, be shown, in acase
of this kind, that the overscer acted willully: an
error in judgment, or mere inadvertence, would
not expose him to an indictment.

9. ERECTION OF PARISIi STOCKS.

. Aug. 25th, 1846.

Mr. , Pontypool Union—Inquired whe-
ther the overseers of — can provide mew
stocks for that parish, in the place of the old
stocks which have been removed for the purpose
of erecting buildings on the ground on which they
stood.

Ans.—It is not the duty of the overscers of the
poor to provide and maintain the stocks, as they
are not liable for payments chargeable at common
law on parishes. The liability for the provision
and maintenance of the stocks appears to the
Commissioners to be a matter of some obscurity ;
but probably it may be considered as an obliga-
tion resting on the constable. If he incur any
expense in distharging this obligation, he may
introduce that expense into his accounts, and
submit it to the vestry in accordance with the
provisions of the 18 Geo. 3, c. 1%, sec. 4; and
if passed by them, it will be payable bv the over-
secrs, but not otherwise.

!

NXIV.—~PARISH—PrnramsurATION OF
DBOUNDARY OF.
August 1st, 1810,

Mr. —, Ringiwood Union — Inquired
whose duty it is to perambulato the boundary
of a parish; how olten it should be doneo;
and from what fund tho expenses aro to beo
paid.

Ans—The Commissioners are not aware of
any provision of law which requires any par-
ticular parish officer to perambulato the parish
at any time—still less at any partienlar time.
But the 7 & 8 Viet. ¢. 101, s. 60, provides that
“all expenses properly incurred by the same
officers (i.e. the parish officers) on tho perambu-
lntion of tho parish, and in setting up and
keeping in proper repair the boundary stones
of the purish, provided that such perambulations
do not arisc more than onco in every threo
years,” shall be paid and allowed to the parish
oflicers out of the poor-rates of the parish.

NXV.—PAUPERS,
1. CUTTING THE HAIR OF, ON ADMISSIUN INTO
THE WORKHOUSE.
July oth, 18406.

Master of Workhouse, Aylesbury  Union —
Inquired, whether the Commissioners have issued
any order with respect to the cutting of the hair
of paupers (adults and children) who come into
the workhouse with their heads in a dirty state,
and infested with vermin ; and requested the Com-
missioners’ advice and instructions for hisguidance,

Ans.—The master of a workhouse is not jus-
tified in law in forcibly cutting the hair of any
adult pauper against his or her expressed wish.
It was held in the case of Ford against Skinner,
(4 Carr and Payne’s Reports, p. 239,) that an
overscer could not justify the cutting of a pauper’s
hair in the workhouse by force. On the ground
of this decision the Commissioners, some years
back, directed proceedings to be taken against the
master of the Croydon Union workhouse for
having used undue violence in cutting a pauper’s
hair immediately before he left the workhouse.
On the other hand, the Regulations of the Com-
missioners prescribe that a pauper should be
thoroughly cleansed on admission into the work-
house ; and, if a pauper refuse to submit to any-
thing absolutely necessary to cleanse his person,
he is guilty of a breach of the rules; and would
be punishable as disorderly, he being thercby
guilty of misbehaviour within the meaning of the
Act of 55 Geo. 3, c. 137. Cutting the hair is
not, however, the only mode of cleansing the
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head, nor is it (except in very rare cases) abso-
lutely cssential to that operation. With regard
to children, the Commissioners think that the
guardians may cause their hair to be cut when-
ever it may be necessary or proper.

2, CLAIM TO PROPERTY OF DECEASED PAUTERS.
AMarch Hth, 1846.
My, St. Leonard's, IHythe—A widow,
nanied R., having died in 1832, and appavently
without any kin, the overscers of St. Leonard's
Hythe buried her and took possession of her
eifects, which they sold, and, having paid the
expenses of her funeral out of the proceeds, there
remained a balance of £3. 2s. 14d. This balance
was placed to the general account of the parish,
in order that it might be paid to any lawful
claimant who should snbsequently come for-
ward to demand it. The widow’s son, who
was absent from Lngland at the time of her
death, has now made application to be paid
the amount of the balance, and the Commis-
sioners’ advice is-requested upon the subject.
Auns—1The Commissioners collect from your
statcment that the overseers of 1832 brought
the money which is now claimed by the son of
the widow R., into the general account of the
parish, pursnant to the resolution of the vestry;
that is, they used it for the purposes of that
year. Now the parish had no claim whatever
to this balance, and the overseers of the period,
thorefore, certainly acted without legal authority
in so applying the money. It seems to the
Commissioners that the present overseers have
no concern with the claim now made; neither
can the present rate-payers (who had no benefit
from the application of the money) be called
upon to pay the amount claimed in this case.

3. PUNISHMENT OF PAUPERS.
Dee. 15th, 1845,

Clerk of Rochford Union—1. A female pan-
per, who has an illegitimate child, having been
guilty of great indecency in the workhouse, was
put on an allowance of bread and water for
twenty-four hours by the master, and desired to
pick asmall quanty of oakum. When the time
of punishment expired, the pauper refused to do
the work assigned to her, and she was in conse-
quence taken before a justico of the peace as a
refractory pauper and eommitted to the house
of correction for seven days. She was sent to
prison in the union clothes; and the master
having learned that she committed the oftence
for the purpose of being sent to gaol, in ovder

* that when the term of her imprisonment 6%

pired, she might quit the place and leave her
child in the workhouse, applied for instruetions
to the guardians, who divected him to attend at
the gaol at the expiration of the .pauper’s im-
prisonment for the purpose of receiving- her
from the gaoler and restoring her to her duties
in the workhouse. Requested the Commis-
sioners’ opinion as to the legality of the.course
pursued by the master in compliance with the
guardians’ directions, 2. The justices. for the
petty sessional division in which the Roebford
Union is situate, object to hear any complaint
against a pauper brought from the workhouse
unless such complaint be made in writing, by
the master or matron, and a summons served
upon the pauper in the usnal manner. In-
quired whether a summons is necessary in such
cases.

Ans.—1. The Commissioners think that
neither the guardians nor the master of the
workhouse, acting under their directions, had
any authority to hold the pauper in custody,
and to require .her retwn to the workhouse
upon her discharge from gaol at the expiration
of the term for which she was imprisoned. It
is entirely in the discretion of the pauper, in
such ease, whether she will return or not. It
is altogether a different question, whether if,
after her discharge she allowed her child (for
whose support she was legally liable) to con-
tinue chargeable in the workhouse, she having
the ability in whole or in part to maintain sueh
child, she could be punished under 5th Geo. 4,
¢. 83, for the neglect to maintain it. The Com-
missioncrs think she could be so punished.
2. If the pauper is guilty of the refusal to work,
or any other of the offences to which section 3

. of dth and 6th Vie. c. 57 applies, then it is not

necessary, either that there should be & written
complaint, or that a swmmons should precedo
the hearing of the ease. Any person oflending
under the section cited, is to be deemed to be
an idle and disorderly person within the mean-
ing of the Act dth Geo. 4, ¢. $3—An Act for
the punishment of idle and disorderly persons,
and rogues and vagabonds, i.e., that the offender
is punishable in tho sanme manner as offenders
under 5th Geo. 4, ¢. 83, are punishable. Now as
regards such persons, the Gth section of that
Act provides “that it shall be lawful for any
person whatsoever to appreliend any person
who shall be found offending against this Act,
and forthwith to take and convey him or her
before some justice of the peace, to be dealt with
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|in' suech & manner as hereinbefore directed.”
The master might, therefore, as the Commis-
sioners consider, take any inmate persisting in
| his refusal to perform his appointed task of
| work, at, once before the justices, without the
intervention of & summons or a warrant. The
case may be, and the Commissioners are in-
clined to think is, different where it is sought
to punish a pauper for misbehaviour in the
workhouse under the 53th Geo. 3, e. 137, sec. 5.
There is no power given by that Act to the
master to apprehend the pauper, and ho can-
not, therefore, compel his attendance before the
justices until furnished with a summons or
warrant, But the Commissioners are not
satisfied that in such a case the complaint upon
whiclh the summons or warrant might be founded
need be in writing.

XVI.—POOR-RATES.
1. AUDITOR'S DUTY WITH REGARD TO.
June 13th, 1846.

M. District Auditor—Inquired what
is his duty with respect to passing poorrates
which bave mnot been signed by the church-
wardens or overseers, or allowed by the justices;
and to the correction of errors contained in
such rates.

Ans—Where a rate or sssessment has not
been allowed by justices, and is not capable,
therefore, of being enforced, all that will be ne-
cessary on your part as auditor will be to debit
the overseers in their accounts with the sums
which they collect on such rate or assessment,
the overscer being accountable for all moneys
professedly raised -as poorrate, and applicable
to the relief of the poor. You eannot, however,
hold the overseer responsible for what they do
not collect under such an informal rate, ag not
being binding upon the persons included in it,
there is no power of recovery. Where a rate is
duly signed by the overseers, allowed by the
justices, and published, though defective in
some particulars, you have no power, as the
Commissioners consider, to coireet errors in the
amounts entered in the column * Rate at——in
the £ —,” or where there may be an omission to

any property, to supply such omission. 1If,
however, the totals of that or any other eolumn
be incorreetly cast up or caleulated, you can,
and, indeed, should, correct the crror, as such a
correction is obviously not an alteration of the
rate, i.c., of the smn or proportion assessed on
any occupier. :

insert in that column the amount assessed on .

2, WHETHER THE COST OF ERECTING A * DEAD-
HOUSE" MAY BE CHARGED OX POOR-RATES.
May Gth, 1846.

Mr. ——————The rector of W. has given
notice of his intention to prevent dead bodies,
cast ashore in that parish, being removed to a
pPlace called the * bone-house,” situate in the
churchyard, and has called upon the church-
wardens and overseers to erect a suitable place
for the reception of such bodies. Inquired
whether the expenses of erecting such a build-
ing can be paid out of the poor-rates.

Ans.—The Commissioners are not aware of
any authority under which the overseers of W,
could lawfully apply the poor-rates of the parish
to the erection of such a building as you ndvert
to, however desirable it may be that such a
building should be available for the use of the
parish.

XVII.—RATING.

1. TiTHE REXT-CHARGE—DEMICTIONS TOR PAY-
MENTS TO PERPETUAL CURATES,

July 10th, 1846,

Clerk of Wells Union—Inquired whether, in
assessing the tithe rent-charge of a parish to
the poor-rate, deductions should be made there-
from on account of payments which the viear
is bound to:make to the perpetual curates of
three chapels of ease in the parish. .

Ans.—The Commissioners- think thess pay-
ments do not form part of the deductions which
can be lawfully mnade or allowed for in such case.
These payments are nothing more, apparently,
than a division of the net value of the tithe or
vent-charge, between the tithe-owner, (the viecar)
and other persons to whom he thinks proper, or
may have been, in some peculiar inanner, liable
to pay them. YThe cases establish the principle
that the overseers, in assessing the poor-rate
upon any property, mve to look to those vho
immediately receive the whole profit or value,
without reference to. the subsequent distribu-
tion of that profit, or value, amongst different
persons.”  In the case of Rex ». Woking, 4
Adol. and Ellis 40,) it was held that, in esti-
mating the profits of a canal for the purposes
of the poorrate, the compensation made
to certain persons out of the profits derived
by the company were not deductable before
the rate was assessed, as such compensations
were ‘“in the nature of a rent charge.” The
principle of that decision seems applicable
to the present case, and the Conunissioners
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desire to refor you to it accordingly, and to the
judgment of Lord Denman.
2, RATING TOLL HOUSES,
August 26th, 1846.

Mr.
keepers, who are generally paid a small sum for
their services, (often not more than five shil-
lings per week,) live in the toll-houses rent-free,
and arc permitted to carry on any trade, avoca-

1 tion, or employment, for their own profit, pro- |

vided it does not take them away from their
attendance on the gate. Inquired whether this
employment curried on by the toll-bar keepers
for their own profit, creates & beneficial occu-
pancy distinet from the exemption given in the
4 Geo. 4, ¢. 95, s, 31; and whether it renders
these houses liable to be rated, if not to their
full value, at least to a reduced amount, accord-
ing to circumstances; and further, whether the
exemption in the above-eited Act extends to
any garden or land attached to such toll-houses.

“dns—Your inquiries scem to relate generally
io toll-housus of every description on furn-
pike roads; but the 4 Geo. 4, ¢. 93, 5. 31, to
which you allude, has reference exclusively to
“ any house or building erected or used by the
trustees of any turnpike-road for the residence
or accommodation of persons appointed for
weighing any waggons or other carringes.” Un-
der this enactment, the Commissioners are dis-

posed to think that the houses and buildings-

thus described, are exempted absolutely from
the rate; and that, while they are used for the
residence or accommodation of the persons ap-
pointed for weighing waggons, the fact of their
Deing also applied to some other use would not
render them rateable.  But the Commissioners
think it possible to eonstrue the H1st section of
the 3 Geo. 4, ¢. 126, somewhat difterently. That
enactment provides, that no toll-house erected, or
to be erccted, for the purpose of collecting the
tolls on any turnpike-road, shall be assessed.  So
far, therefore, as such toll-houses are erected for
the sole purpose of collecting the tolls, they are
exempt; but. it seems to the Commissioners that,
if such houses nfford any accommodation beyond
what is fairly required for the collection, the oc-
cupiers might be rateable forsuch excess of accom-
modation, on the principle of the decision in R. v.
Terrott, (1 Bott. 213; 3 Kast. 506.) The Com-
missioners are of opinion that neither the
3 Geo. -4, ¢. 126, see. A1, nor the 1 Geo. 4, ¢. 95,
s. 81, has the effect of releasing any garden

or other land (not used for the purpose of

District Auditor — Toll-bar

’l

weighing, or the collection of tolls) attached
to the toll-houses, from the rate. -

XVIIL.—RELIEF.
1. PowER OF RELIEVING OFFICER AXD OF
GUARDIANS IN THE CHARGING OF.
' : August 11¢h, 1846,
Clerk of Colchester Union—If & pauper, re-
siding in parish A., applies to the relieving
officer for relief; stating that he Dbelongs to B,
can that officer debit the latter parish with the
relief given in the case? ~Can the guardians
transfer the cost of the relief of a pauper from
parish A. to parish B., with the consent of the
officers of the latter parish, who, at the time
they give such consent, believe the pauper to
belong to their parish? o
Ans—The relieving officer has no authority

finally to determine the relative liabilities of |
parishes in & union in respect of relief given to |

paupers who become destitute in such union.
Where personsarerelieved by the relieving officer
in the intervals of the weekly meetings of the
board of guardians, it is the duty of the reliev-

ing officer, when he reports to the gunardians|

the fact of the relief, and seeks their confirma-
tion of his act, also to take their instructions as
to the charging of the relief; the relieving
officer may indeed make a provisional entry of

the relief as against some parish, but it must |.

await the confirmation of the guardians, whose
provinge it is to determine the parish liable for
the relief—having regard to the facts and the
law of the case. The law does not, howerver,
invest the guardians with any power to deter-
mine or adjudicate questions of settlement; and
if in any case, therefore, it be proposed to
charge the relief of a pauper to a parish on the
ground of a presumed settlement in such parish,
an admission of the settlement in such parish,
and the concwrrence of such overseers in the
proposed charge must be first obtained.

2. POWER OF JUSTICE TO ORDER RELIEF T0 SICK
PERSOXNS. '
July 30th, 1846.

Clerk of St. Thomas Union.—A. H., a person
in service at Littleham, having become ill,
obtained an order upon the Devon aud Lixeter
Hospital for medical assistance, and has been
made an out-patient of that hospital, and directed
to reside in KExeter, in order that she may have
the benefit of frequent attendance on the medical
officers. She requires relief, but as it is asserted
that she weither belongs to Littleham nor to
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Exeter, the former place objects to relievo her,
and the latter, it she lLecomes chargeable, will
take steps to remove her to the place in which
she is legally settled. A justicos’ order, made
under the Exeter loeal Act, has been served
upon the overseers of Littleham, directing thent
to pay her 3s. 6d. & week, which order.the
overseers refuse to obey, on the ground that she
is not settled in that parish. Inquired what
steps the guardinus should take in this and
similar cases. .

Ans—7The Commissioners are not.prepared
to say how far the overseers are justified in
resisting the order made on them by the justice
in the case of A. H., merely on the ground that
they dispute the fact adjudged in the order, that
A. H. is legally settled in the parish of Little-
ham. But the Commissioners are disposed to
consider, that the order is not binding upon the
overseers upon another ground, and which pro-
bably may not have oceurred to the justice who
made {he order. The 5ith sec. 4 & 5 Win. 4, c.
76, it will be scen, gives to the guardians, where
they exist, the exclusive ordering, giving, and
dircetling of all relief to the poor of any parish
for which such guardians act, (except in the
particular instances defined by the seetion, in
which overseers and justices may do so,) and
concludes with this proviso, *but it shall not
be lawful for any justice, or justices, to order
relief to any person or persons from the poor-
rates of any such parish, except as hercinbefore
provided.” Now the cases so provided for ave—
1. Where the overseer, ina case of sudden and
urgent necessity, may have neglected to give
relief, then the justice, by writing under his
hand and seal, may order the overseer to give
such temporary 1elief, in articles of absolute
necessity, as the case may require, but not in
money. 2. A justice may give an order for
medical relief {only) {0 any parishioner,as well as
out-parishioner, where any case of sudden and
dangerous illness may require it. It appears to
the Commissioners that in the case of a union, or
a parish, otherwise under the control of gnardians,
the 54th section operates as a repeal of the par-
ticular provision in the Iixeterlocal Act, 25 Geo.
3, ¢. 21, sec. 10 & 11, (under which latter statute
the order in the present instance purports to
have been made,} and that, as regards any poor
person settled in such union or pavish, a justice

is not mow empowered by the local Act, Jast.

mentioned, to order out-relief iu moncy. There
is & manifest repugnancy in the two provisions.
"The power given to the justice by the lucal Act,

29 _Cieu. 3, ¢. 21, sees. 10 & 11, to order an out-
paticnt of the Devon and Ixeter Hospital to be
relieved, in such mamner as the exigencey of his

or her cuse may require, by the overseers of

the parish of the settlement, (though such out-
patient be residing out of such parish,) is clearly
at variance with the latter provision, giving to
or vesting in the guardians of such parish, or
of the union in which such parish is comprised,
the exclusive ovdering of relicf, and expressly
limiting the power of the justices in this respect
to certain specified enses, of which the ordoring
of relief in money to a non-resident pauper
is not one. The two powers eannot, as it
appears to the Commissioners, subsist together,
and they think that the nogative or restraining
words in the proviso of the 5ith sce., already
cited, do, in eflect, repeal the provision in the
local Aet. 'The Commissioners do not see, as
the facts are stated in your letter, that the guard-
ians ‘of the St. Thomas Union are called upon
to interfere in the case. e order of the justice,
supposing it to bie logal, is binding upon the
parties to whom it is addressed, (i.v., the over-
seers of Littlehumn,) and not on the gunardians,
But if the order cannot be sustained, the guard-
ians, certainly, cannot of their own authority

! give relief to A. H. while she continues to veside
~out of the union at the charge of Litticham, as

the alleged settlement of the pauper in that
parish, is a fact not admitted by the overscers
of Littleham.

3. RELIEF ADVANCED BY GUARDIANS OF ONE
UNION TO FAULERS BELONGING TO ANOTHER.
April 2nd, 18106,
Clerk of Boston Union—The guardians of the
Boston Union are frequently requested by the
guardians of other unions to advanee relief to
paupers who are about to remove into” that
union. Inquired whether the Boston guardians
can legally advance tho relief required; and
whether they can recover the amounts so ad-
vanced if the auditor should refuse to allow tho
same in the accounis. - :
Ans.—So far as the Conmnissioners are coun-
cerncd, they are never desirous of raising tho
point of the legality of an allowanco to non-
residont poor in the case of the union where it
is paid, but in that in which the allowance is
ordered. It is for the board of gunrdians,
ordering the allowance, to satisly the beard con-
senting fo act as agents in the matter as to the
legality of the relief to be paid. It this is not
done, the Boston board of guardians may pro-
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perly refuse to uct as the agents of the board
allowing the relief, if they think right to do so.
Whether in the case of an illegal allowance the
board of guardians acting as agents could re-
cover the money, depends upon the nature of
the guarantee under which they act.

NIN.—REMOVALS.
1. MoDE OF CHARGING EXPENSES OF REMOVING
IRISIL POOR.
May 23rd, 1840,

- Clerk of West London Union—Inquirced whe-
ther the expenses incurred in the removal of
poor persons to Ireland, under the 8th and Oth
Vic. ¢. 117, should be charged, under the 2nd
section of that Act, to the establishment ac-
count, or to the account of the particular parish
to which such poor person may have been
chargeable.

Ans—'1'he Commissioners aredisposed to con-
sider that the terins of the 2nd section of the
sth and 9th Vie. ¢. 117, require the expense of
removing & pauper under thut section, to be
borne by the union in the case of a pauper
chargeablo to a parish within a union; and by
the parish in the case of o pauper chargeable
to a parish not in union, ‘The section directs
that the pauper shall bo removed “at the ex-
pense of such union or parish;” and the Com-
missioners think that these words are not to be
read as merely alternative expressions, but that
they are to be referred to their antecedents ac-
cording to the rule “reddendo singula singulis,”
so that the union (i.e. the common fund) shall
be charged where there is a union, and the
parish where there is no union.

2. REMOVAL OF DESERTED WiFE AND CHILDREXN
TO SCOTLAND.
August 21st, 184G,

Clerk of Louth Union—Inquired whether a
woman, whose husband has deserted hor, ean
be removed, with her children, to the place of
her birth in Scotland, under the provisions of
ihe 8th and 9th Vie. ¢. 117; Loth husband and
wife being natives of Scotland, and not having
gained a settiement in England.
" Ans.—The Commissioners think the question,
which depends upon the proper construction of
the Act referred to, is by no means fiee from
doubt. 'I'he language of the statute does not
clearly warrant the removal of the children of a
man, except in the case where the man is also
removed; and as the removal is an act de-
priving a party of liberty to a certain oxtent,

the courts would not give any extension io the
language of the statute. 'T'he Commissioners
can only state, therefore, that the justices must
satisfy themselves of their authority in the
matter, whicl, to say the least, is open to ques-
tion. : -
XX.—SETTLEMENT—ByY EsTATE.
July 24th, 1846.

Clerk of Festinioy Union—A. D., whose maiden
settlement was in the parish of Beddgelert, re-
sided for several years prior to, and down to the
time of her first marriage, with her mother (a
widow), at a cottage, in the parish. The cottage
was rented in the mother’s name, though A. D,
paid half the rent, owned most of the furniture,
and considered that she had an equal interest in
the cottage with her mother. About sixteen years
ago A. D. married W. R., who thereupon came to
reside with his wife and mother-in-law in the
above-mentioned cottage, where he continued to
live up to the time of his death (three years subse-
quently), and paid one moiety of the rent. Three
years after W. R.’s death -A. D, married J.D,,
who then came to reside in the cottage with his
wife and mother-in-law, the latter dying twelve
months afterwaids. J. D. paid half the rent of
the cottage up to his mother-in-law’s death, and
some arrears of rent due from her at her death,
After this he rented the cottage on his own ac-
count, and continued therein for the following
twelve months, when he removed to the village of
Penmorfa. He stayed there two years, when he
removed to Nantmor, in the parish of Beddgelert,
where he remained for a vear,. and then deserted
his wife, and went to North America. . A.D.
continued in the cottage at Nantmor for twelve
months after her husband had left her, and re-
ceived relief during half that time from the parish
of Beddgelert. She afterwards went into service
in the parish of Llanfrothen, where she continued
for two years, and left in Day, 1845, She was
also in service for several months last year in the
parish of Ynyscynhaiarn; from thence she went
to Liverpool to see her son-in-law, and after re-
maining there a fortnight, visited her aunt at
Pyullan, in the parish of Dolbenmaen, with whom
she continued two or three weeks, and then removed
to Llanfrothen, where she stopped a week. She
afterwards went to Beddgelert for one night, and
then returned to Dolbenmaen, where she resided
for a week, but left, in consequence of the guardian
of that parish objecting to her longer residence
there, and went direct to the workhouse, which is
in the parish of Llanfihangel-y-traethau. She
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obtained an order for admission into the work-
house, but returned to Dolbenmaen, and on the
guardian of that parish again objecting to her
residence there she entered the workhouse,
where she now is. A. D.’s second hushaud, so
long as he continued with her, resided within ten
miles of the parish of Beddgelert, and she has
also resided within that distance, except during
her journey to Liverpool. Inquired to what !
parish the cost of the relief of A.D. should be |
charged. ,
Ans.—If, as the Commissioners suppose, A.D. |
was sole next of kin, and was in possession of the i
cottage in Beddgelert when her mother died, it
would seem, accordiug to the decisions, that on
such death taking.place—though letters of ad-
ministration were not taken out by A.D., she had
such an estate in the property as is recognised by
the law as one which would have conierred a
settlement. This estate being an interest in a
term of vears vested in her husband by operation
of law, and therefore it seems that he gained a
settlement by forty days’ residence upon it. DBut
J.D. certainly lost the settlement so acquired
when he ceased to inhabit within ten miles of the
parish; and the question arises, did A.D. lose her
settlement also? ‘The Commissioners are disposed
to think that she did; not, however, by the opera-
tion of the 68th section, but of the general law.
In Reg. v. Wendon, 2 Gale & Dav. 394, the 65th
section was held only to extend to a settlement
gained by the party’s own possession of the pro-
perty in the parish, and not to a derivative settle-
ment. Now the settlement which A.D. had in
Beddgelert was derived from her husband. The
mere fact of her ceasing to inhabit within ten
miles of Beddgelert did not in itself, according to
the decision referred to, affect or destroy her
settlement. But the rule of law established by a
series of decisions (and to which the Commis-
sioners are aware of no exception) is, that where
a man has a known settlement, that is, the settle-
ment of his wife, a wife cannot gain a settlement
separate and distinct from her hushand during the
coverture. J. D. having lost his settlement in
Beddgelert. by non-residence, is referred by the
G8th section to the settlement which he acquired
by his inhabitancy in Beddgelert. The case, as
regards him, is as though he never gained a settle-
ment in that parish. The same, in the opinion of
the Commissioners, holds as to the wife, who
cannot retain what her hushand has lost, other-
wise she would have a settlement distinct from

her hushand ; a position for which the Commis-
sioners know of no authority, and which is at

variance with the tenor of the decisions and op-
posed to the policy of the law. The Commis.
sioners, on the whole, think that A. ., it charge-
able to any panish in the Festiniog Union, is
removable to the parish to which the husband, if
chargeable, could be removed, and to that pa-
rish only,  With respect fo the pavish lable for
the reliet of A.D. by her admission into the
workhouse, the Commissioners are disposed to
consider that, as the facts ave stated, Dolbenmaen
is liable. The pauper, it seems, was residing there,
and apparently was destitute in that parish,
inasmuch as it seems she went direct from that
parish to the union workhouse, situate in Llan-
fihangel. [ler only object in going to Llanfihangel
was to obtain the relief which she stood in need
of while in Dolbenmacn, in which latter parish the
application would, no doubt, have been made, if
the union arrangements had allowed of it; i.e.
if the workhouse had been situate, or the relieving
ofticers of the district had resided therein. If,
however, on further inquiry, the facts should
show that the pauper was not destitute in Dol-
benmaen, but was destitute for the first time
when she came to Lianfihangel, the latter parish
would be liable as the parish in which both the
destitution occurred and the application for relief
was actually made.

NXXIL—VACCINATION—CHARGING COST OF 70
PARISHES TO WHICH PAUPERS BELONG.
~ July Gthy 18106,

Clerk of Hungerford Union—Requested to e
referred to an authority (it any such exists,) for
chareing the cost of vaceinating the pauper
inmates of the workhouse to the several parishies
of the union, to which such paupers respect-
ively belong.

Ans.—Although perhaps the vaccination of
a pauper in the workhouse might possibly have
been considered as reliel to such pauper, and if
s0, the cost would, according to the Hith section
of the Act 7 & 8 Vie. e. 101, he chargeable to
the parish to which the pauper relicved is
chargealble, vet the Act 1 and 5 Vie. e, 32, sec. 2,
expressly declaves that it shall not be deemed to
be parochial velief. The Commissioncrs there-
fore see no ground for charging the cost in
question * to the parishes to which the inmates
vaceinated are chargeable.”

LONDON:

Priuted by order of the Poor Law Commissioners, by
Bracksuux and Parpox, G, Uatten Garden, nnd Pab-
lisbed by Cuaneus Kxrony and Co., 22, Ludgate Street,
Publishers to the I’oor Law Commissioners,
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RETURNS RELATING TO THE ADMI-

NISTRATION OF THE POOR LAW,
MADE TO PARLIAMENT DURING

THE SESSION OF 1846.

Andover Union.—Report of the Select' Com-
mittee appointed to inquire into the administra-
tion of the Poor Laws in the Andover Union,
and into the management of the union work-
house, and into the conduct of the Poor Law
Comumissioners, and their late Assistant Com-
!nissioner, Mr. Parker, with reference to the two
investigations held at Audover, and inte all the
circumstances under which the Poor Law Com-
missioners called upon Mr. Parker to resign his
Assistant Commissionership ; and who were in-
structed to inquire into all the circumstances
under which Mr. Day was called upon to resign
his office of Assistant Poor Law Commissioner :
and who were empowered to report the minutes
of evidence faken before them, together with
their observations and opinions thereupon, to the
House. (1. of C. 663.) Ordered to be printed
20th Aug. 1846, -

Andover Union.—A copy of the depositions
tilken l')ef‘ore Mr. Pigott, the Assistant Poor Law
Commissioner, at the late investigation into the
conduct of Mr. M‘Dougall, jun., the schoolmaster
of the Andover Union. (708.) Moved for by
Mr. Etwall. Presented 28th Aug. 1546.

Atcham  Union — Compulsory resignation of
Relieving Qfficer.—Copies of all correspondence
of the Poor Law Commissioners relative to the
compulsory resignation of Mr. Forester Cross,
formerly a relieving oflicer of the Atcham Union.
(129.)  Moved for by Mr. Christie. Presented
19th June, 1846,

Barrow-upon-Soar Union—Treatment of Aged
Paupers in 1Forkhouse.—Copies of the depo-
sitions taken Dy DMr. Weale, Assistant Poor Law
Commissioner; in an inquiry into the treatment
of aged paupers in the Barrow Workhouse, and
of Mr. Weale’s Report, and of Correspondence of
the Poor Law Commissioners on the subject.
(#30.) DMoved for by Mnr. Christie. Presented
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Bone- Pounding in IWorkhouses.—Copy of any
letter and general rule issued by the Poor Law
CommlsSI_oner's relative to the employment of
paupers in pounding, grinding, or otherwise
brer'tkmg bones, or in preparing hone-dust, with
copies of any answers from the several boards of
guardians remonstrating against such general
rules.: (75.) Moved for by Captain Pechell,

Presented 20th February, 1846.

Bone-Pounding in  IWorkhouses.—Copy of the
minute recording the dissent of one of the Poor
Law Commissioners to the issue of the order of
the 8th day of Nov, 1845, prohibiting the em-
ployment of paupers in workhouses in pounding
bones. ‘ ' °

Copy of a Report of the secretary of the Poor
Law Commissioners on bone-crusl'ling.- (432.)

Moved for by Captain Pechell. Presented 16th
June, 1846. : :

_Bromley Union—Dietary Table.—A copy of the
diet table now in use in the Bromley Union
Workhouse, stating the quantity of meaf in the
meat pudding allowed once a week to the able-
bodied Iabourer:—Also a copy of any corre-
spondence between the guardians and Commis-
sioners on the subject of increasing the dict.
(534.) Moved for by Mr, Wakley. Presented
30th July, 1846. -

Cerne Union—Dismissal of TWorkhouse Master,

. 1ans of the Cerne Union, in the county of Dorset;
t and all correspondence of the Poor Law Com-

~~Copies of the minutes of the board of guard-

missioners relative to the dismiszal of the late
master of the union workhouse at Cerne.  (519.)
Moved for by Mr. Sheridan, Presented 30th
July, 1846.

Clothes for Infants on leaving 1Workhouse—
Cricklade and IVootton Bassett Union.—Copy of
letter written by the Poor Law Commissioners to
the guardians of the Cricklade and Wootton
Bassett Union, on the subject of allowing clothes
for infants born in the workhouse, on their leav.
ing, if otherwise unprovided. - (234.) DMoved

19th June, 1846,

for by Mr. Christie. Presented 23rd April, 1846.
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