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BOOK I

CHAPTER 1.

That the suppression of monasterics destroged the relief of the
' ﬁoor-;Tbal this originated the poor latvs,-—disprowd.by the slate
 of the peopletand of the laws and of monasteries #n various naliony

of Europe.
IN the last Book I enumerated the hypothetical

* causes of popular distress, and their funtastic reme-

dies. I procced now to consider. aqpt_hcl_’ _imputed
cause of pauperism in Britai_nl—gilg suppression of mo-
nasteries. 1 cannot refrain from stating at once, that
this imputation seems to involve all sorts of error re-
specting facts, circumstances, inference, and analogy.
Yet these errors are propounded by the gravest and
ablest writers. Hume! states, *in this year (5th of
Elizabeth) was enacted the first law for the re!ief of
the poor.” This inadvertence can now deceive no

"one. Itis also affirmed and repeated, that thc mo-

nasteries supported the poor, and that their abolition
occasioned beggary ; and that thence the poor laws and
poor rates became substitutes for the monkish distri-

butiens of charity?.

P

1 History of England, vol. v, p. 484 :
2 Blackstone's Commentaries, vol. i. ¢.9, John Aubrey, Esq.
Sir John Sinclair, Mr. Bayley. Godwin's Reply to Malthus,

p. 558. .
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‘That the suppression of monasterics did not occa-
sion the poor laws, is provable in various ways. Laws
corresponding to the English poor laws were passed
in different countries of Lurope where the monastic
institutions weré not disturbed.  Charles the Fifth
passed an edict in 1531 respecting the poor; yet this
Emperor did not secularize convents, and he took re-
fuge in one of them from the world, The Spanish
Cortez preceded the English Parliamnent in legislating
for the poor; for a law was made by them in 1525
restricting the indigent to their own township, and or-
dering that they should have a license to beg from the
magistrates ; which is precisely the provision appointed
one hundred and six years after (in 1631)in England,
Spainalso preserved her monasterics, yet she swarmed
with mendicants, and she continued in this beggarly
state!. So did Irance, the commonalty of which
country Fortescue? described as famishing ; and Vau-
ban? long afterward gave an equally frightful account
of the numbers and indigence of the people: yet no
monarch of Irance rudely dissipated those monuments
which sin and dotage raised to superstition4.

These facts are incidental to the argument. But the-
22d of Henry the Eighth, in 1531, (five years before
the suppression of the lesser monasteries by Parlia-
ment,) is conclusive and' direct. This law, which pre-
ceded the suppression of a single monastery, declared

! Townsend's Travels, vol. i. p. 257. .
¥ Absolute and Limited Monarchy, . xii. $ Dixme Royale.
* See two instances in Month. Rev, 0. S. vol. Ixi.. p. 287.
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that beggars anil vagabonds have of long time in
crensed, and do greatly increase : and by the same lnw
it was ordered, that all ofticers of counties and towns
should search in their respective distvicts for all per-
sons poor and friendless, who were to obtain the au-
thority of such officers to demahd alms.

~ Yet the partizans of establishments and the wisdom
of ourancestors—Burke !, Windhum?, &c.—lament the
downfall of monasteries and abbeys, as a spoliation of
the sanctuaries of learning. Never was pathos tnore
misapplied : some of the most ancient and opulent mo-
nasteries merely possessed missals, psalters, antipho-
nies, gradunls?; and so late as the fifteeath century
many bishops could not writet, To repine that what
has been transferred from heirs under false pretences
should be iestored to the public, is sickening fatuity.
Neither is it true that the monks, who by the by had
made vows of poverty, were abandoned to hopeless
distress by the civil resumption of abbey and other
lands, for many of them, at least, obtained annuities
or preferment in the church®, In short, the tale of di-
stress is only intclligible when we read Hearne® pite-

! Reflections, p. 237. ‘

2. Ann, Register, 1800. p, 110.—This same man defended in
the same year bull-baiting. Ibid. p. 146.

3 Edinb. Review, 1812, p. 25. '

+ Anderson’s Commerce, vol. i, p. 526.

5 Thus, when the monastery of Furncaux was surrendered {0
the king, the chief got the rectory of Dalton ; and pensions were
granted to twenty-nine monks, which pensions, sixteen years after
their grant, amounted to 1217, Month, Rev. O. 8. vol. lii. p. 226.

6 p. 433, |
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ously lnmenting that the lands, houses, and substance
‘of monasteries, abbeys, &c. were not reserved for the
‘Protestant clergy, The monks were in'no way inter-
esting. They had taken a bond of fate; foreseeing
the brooding storm, they had been accostomed to set
their lands at low rents and high fines!: beside, they
sccreted most of their stock, furniture and plate :—
the monks, if not innocent as doves, were wise as ser-
pents. -

Never was any proposition more unfounded than
that the religious houscs relieved the poor ; except ac-
cording to the modern science of relief, by which build-
ing churches was partially countenanced, by employing
some at the expense of others. Daker? says that
the building of monasteries in the reign of Henry
the First, induced a great portion of the common la-
bourers to become bricklayers and masons. Suppose
that the monasteries did assist some poor persons, they

obtained all their means of living and relieving by

burthening others. The Roman Ewmperors enjoyed

mighty revenues; and the King of England obtains

about a million for his own personal expenses;—who

would excuse the oppression of such incomes, by say-

ing that at Rome, at the sacred plays, the spectators

were fed3? and that in London a dinner and a guinea

are given to two or three score paupers on Maundy
‘Thursday, with other petty largesses from the king?
Indeed, we read in Mezerai that the monks.in I'rance

—

! Lord Herbert—Hume, vol. iv. p. 183,
* Barrington’s Ancient Statuics, &c. p. 76.
$ Dion Cassius, lib. i, ¢. 1. '
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in the eighth century “laboured with their own hands
to clear, drain, plant and build, not so much for them-

selvés, living as they did with great frugality, as for

maintaining the poor.” This, if true, was of short du-
ration: and it also appears from Ducarel! that the
abbeys did not support the poor. In England, at all
cvents, the monasterics, abbeys, &e. had long ceased
to be productive portions of the community. Hume ¢
afirms “ they were nurscries of idlencss,” Walsing:

hain3 sdys, some of the abbeys had two thousand .vil-
leins, and that the monasteries possessed a similar re-
tinue, That the monks were hospitable on some occa-

sions is true ; but the poor were not the chosen guests.
Dugdale# says, “And as touching the alms that they
delt, and the hospitality that they kept, cvery man
knaweth that many thousands were well received of
them, and might have been better, if they had not so
many great. men's horses to feed, and had they not
been overcharged ‘with such idle gentlemen as were
never out of the abbeys.” Hume5 concurs with Dug-

" dale, saying, « In order to dissipate their revenues and

support popularity, the monks lived in a hospitable
manner ; and besides the poor maintained from their
offals, there were many decayed gentlemen who passed
their lives in travelling from convent to convent, and

-~

1 Month, Rev. Old Series, vol. xxxv. p.19%, Monasterics in
France were used as penitentiaries and prisons, Lettresde Ca.
chet, tom.i. p.272. Causes Celdbres, tom. vii, p. 25%,

2 vol. xliv, p. 184. * page 251,

1 Monasticon, p. 1050. - o

> History, vol. iv. p. 184, Eden, Iist. of the Poor Laws,
vol, i. p. 95. .
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were entirely subsisted at the tables of the friars.”
Could such bodies, idle.themselves and encouraging
idleness in others, relieve the poor? Except according
to the newest doctrine of Mr. Malthus, in his eulogium
on indolent consumers, monks must have’ been'one-:
rous surcharges on rich and: poor. The fact is s0:
they. preyed on all around them: As the parochial
clergy! possessed themselves of the poor’s third of the"
tithe, monks and othiers plundered’ both clérgy and
people: they were leviathans, whio i their voracity'
swallowed their own firy in the general gulp, In 15872
the fanous supplication of the beggars stated, that the-
number of lepers and beggars had grievously’increas-
ed “by counterfeit holy beggars, whio” had' got inito’
their hands more than a third pait of the realm.” So
far from the poor being aggrieved by the suppression’
of religious houses, I am persuaded that their condi-
tion was rendered less wretched. Convents, nunneéties,,
and the like, were suppressed in the Austrian Nether-'
lands by Joseph: Did the poor increase? The Freich
republicans followed the Imperial example: Has po-
verty bocome more hideous or obtrusive in France?
Spain has suppressed 1092 religious establishments;
and applied them to the extinction of the national

 debt ; and this is the true remedy,—to rélieve the poor

by relieving the land and the people from its burthens
fiscal and religious. :

! «The impropriations held by them (the monasteries) were
much more than one-third of all the parish churches in England
divided in"three parts,” Dugdale’s Monasticon, p. 1050,

2 Anderson’s Commerce, vol. ii. p.65. Index Monasticus, p. 8.
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Hu!oncal and moral sketch of the origin and progress of the poor .

Iaws.

I HAVE, in a treatise on the ¢ Defccts of the En
glish Laws and Tribunals,” shown not only the inti-
macy of .the DBritish and Roman Jlll‘lSpllldCllCO, but
also the sources of the connexion. The common-law
]awyers, in strange admiration of their calling, insisted
that the British code was innate and underived, as the
Arcadlaus and others reputed themselves avroyfovor,
‘sprung from the soil.” When rude nations mingle with
the intelligent, even if no dominion were exercnscd over

them by their superiors in knowledge, they suffer a
moral ‘subjection, and they at length adopt, however
old and obstinate their habits, the improvements of

thelr associates, Whether the pauper code of the Ro-

mans, supposing it deserved imitation, predlsposed the
British towards the mdlgent 1 do not affirm; yet a few
observations respecting them will illustrate the subject,
if not suggest some coincidence between the ancient
and modern provisions on this subJect.

~ The Roman people by the agrarian division, as all
first occupants, possessed the sonl among them, Then,
by means which I shall fully explain in my Essay on
“Property?,” they lost their share of their country’s
territory, W ithout land, and arts unknown, they be-

1 The tract is almost ready for the press,
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came impotent.  From an armed propertied body’,
they became, by destltutlon, a helpless multitude, So.
inconsiderable were they - esteemed by the rich pa-
trician, that their assistance was not required until the’
state was in jeopardy ; then, with forcigners and slaves,.
they were called to its velief<.

Distress frequently for (,cd thepeople toinsur cctlon8
Besides the anomalous connexion of patron and chent,
undcr .which plausible relation Rome also wished
to conceal her dominion over subject nations, the
people were cajoled by various expedients; by.re-

~ ducing a tax—by granting a right to be nominated to

certain offices—Dby cancelling debts—by devising pub-
lic land—Dy distributing corn at a reduced price4.
Atlast, consumed and desolate®, in want of all things,
they became tumultuary; outrageous, and their occa-
sional disgust became a permanent alienation. Then,
from transient donations of money, land, and provi-
sions, there was a regular distribution to every Roman
who chose to apply, of five modii (or 130 pounds) of
grain 6,  With this the general purveyor or preefect
of corn obtained ‘prodigious- power; and with -the
increased duration of offices to five years, it was it-
self a tyranny. Cicero lamented the mlghtmesg, of

t'Arma gua parare per inopiam non poterant.
_ % Petity Leg, Att. p.543.

3 Dion Cassius, lib. xxxix, ¢, 9. CIC(.‘lO, Opera, tom, ii.-
p. 521. Quos fames magis quam fama commovit. Ibid. p. 205.

+ Plin. Hist. Nat. lib. xviii. c. 3.

s Confecti et perditi fame atque inopia rerum omnium,
CILCIO, tom. §i, p. 209. ' .

¢ Tuscul, Quaest, lib. iii, ¢, 48,
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this qumqucnmal dominion in Ponipey!. The same:
dffice whs limited i terror of Julius Coor to' éno
yeal ‘agteeably to ancient times$,

“ While Cesar reigned, the pauper list amoumcd to'
820,000, which he reduced to 150,0009, This'nih-'
ber was enlarged. Augustus reduced tho multitutle
to twcnty myriads, or 200,000,

‘The state of the poor varied during the followmg
reigus i—T'rajan madé large distributions‘to the poor,
and children were admitted personally: to share the
bounty. - Hadrian and Antoninus Pius followed his
example: the charity-of the latter was probably
quickened b) the tenderness of Faustina:- Id' Dio-
clesian’s reign the-allowance was contirued, ‘and- ex-
tcnded to the Alexandrians.

Copbtantme, the first Christian Emperor, was: in-

ferior to some of his imperial predecessors in' réliev-

ing the indigent’: he, liowever, appropriatéd différent
buildings to the protection of the poor. He also pro-
hibited the tax-gatherer from molesting the poor
agriculturist5, . To prevent the exposure of children,
he'legalized their sale: by parents oppressed- by’ po?
verty0; and he also connolled this doubtful pohcy, by

! Qua Pompeto per qumquenmum omnis potestas rel frumen-
tarie toto orbe tertarum’ daretur, Tom. iii, D 237,

® Tirg enepshyryy pyre Tpopwy EMTTATYY SRl apeiodat, - Dion - F

Cawsms, lib. xlvi. ¢. 39,

3 Suetonius, lib. i. ¢, 48. +' Dion Cassius, lib. v. c, IO.‘

% Cod, Theod. lib. ii. tit. 3, leg. i.

& Potestatemparentibus egenisfilios vendendi fecit; utemptores
dominio subessent donec reddito pretio, aliove manmplo, vel a
patre vel alio quovis hbsrarcnlur. Gravina, lib. ii, c. 23; p. 174
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giving the miserablo fathers an ¢quity” of redemption,
He also ordered: that magistrates, on poor parents
prcsentlng their children to them, should lmmedlately
receive and assist them!, -

Misery increased from various causes :—the intro-
duction of a new and expensive religious establisha
ment ; extensivé wars ; the pressure of the barbarians;
the ravages of the provinces by Coustantine, proved

- by the incongruous orders in the architecture of the

new capital ; the change of the seat of government ;—

~all theso multiplied the calamitous 51tuatlon of the

people. - :

Theodosius continued solicitously to supply ‘them
with- gram9 while he made laws against the strong
beggar3, in our law language ¢ the valiant beggar.”

Justinian was équally severe, without.any counter-
vailing humanity. The law for:the relief of indigent
children, passed by Constantine 4 and inserted in the
Theodosian code, was not recognised in -that of
Justinian,  The customary remission of debt to the
poor5 by the treasury, was withheld for thirty-two
years, and it was :at last probably granted tlnough
dread of a. public convulsion,

The carc of the poor from a civil, became, afte;
the establishment of Christianity, in part a religious
administration. The progress of course was imper-

1 Petit, Leg Att, p. 161. .

? Nam ct annonee curam solicitudinis attcndere. A, Victor,
p. 234,

3 Causes Celébres, tom. ii, p. 77.

4+ Blackstone's Commentaries, b. i c. 1. p. 131,

* Procopiuvs, Iist. Arcana, c. 23,
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ceptible. At first, the teachers of Chvistianity were
itinerants ; they officiated gratuitously, and, though
poor, their hearers were poor also. As they advanced
in public estcem, they required assistance from thoso
who ‘confided in them—the labourer is worthy of his
hire ; but then if bired he laboured, The followers
of Christ principally inculcated the virtue of charity;

-and the immediate companions of Jesus were the de.

positories of the alins collected, Judas was the first
says the Evangelist®, ¢ that he cared for the poor; but
because he was a thief and had the bag, and bare what
was put therein.” This crime of Judas continued to
be the original and unredeemcd sin of Chrnsts Ini-
nistry.

. The clergy contmued to preach charity, and to takc

as depositories the contributions of the faithful for

the poor. From receiving gifts in money or kind,
with' a view principally to charity, the clergy changed
their course ;—they challenged astheir right, what they

hadhitherto obtained from kindness or commiseration,
They claimed the tithe of human industry, and with

greater daring they épprop’riated the boon. Accord-
ing to Paolo” Sarpi, tithes in the __(Jlmstmn church
commenced in the fifth century, but it is supposed”
tha”tTfé'y did ot obtain the sanction of Government
in France till the reign of Charlemugne?®, norin En-

gland qnttl that of Ethelwolf about the ycal 837.3

[ ——

' John xii, 56. * Mezerai, p. 115,
8 Hume's Hist, vol, i, p. 73,

-
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Tithes were divided into four parts! : one of which
was consigned to the bishop, to entertain the itinerant
clergy and relieve the stranger poor; another fourth
was allotted to the poor of the place; but the poor’s
share, Judas-like, was soon seized by the clergy wholly
to themselves. The stranger poor, instead of receiving
their portion from the bishop, were called vagrants,
and vagrancy was declared criminal. The resident
poor, disscised of their due, which violence a mode-
rately reformed clelgy continues, were agam aban-
doned to the community. Ce

.Various modes were adopted to assist the 1ndlgent.
There were frequent eleemosynary bequests. William
the Conqueror, it is said, left 60,000/ to be distri-
buted between the church and poor.’. There were
occasional donations, periodical gifts at Whitsuntide?,
and at the wassels at New-year’s-tide, when the chil-
dren went from house to house craving the bounty of
the inhabitants, ¢ which they were wont to have in
old king Edward’s duys3.” In Heary the First’s reign,
lazar-houses for lepers and lame folk were commont,
particularly in the vicinity of large towns; they re-
ceived travellers also, and the sick and infirm.

By the 12th of Richard the Second, impotent beg-
gars were to be provided for by the towns in which
they were resident at the proclamation of the statute:—
it added, that “ if the people of the above cities and

I Paolo Sarpi, de Beneficiis, c. 3,

2 Brand's Popular Antiquities, vol, i, p. 231.
3 Ibid. vel. i p. 2and 7, |
¢+ Index Monasticus, p. 13,
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towns were unwilling or unable to maintain them,
they should be conveyed to other towns in the hun
dred, rape, or wapentake,” Was not this a poor law?
I may mention hero, that in tho fifteenth century
many towns were relieved by parliamentary grants
out of the dixme and fifteenth ! ;—and by the 15th of
Richard the Second, c. 6, it was enacted, That every
license thencéforth to be nade in the chancery, of the
appropriation of any parish church, shall contain, by
the direction of the diocesan, a convenient sum of
money, according to the valuc of such church, to be
paid and distributed yearly, of the fruits and profits
of the said churches, by such as shall have said
churches, and by their successors, to the poor pa:
rishioners of the said churches, and in aid of their
living and sustenance, for ever. |
By the 4th of Henry the Fourth the former statute
was confirmed ; and it was also ordered that a yearly
sum should be dlstubuted by the impropriators to the
poor parishioners, Here is another proof that at all
times the poor were a public concern: and that they
had a claim by law is affirmed by the Mirror#, and
admitted by Foster3. Howabsurd, then, to refer the
legal support of the poor to Elizabeth, or Edward
the Sixth, or Henry the Eighth! The 27th of that
monarch, to which two or three of prime rescarch
refer as the first law which gave the poor a title to
support, proves the contrary; as it directs corporate

! Anderson's Cdmme'rce, vol. i, p.603. 647.673,
2 C.i. §3. 3 Bur. Rep. p. 450.

i ¢
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bodies !,~—who should, by their mstlluuons, distribute
alms out of their revenue,—to give them at.the usygl
times in money to such common boxes or gathelmgs
before mentioned. '

By the 5th and Gth of I Edwald the Sixth®, a register <
of the householders and inhabitants being made, and
also of the persons unable to suppart themselves, by
the head officer, or vicar, &c. the parishioners were |
ordered to appoint collectors of alms, who on the !
following Sunday were, after church service, to de-
mand of - ever_y man and woman “hat they were :
willing to give weekly towards the relief of the poor, ¢
which sums the collectors were to distribute. - Ld-~
ward the Sixth also founded Christ’s and St. Thomas’s
hospitals, for the yelief of the sick, infantine, and im-
potent3. The following reign confirmed the statutes
of Henry the Eighth and Edward the Sixth.

The 8d of Elizaboth made the voluntary gift of’ 3
Edward the Sixth’s law, a peremptory demand; and °
parishioners who refused a reasonable sum, or'_d_iscou-
raged others, were taxable by the justices at the'
quarter-sessions, and on non-compliance they might ;
imprison them. The 14th of Elizaubeth mentions
overseers, and directs a general assessment, The
18th specifies the mude of employing the poor, and

. justices are authorized to hire buildings, &c, The

43d of Elizabeth was a compound and modification

"1 Reeves's Hist, of the English Law, vol. ii. p. 513.
¢ Ibid. vol.iv. p.454.
3 Blackstone's Commentaries, vol i o 360
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{ of all preceding acts respecting the ‘poor.—Thus I
have given a succinct view of the'commencement and:
growth of the pauper code. A

CHAPTER IiL

The poor laws not enacled from benevolent purposes—The law

of “Settlement made in:reference to a state of slavery—The,

statute of labourers enacted in Edward the Third's veign, and

“repéated directly or indirectly a hundred times; cven to our days,

“with the law in Henry the Sixth's veign, which disfranchised thd
. bulk of the people, had, in Llizabetk's reign, so reduced -the

wages of labour, as compared to the price of provisions, that in
order to secure their reduction, it was necessary to pay by lawas

* paupers, those whom the law impoverished as labourers,

1 HAVE in the first chapter of tlis Book proved that
the suppression of monasteries did not originate the
poor laws; and in the second I have proved that
the poor laws preceded the periods assigned for their
establishment in Britain.—I now proceed to discuss

other assertions respecting the poor laws ¢qually erro-

neous.. ‘A Report of the House of Commons in 18 17!
affirmed, ¢ that the compulsory provision for the im-

potent, and for setting to work the able, originated, -

without doubt, in motives of the purest humanity,” &c.
Yet a subsequent Report of a Committee of the same
House asserts, that the able-bodied poor, with or with-
out families, were no part of the original system 2.

¥ Annual Register, 181_7,:[)'.'26'41.,, .
* Morning Clrenicle, Angust 11, 1819,
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That the poor laws sprang from active benevolence to
the people, I deny; and the following narrative will
justify my dissent, . c el e
The poor and the poor laws are attributable to op-
pressiond,  ‘The poverty of slaves is referable to the
law which excludes them from_property; and- a3’ Ii-
berty is restricted, the evil of poverty.is transferred
from the sufferers to the agents of power, - In-En-
-gland, particular classes are prohibited . from .léaving
the country, and all labouring people were limited to
their native districts. . This is ancient usage:.* ‘They
shall not dwell where thiey will, nor go up and down*.”
Evén nobleinen and gentlemen might have been seized
if they appeared in town without the King’s license 3,

u The law of settlement'and the crime of vagrancy were

parts of. a vile and suspicious policy. . To condemn
absence, infers crime and flight. .Horace speaks of
Absconding as a fault; but it was.in & slave: and
Justinian, in his Novellee, vegulates the transmission'of
qruant slaves to their masters. - Settlement: originally
jmeant the master’s permanent dominion; - and va-
sgrancy implied desertion,  Vagrancy was criminal in
the days of Alfred. The laws of Ina declare.ihe cul-
pability of quitting the lord or master without liéexjse‘*;

! Mr, Ricardo says, “It” (the poor Law) ¢is not, as the le-
gislature Lenevolently intended, to_amend the, contlition "of: the
poor,™ &e, S - 2 Ecclus, xxxviii, 82, .., 1 .

.’ Rushworth, vol, ili, Appendix,' p. 51. Palmer was im-
prisoned, . . | P R

[ Y + . . . ) ’ n‘ . ; t "- ' »
-+ ¥ 8i quis abeat domino.suo absque venia ipsius, vel in ‘aliam

Provinciam fugiat et ille deprelendatur, abeat ubi priis fuit, et
solvat domino suo sexnginta solidos.  Leges Inz, Wilkins, p- 21,

L
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Alirecting that one o offending should be taken and
ireturned whither he had departed, and that he should
pay his lord sixty solidi. This is affirmed by the laws
.qf. Bthetstan, which superadd a penalty, In Scotland,
.any one having no fixed residence ight . have been
subjected by. the proprictor of the territory on which
the was found ! :—that is,” 2 man not located was ah
.estray, orrather a beast fere nature, to be appro-
»priated by the first possessor. Thus, to want  habi-
tatiot. in - Britain was as ruinous as blackness in the
-West-Indies*: for a black man was reputed a slave,
‘till - the contrary was proved®; and he was sold. for
the benefit of the state. : Settlement originally signi-

!
11' fied:confinement on the lord’s estate, and, vagrancy

.was held evidence of such delinquency. Settlement

#

1 .and vagrancy were cquivalent expressions for bondage

and;escape. ~ Mr. Bourne and others insist that set:
‘tlement:.referred to the maintenance of the poor.
.Certainly not; neither in its original ‘nor secondary
.application. The Réport of the Lords Committce has
given a glimpse of the truth:— Some .of . the early
statutes. which have been already cited, and particu
‘ larly that of the 2d.of Richard the Second, refer to
the principle of settlement by residence:  but they ap-
. pear to have been enacted rather in the view of pro-

L 13

. "3, Kaimes's Law Tracts,vol. fii: p. 854, - 7+ v

2 In the West Indies, ¢ the objects of relief are exclusively,

. white persons,” said Mr, Stephen. - - 5
s That is absolutely ;—for how could such proof be effected?
(By the exertioni of Mr. Keane, the Court of King's Bench in
‘St. Vincent's declared, that ¢ the presumption against freedom,
and in favour of slavery, was not warranted by law.™ " ¢
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i { (which was occasionally felt in those times), than to
| hnf’e Ilaq-any reference to the claim of individuals to
1| relief from pacticular districts.”"—This brings 'me to
] the laws against free labour, N
Ed_ward the Third has been called a glorio'u.s tno;
narcl!. " He fought and conquered :—And what now
remainsof his glory ?—The thiid feather in lhe.pﬁncé’s
plume, which might have been added to the head-
dress without committing the world in arms.” The
price of - this hauble forcibly perverted the ways and
means of the state. Contracts between -individuals
were broken in the gross by the depreciation.bf the
CO'ill ] and tlie labouring population were first robbed
by this great spoliation, and afterwards their robbery
was aggravated by laws enacted against free labour
a.nd general liberty. -What the King began, his Coun-
cil consummated.  The statute of labourers declares
that a great pestilence had reduced the number of the
labourers in husbandry, on which account servants and
labopi‘eré demand wery extravagant wages', It may
be liere remarked, that aftcr the last great plague in
Morocco®, “-the expense of: labour increased -enor-
mously, because the few whom the plague 'spéréd'.ivere
nsufficient to serve the rich and independent.” -What
did the Emperor of Morocco and his Council in con-
sequence ?—LHe let labour regulate itself.. But what
d.ld the grandson of our English Justinian >—He and
his Parliament in the twenty-third of his__reigb. state

—
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! Reeves's Hist. of the English Law, vol. ii. p, 888;. - -
* Jackson’s Account of Moroceo, _ |
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that Jabourers, rather than submit to work upion rea-
sonable: terms, become oagabonds and idle heggars,
it is therefore found necessary to take some compulsory
miethod to reduce this rank of people to subordinnalion,
Here is the cause of modern vagrancy, and the crime
}also. .. Various Acts followed in the same ycar, pro-
{ hibiting labourers from quitting the service of the agrie
. culturists, and from taking bigher wages thanwere cus.
. tomaty; tnder pain of fine and imprisonment :—thatis,
 they were commanded to take the same nominal wages,
. iwhen the coin in which they were paid: was® debased,
* and 'also”when the decrease’ of labourers enhanced
" their'demand. Sy
| The 85th-of Edward the Third complained of the
inefficacy ‘of the former laws respecting wages, and il
repented similar provisions contained .in them. Dy
the $4th of the same reign, labourers 'and :artificers
who refused: to work: as the law ordered, .were: to Lie
brasided ivith ‘the  letter’ T, to denote falsity : and i
ivds ‘énacted, ** that should a labourer or sérvant fles
to any! city or town, the chief officer thercof shall upon
request:deliver him ‘up to-his master.”. Still landldrds
complained ; and the ‘parliament, syipatbizing with
them according to -their contempt and malice for the
aboirer and the artizan; enacted a law of settlenient:
« for,” said the legislators of that'day,  musters afe
obligedt to give great wages o’ prevent servants from
runhing-away ; and though they have increased their

1]

J ‘Wages; inany continue to escape and become bejzgars

and vagabonds.”  This law declared that no man of
woman should depart at the end of his or her service
outof the hundred, rape, or wapentake, where hie of she
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dwelt, without license ' under the king's seal ;—those

who departed without such license, and: those who

hired them2, were linble to different punishments,
Ldward, having inclosed every - labouring” man and
womnan within the limits of their birth-plhcg by a penal
circle, determined the dress and food of all ranks and
degrees : and to circumvent labourers by law dand
judgement, he by the 21st, 25th and 31st of his reign
appointed justices of labourers, who were to_ redress
the forwardness of labouring men who required'zm'-'
reasonable wages, SRR
The 2d of Richard the Second confirmed these
acts: and two years after, in 1381, these cxecrable
statutes, aided by a poll tax rigofouslj and insolentl
exacted, caused an insurrection amounting to'a h'un)z'
dred thousand men, They demanded an abolition of
slavery, freedom of commerce in market-towns with-
out tql! or impost, and a fixed rent' on lands .instead
of services of villenage, IHume’s 3 remark is curious :
“Their requests, which though extremely reasonable
in themselves, the nation was not sufficidntly preparéd
to receive,” &ec. Thus he called the few “the nation ;"
for the bulk of the people, ihe many, demanded
these c.z'.trer_nely reasonable requests. Nor should theu
deglaratlon of the commentator of the laws of En-
gland ¢ on’ this subject be omitted ; - Our ancestors
beard with “detestation und- horror those: sentiments

P,

. *In France it was ille i
In _ gal to hire ser i inquirin
the character, De Valazé, p. 223, ervants without Inguiing
s History, vol. fii. p. 9. |
* ‘Blackstone, vol. iv. p, 427,

Reeves's Hist. of the English Law, vol. iii. p. 165.5 ST
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(liberty and natural equality) rudclyltlc‘livc_rcd_ and
pushed to-most absurd extromes by the violence of o
Cade or a Tyler; which have since been applauded
with a zeal almost rising to idolatry, when' softencd
or recommended by the eloquence, the moden:aliou,
and the arguments of a Sidney, a Locke, ora R;h,lton."‘
This is a specimen of the conciliating verbiage of
Blackstone. But the direct meaning of this tortuous
sophistry is, that those who were doomed to hard
work for fraudulent wages, had anticipated by centu.
ries the intelligence of a heartless aristocracy and au
overbearing parliament, B |
The 12th of the samo Richard, besides re-enacting
some of the aforcsaid provisions, condemned all who
had been occupied in husbandry until twelve ycars of
age to continue as land labourers. This statute con-
tinited to complain of -the scarcity of lubourers and
servants:-and in. the most rueful terms it lamented
the rise of wages, by which tenants: cannot pay rents,
to the great damage and loss. of the lords as well as'the
commons.-. Mark this, yelandholders! Tenants could
not. pay rents, for labourers had the .insolence, tho
Salsity—such is the legal gibberish—to chaffer for
. wages with lords and great commoners, . Now the
tenantry cannot pay rents because the produce of land
has fallen : consequently, as in the former case, the
legislature. reduced the: rate: of wages : .now. it en-
hances the price of grain, and for the same motive—
~ that tenants may. pay: exorbitant rents to their lords.
Verily. the aristocracy is the same throughout all ages:
they only, to use Burke’s words for his own 'tergiversa-
tion, ““vary their means to secure the unityof theirend.”
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- The 4th of. Henry the- Fourth- prohibited: indivi‘-;

duals from hiring labourers by.the week, and it forbad: -
labourers from réceiving wages on. feast-days; or.more.
thao half wages for half-days work, Why did- not
tho legislature at onco declave that feasts:should i be
fasts? This persccution of frce labour prepdred.the.
statutory support of the indigent, - ..

The 2d of lenry the Tifth empowered - justices! to:
scize - fugitive rlabourers, and - to examine then,. andi
also servants,- artificers, and their masters, on oath !
In-the reign of- Henry the Sixth, this goading code
against the laborious so exasperated the :nation, that
aninsurvection (the last resource of a-desperate peo--
ple against their tyrants) was so dreaded that the: pre-;
cursor of the Alien Act was passed.~ The terrors:of
that time were the Irish, who in the former reign were.
with some exceptions ordered ‘to woid England :. but:
the Ist of Henry the Sixth declared .generally, that
the Irish who-did. not leave England in a' mohth.
should forfeit all their goods, and be inprisoned at the
king’s pleasure. It is also most remarkable, that the:
Irish most suspected were beneficed in England,! or
scholars resorting to the University of Oxford. Laws
were also enacted against assemblies ; and the 3d-of:
Henry;VI. .1, prohibited : congregations and: con-
federacies under pain of felony,—for, said the statute,

- the good course and effects of the statutes - of! la.

bourers were openly violated, to the great.damage of;
the commons 2.”  In this the domineering, landlotds.

.1 Reeves's Hist. of the English Laiy, vol. jii,'p. 265."
* Ibid. p. 286. cL L
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pursued the practices which Aristotle had announced

to be the chief characteristics of systematic tyranny,

and which the Six Acts in 1819 hnve -mainly ad

vanced, .
- The -King, Lords and Commons . procecded.- i

theiv wicked course, By the 8th of Henry thei
Sixth, under the pretence of a scarcity.of agricultu-:
“ral labourers, they struck at the entire operose indus- .
try of the country. The currency of the realm was .
depreciated, and wages of course tended towards the -

real value of the coin ; this moved the wrath of King,
Lords and Commons; they reputed this nccessary

consequence a mischievous perversity in the pcople,-

and: punishable accordingly.

In this extremity the labouring classes formcd 50-

cieties, in the law language chapiters—in the vitupe-

rative language of masters. combinations: that is, as
the rich and magisterial and parliamientary combined- -

against the people, the people (in order to countervail

their enemies) formed counter ass'ociations. : -These' of

course. were declared illegal.

The 8th of Henry the Slxth added outrage to the
preceding enormities. Labourers were commauded to
accept wages in the depreciated coin, at the value -
awarded by.the Lords and Commons ; the people were
forbidden to cohere or consult togetl:er-: and in -this-
year. (the 8th of Henry the Sixth) the aristocrats by -
one fell swoop ended all political sympathy of people -

and representative. By this hideous law, all who had
not forty shillings a year, equivalent to as many pounds
at present, were deprived of the elective franchise. For,
said these most providential legislators, * clections of
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knights bave lately in many-coimties been made by
excessive numbers of people, many of them' of - -sinall’.
substance and value; whercby manslatghters, riots, bat:"
teries and divisions aniong the gentlcmen and other
people of the same countics shall very hkely arise and’

be,” &e. - “That is, after the recurring curse of a hun-*

dred laws during two hundred years: defraudmn atid!
robbing labourers, &c. of the just retirns of thelr toil’
and‘industry, the Parlinment consummated the plun-
der by disfratichising all those whom it had: by unré-’
mitting vengeance spoiled and impoverished :—and*
why? Not that these scorners dared to assert that the:
riots, batterics, &c. (which by the by rescmble - the'
account by Acres’ servant of the (Iuel,) had bap:

-pened,—but that they shall wvery likely arise. These’
rights of election, afree people, the commonalty !of this' -

country, would resume ; -but the same orders wlnch
committed, determine to: perpetuatc, the outrage,
Other statutes were passed in the reign of Hem y'
the Sixth, and also in that of Henry the Seventh, ob-
slluclm_:, men from changing their masters, and other-
wise impairing the wages’ of labour and- the competi-
tion of ‘the industrious, - In the cleventh year of the
latter king, indeed, the law nommnlly conferred orni a
poorman the right to sue formd pauperis. ‘This is much.
vaunted ; and yet no law in‘ the whole pauper codeis
more insulting.” ‘The people being pauperized and out-
lawcd —-outlawed in respect to lhcu po]mcal conse-‘

—

""'Ihave shown by the statutc, and by Prynne, the gcneral

;lght of suffrage before thc p'lelng of tlns act, in « Rnucal Re-
orm,"” :

T A At Tk T W e Ml A .l

B T R I T N T T PR
- + Ty
"~ - ~




154

quence,~this law was made, to entitle them to beg for
justice.. O glonous perogative of the British mendi.
cant! True, it is not profitable, but then the honour s
complete.. The law says,. The poor man may sug with-
out charge. Then none are poor, or the poor:have no
wrongs ; for who litigates jbrmd pauperwl? Their
right resembles that of. the prisoners in the bridewell
of Wymondhan : according to Howard®, * they are
allowed to rest half an hour at breakfast, an hour at,
dinner, and half an hour at supper, ‘though no supper,
is given them. .'This forma pauperis affords a special
instance of a pauperizing code moderately reformed,
contrasted with Magna Charta the original institu.
tion.-The: Great Charter declared “tlmt' justice should
" not be denied, sold, or delayc( - Yet justico 1is s0
procrastinated and expensive, that those whotn the
law..does. not. find paupers, .it makes, so ;—lct .the
forma pauperis be radically reformed, by truly restor-,
- ing Magpa Charta to Englishmen. By
The 6th of Henry the: Eighth.-fixed the wuges of
servants of husbandry and of labourers, with. their
meals, hours of work, &ec.-. The 2ad declared that va-
grants should be. whipped, and sworn.to return to the
place of their nativity. . .The 27th ordered, that once,

t o L . . . LN Ly

1 The 21st of December 1821, a person named Clarke offer-
‘ed affidavits to the Court of Chancery. The Chancellor said
they could not be read till some gentlemen of the bar had, in-
spected them, Clarke said he had not the means of empioymg
counsel. The Chancellor said that no gentleman at the bar
would be unwilling to read them, Clarke handed them round
the court, and all refused. o

¢ On Lazarcttos, p, 153, '
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a week search should be made by night and duy for
vagabonds ; and all-persous were, enjoined: to assist:in
such search, If the offence should be repeated, cumu-

lative penalties were to be inflicted, whipping,: crop-

ping:—and the third offénce was capital. Never were
the laborious so beset. The laws in respect to.husban+
dry labourers were so galling, that they. induced: pa-
rents to send their children to cities and boroughs, in
which they were apprenticed to different: trades.
Yet the cities of refuge soon became the labourer's
prison-liouse: for itappears by the 28th of Henry the
Eighth, that according to acts and ordinances,of di-.
vers fellowships and “ardel s, apprentices were bound
by.oath and surety not to hold any shop at the ¢x-
piration -of their apprenticeships, ‘Thus the people,
having escuped feudal bondage, were held as vassals
by the occuplels of land in the country, or. by master
radesmen in towns and citics. The reader .must
therefore observe, that the. perniciousness of the laws
fn respect to the laborious, and not the benevolence
of the legislature, promoted the pauper codey so ab-
surdly praised ; and uniformly as the statutes. respects,
mg liberty and labour became more severe and per-
nicious, the poor laws—those -monstrous substitutes
for unlimited industry and personal fncedom—-\selc
advanced.

Iniquity proceeded, The Ist of Edward the Slklh
condemned vagrancy to aggravated punishments. Of-
fenders were burned wnth an iron stamped with V 1,
ad.]udged slaves for two years; and should thc w:etch

[ —

! Reeves's Hist. vol. iv, p. 151,
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absent himself fourteen- days from his master, ho was -
buined 'on the forehead with the. letter S, and en-

slaved for ever. Wandering childven: were also ad-
judged to be slaves to the persons apprehending them;
fomales- till they were twenty, males till they were
twenty-four. This statute was passed in 1547. In
1549 an insurrection of the people became general—
they could not longer endure the robbery and tyranny
of lords and commmons. Mark, that in 1527 the value
of the pound sterling, in respect to the present money,
was about 1/ 7s., but- in 1551 it fell depreciated to
4s,7d. : yet this legislature regulated the wages, and
disfranchised, branded, fined, imprisoned, and enslav-
ed for years or for life, those who would not, or could
not liveonthestatute allowance paidin nominal monoy,

“ which in twenty-four years only was depreciated four-

fifthsof its intrinsic value, Here is the eventful story—
The laws-which re-
stricted locomotion, (for the people were but prison.
ers at large,) and those which fixed wages,

¢ Just gave what life requlred and | gave no more,”

caused the poor laws, as ccrtam]y as dcath follohs
starvauon.

The people were stinted, and population declined.
Hutmesays! that at this time the universal feeling was
“ g diminution of the former plenty, and a' decay of
people.” Cottages were pulled down, and pasturing
was substituted for tillage ; then poor laws, and laws
against the destruction of cottages, were passed ; that

! History, vol. iv. p. 327, " He quotes Strype,
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is, bad laws were counteracted. by impertinent expe-
dients. The people suftered-a conscription ; if. they
did not appear -they were persccuted, while the refu-
gees from the country met exclusionists in the oity,
Such practices against free labourers must-have re-
duced the numbers of the people, and lmpaued both
agriculture and commercet, SO

'I he following reign confirmed the statutes of Henr y
the Eighth and Edward the Sixth. Then came Eli-
zabethe And here it is to be remarked, that the mono-
polizing laws, which were numecrous during.the pre-
ceeding reigns, were increased in hers :—some of the
corporations which had beenopened wereagain closed ;
and such was the progress of the narrow: restrictive
system; that in Elizabeth's reign, it was sarcastically
said ¢ Bread will become a monopoly,’ as grain is now.
Such was the state of the people when: the poor laws,
assumed the extent and. character which they at ple-_
sent exhibit, © - :

The 3d .of Llizabeth was followcd by the alh.
The preamble of this statute notices the impolicy and
cruelty of the laws hitherto endcted respecting:wages
and labourers,—that they could not be carried .into
execution without the great gricf of the poor labourer
and the hired man. .And yet what does this pathetic
law inflict on the Jabourer-and hired man ?—It com-
pels them to work.; empowers justices to scttle the
amount of their wages; and renders penal the demand-

1 The common complaint was, the decline of agriculiure and
the increase of grazing. Acts were passed against this supposed
evil in 1488, 1515, 1534, 1552, 1562, 1597, :
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ing-or giving more than those’ settled by justices in.
terested in the reduction of wages. These, Blackstong
calls very good regulations 1. 1t is incredible how the
pauper ‘code could be considered as sprmglng ﬁom
humumty —To proceed.

'The -39th of Elizabeth, c. 4, enumemtcs the de.
Ascrnpuons of persons who if found lonteung or signi
! fymg their distress shall be deemed rogues, and whip.

s ped till their bodies are bloody : this punishiment
, might: have been inflicted on anyone above seven
9 years of age. ‘This statute of 1597 followed imme.
diately: great misery 2, and laws respecting wages and
labour-continued probably with aggravation ; for it is
agreed that the circumstances of the labouring pedple
were deteriorating.  Mr, Malthus admits it : he sayss;
“ Still, however, it is quite certain that the condition
of the labouring classes of society was growing much
worse during the time that the depreciation of money
from the discovery of the American mines was taking
place :~and after it had grown comparatively very
bad, as in-the latter end of the reign of Queen Eliza:
beth, -it was likely to lead to those measures relating
to.the poor which marked this period of our history.”
That is'in other words, the poor laws were the result
of the statutes respecting wages, The poor laws in
their. mstltutlon, in their progress and continudnce;
were meant to depress labomets, and to reduce their

! Commentanes. book i. ¢. 14, p- 4-26.

“% It was so great, that in Somersetshire alone 40 were exe-
cuted, :37 flogged, and 183 discharged, who were represented
98 vicious and desperate. Strype's Annals,

3 Principles of Political Economy, p. 283.
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profits. by prohibiling all competition -ainong “their
employers! - The population declined, the remaining

persons: became more miserable, vag'tbond and plun-
dering; they could not subsist on the statutory wages;
and thence the poor laws were enacted, to grant par-

L Y PPN

tinlly by lellly what_should have bcen unnersally

B

@Liby contract, The depressxon of the pwple ina”
few ycars . was extreme; the prices of mutton, ‘beef,
pork and.veal, were fixed in the 24th of Henry the
Lighth at-a halfpenny the pound?; and it appears
that these four sorts of butcher’s meat were the food

-of the poorer sort.  Yet in Elizabeth’s reign, Harrison,
‘who:wrote in 1577, speaking of the -people, said
“.that those who had houses were enforced to con-

tent.themselves with rie or barleic; yea; and in time
of. dearth, many with: hread .made: either of beans,
peas, or-otes, or of altogether with some:acorns
among, of which scourge the ‘poorest doo soonest
taste.”’ See to what miscry the aristocratic conspiracy
had reduced the people, who sunk into: the abyss in
Elizabeth's reign: for while in- the beginning of the
sixteentli century, according to the statute 'prices
and .the:average price of grain; half a bushel of wheat
would. purchase littie -more- than a day’s labour,
towards the end of Elizabeth’s reign;. that is in one
century, - the same quantity of wheat purcliased three
days’ Jabour2. In this state of things the great pauper
.code—a miscrable expedient to perpetuate evil—was

i A iy

1 Hume, vol. iv, p. 277
* Mr. Malthus admits this, Political Economy, p. 127, He
seldom is so popular in his admissions, - -
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passed,  All that is now said in lintred of supplying
half wages out, of the poor rates, should be vepeated

~ with tenfold imprecations on the poor laws, . and par-

ticularly on the great law the 43d of her reign. -
~ "The poor laws proceeded in the spirit which origi-
nated and prepared them, Tho 1st of James praises
thie 5th of Elizabeth, aflirming that it hatk been;found
beneficial for the commonwealth ; and then it extends
the power of rating wages “to lnbourers, - weavers,
spinsters, and all workmen, cither working by day,
week, month, or year, or taking any work at any per-
son’s hand whatsoever to be done in great or other-
wise.” DBy the 4th of James, houscs of carrection were
ordered to be established in cvery shire. James (called
the Mrecenas of his time) granted to Stowe, as a royal
reward for his literary Jabours, a begging patent’,
“ to gather the benevolence of well-disposed peple
within the realm of England.” ST
Then came Charles the Second’s reign, when set-
tlement, another graft of bencvolence, was inserted into
the crabbed stock of the pauper code. - Yet the lay,
after lamenting the increase of the poor, vilifies itself,
saying, ‘“the law concerning the scttlement of the
poor, which doth enforce many to turn incorrigible
rogues, and others to perish for want.” Such is.the
Judgement of the law on the law,

F

- -1 This is not'unlike the Brahmins’ charity ip the prostitutes in
- the temple. When old, they say the gods dislike them;.then they .
give them a patent, recommending ‘them to the charity of the-

public.~Dubois. S L

Yet the statute
which- contains this avowal, in defining settlements
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added intricacy, distress, und litigation to that already
perplexed and vexatious subject. In the same ha-
rassing spirit the supplemental poor laws have been
conceived ; ‘as that regarding workhouses in the last
reign, as the 33d of George the Third respecting re-
movals: by this, the labourer who spent his vigour of
life in a-chosen spot, and which he had enriched
by bis'industry, may be hurried off, and condemned to
live in-his old age where he is unknown and unknow-
ing, drawing a scanty subsistence from an - unwilling
hand.  Mark, this is a mitigation of the rigid law of
settlement; and who after this relation does not feel
the force of Asop’s doctrine—that Prometliens min=
gled tears instead of water with. the earth-of which he
made man? . S
- By the 12th of Anne, any master of a ship bring-
ing into- this realm from Iveland, Man, Jersey, &c.
or from any of the foreign plantations, any vagabond,
beggar, or any one likely to live by begging, was.to
forfeit 54, for each such person !, Thisis harsh enoﬁgh,
for 2 master of a ship must be a diviner to import no
one likely to beg: the sequel is still more monstrots;
for in respect to the authority of the magistrates” of
London to relieve an Ivishiman, he must first "beg in
the streets 2 — this qualifies him for 'thé{;PouIlry

L M .

! Beawes's Lex Mercatoria, p.57. ‘There is 4 similar law in
the{sle of Man:— the penalty is the forfeiture of the boat, John-
son, &c. Account of the Isle of Man, p. 133, 1

% The Scotch Hospital was meant to relieve the Scotch who

became poor and had no settlement. One would suppose there
were no Scotch in distress in England; ‘yet there are 500 without
settlement, and sbout as many thousand Irish, . . -

M
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Compter'—*lhen he is rehevable, that is, he-is to
be sent in-the vagrant's cart from pmlsh to parish
toward Ireland, where there are no poor laws and
no fund to succour the miscrable. How much
better is u shipwrecked mariner on the coast of Por-
tugal?, than an Irishman in I‘ngland' An Irishman
is in & worse state in the sister isle thana Quaker
Adamite in Connecticutd, The Irish are considered
a rabble, a rout; and nothing resembles their treat-
ment by the pauper English law, except tho pursuit
and expulsion of the demons by the gods in the verse
of Empedoclest, Yet many of the Irish, so neglected

. in England, camc from their home not to idle and

beg, but to work in harvest-time, &c. They are
serviceable in many cascs, and often, if Michel s ob.
serve truly, necessary assistants. The Irish ave in
London in some meastire as the Barbering 6 at Cairo,

"+ The Lord Mayor of London said so. Press Ne\\spaper,
Feb. 15, 1813,
¢ 8th Geo. I. c. 18.
s No food or lodging shall be afforded to any Quaker Adamlle
or other heretic. Law of Connecticut.
4+ Aifepioy yap ope pevos woyroyde Siwnet.
Tlovros &' &5 xGovas wdag avenrvoe yaia & esg avyas
HeAws anaparros. o aifegos epare Svasg, '
Plutarch, Moral. p. 405.

s He says that Herefordshire would be ruined without the
assistance of the Irish in harvest-time. On Legislation, p. 107,
This interchange of people is customary betiveen those of Upper
Hungary and the Lower country. The Ftench, indeed, prolnblt-
_ed the entrance of the Neapolitans into the Roman terntory at
- the hay- makmg eason. Ann Reg. 1798, p. 64.

~ ¢ Leigh's Travels; p. 61. S 5
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the Grallegos at Lishon, the Borgamese in Genoa;
and these strangers are cherished in the respective
cities. Besides the Irish who were labourers end
who hecame destitute, nine out of twelve of the re-
duced Irish in London—according to the evidence of
Edward Quin, Esq. a member for sending the poor
Ivish to their own country—have been broken down
in the army or navy, and most of them encumbered
with families, “ who have no means whatever of re-
turning.” Thus ave the Irish trepanned and pressed;

and having lost their vigour in the English service,
they are harassed, imprisoned, abused by the. poor
laws, for they have no scttlement in England, and
finally they are sent to starve in Ireland, What is
beating a cripple with his crutch to this? _Yet the
repeal of this hideous law is not in the contemplation
of the reformers of the poor laws; ithis is not to be
touched. Thus Mr. Scarlett’s bill contained the fol-
lowing clause: * Provided always that nothing in this

act shall in any wise be deemed to alter any law now

in force for the punishment of vagrants, or for re-
moving poor persons to Scotland and Ireland.”

CHAPTER IV.

Errors and contradictions of different writérs, who contcm'i iha; the

poor laws Lave increased population, (though they have not and

- couldnot ) proved by various argumcnts and numerical statements.

1T might appeal that the foregoing chapter precluded

the necessity of a regular argument to disprove the
M2
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-posmon that the poor laws have increased population:

yet as itisa maxim with .some theorists, and as the
question is pregnant with important results, I shall
consider it at some extent, ' -

. Sir James Stevart', speaking gencrally, considers
charlty as one means of multlphcatlon, and he com-
pares charity-to manna in the Desert: his reason is,
that whatever gives food gives numbers, Sir James
Steuart mistakes: for it is not by giving food that po-
pulation is-increased, but. by producing food. To
take from: one. to'give to anvther does not increase
‘population: on the contrary, it is more probable that
‘sucly.a process rather reduccs than muluphcs manklml

—But to the point.

Mr. Malthuse, speaking of the poor laws, says:
& Their first obvious tendency is to increase population
swithout increasing the food for its support.” Yet this
-obvious tendency in the scquel becomes nonc, accord-
iing to his own showing3: * They clearly tend in their

. 1 yol.i. p. go. - e I’opulatmn, vol. ii. p. 96,
s See more of this tendency, which is affirmed and negatived
in the same breath, - <« Buit liesides' that spivit of mdependcncc
and prudence which checks the frequency of marriage, notwith-
standing the encouragements of the poor Jaws, these Jnws them

selves occasion a chieck of no inconsiderable magnitude, and thus
counteract with one hand what they encourage with another.
As each parlsh is obllged to maintain its own poor, it is naturally
fearful of increasing their number; and every landholder is in
:consequence inore inclined to pull dowsi than to build cottagc&

~excapt when the demand for labourers is really urgent vol. ii.

-p. 106, -« The obvious tendency of the poor laws.is certainly
to encourage marriage; but a closer attention to all their indirect
as well as dlrect cffects may make i it a matter of doubt how far
*they really do this,”- vol, ii, p. 472, :
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geneial operation to discourage sobriety and economny;.
to encourage idlencss and desertion of children, and.
to put virfue and vice morc on a level than they other-

wise would be: but I would not presume. to say po-

sitively that they tend to encourage population.”. Be-

side a direct contradiction, in wlncn he triumphs over
all modern writers, he has assumed ‘a tendency to
pupulatlon from a varicty of vices which on other
oceasions hie considers essential checks to populauon.
And Hume has actually referred to the -supposed
vices as inducing a decrement of people: for, speak-
ing of the idlencss, debauchery, and decay of popu-
lation at Rome, which he attributed to the situillion
of patron and client, he adds: “The parish rates have
at present the same bad consequences®.” |

Mr, Ricardo says gencrally, «that charitable i in-
stitutions of all sorts tend to increase population-be;
yond what it otherwise would be.” And yet ihis
wiiter insists that the poor law deteriorates the
condition both of poor and rich: ¢ Instead of making
the poor rich, they are calculated ‘to make the rich
poor.” ‘This seems a downright contradiction. How

can a system which tends to increase paupeusm 'md

want universally, increase populanonp | SR
The Edinburgh Review is most dogmatic concern-

ing the eflects of the poor laws: ¢ With respect to:the

gradual abolition, it must be observed that .the_p'r_esen_t

Tedundant population of the country has been entirely

produced by the poor laws2,” &c. Yet in the samg
Number the reviewer,, in the face of this peremptory

! Lssays, vo]._ i. p. 465, - .8 Januurj, 1820, p. 95.
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dogma, i speaking of  the alarming increase of pi-
perism,” adds: “Neither are we disposed to agred
with the Committee of the House of Commons, and
those who contend that it is chiefly, if not cntirely,
owing to the pernicious operation of the poor laws.”
The Quaiterly Review also repeatedly affirms the
multiplying principle of the poor laws': “ Our poor
laws, as now administered, ave neither mote nor less
than a standing bounty on increase or redundant in-
crease,” &c. : '

How can the poor laws have populiting effects?
How can deducting frotn one portion of the coms
munity to administer to the idlencss and vices of
another, increase population? This scems to me to
be uttered passionately, and in pure ighorance of the
feans and principles of increase. The first faculty
of increase is the power of generation, and ‘that in:
crease is rendered effectunl by the means to continué
life—food, firing, clothing, lodging, &c. - But I repeat,
it is not the transfer of those things from the pro:
ductive to the idle that can promote the multiplica:
tion of mankind; but the actual incrense, or rathet
creation, of those articles which constitute the means
of existence. Do the poor laws call human subsist-
-~ énce into being? Do they prepare or render that
which is produced more available? 1 insist-that they
‘do not.” Whatever is given to the idle and impro-
‘vident (and paupers, though falsely in this-argument,
are 5o reputed,) is taken generally from the thrifty
and prudential. - None can give and have: yet to

P

! October 1816, p. 91; July 1817, p, 400
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give to.the. idle 'what hus been produced by the in-
dustrious, und which probably would have been made:
more productive by the same indusiry, tends to stop
population by interrupting the progressive increase of
capital and income. To conclude in such circum-
stances that the poor laws promote, or tend o pro-
mote, population, is to suppose a miracle greater than
that of the gathercrs of manna in the wilderness:
“ He that gathered much had nothing over, he that
gathered little had no lack'.”

. My opinion regarding the poor laws in respect to
population is directly the reverse. I believe that they
and their cause have prevented the increase of man-
kind. Mark how they affect the substance of the
nation. Property may be impaired by an equal pres-
sure; but if the same sum be assessed unequally, the
evil is. augmented. The poor laws are guilty of this
partiality in an extraordinary degree. By their ad-
ministration at least, personal property (and I do not
wish it chargeable) is in a great measure exempted.
This exception, which throws ncarly the whole bur-
then on land and fixed property, is so far injurious,
as by relicving one portion of the property of the
country the other is overloaded: and this evil, so far
as it operates, is increased with the comparative ad-
vance and value of personal property.  But whatever
may be the advance of personal or real property, there
has been to that amount an increasing partiality; and
therefore this has superadded to the evils of the in-
equality. This iniquity is sometimes prodigious:_in

) Exodus xvi, 18.
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18191 a district in Yorkshire counted 1767 paupers,

of whom 1400 were miners; yct the mining property
in respect to the landed property was 11,0004 to
6,000!.

Besides this unequal assessment on different species
of property, the poor laws oppress portions of the
same property in many cases to their extinction. The
county rates in the township of IHalifax have ad.

vanced from the year 1800, when they were 824 2s.,

to 461t/ Gs. 1d. in the year 1821 ; and it is snid that
the same scale of augmentation has succeeded in the

other townships of the West Riding of Yorkshire®,

Taking the unequal pressure on the sane sort of pro-
perty, even at short intervals, the eflects are ruinous,
Irom 1816 to 1817 the poor rates rosc in Birming-
ham.from 9s. 4d. in the pound to 14s.; and in the
latter year the assessment in Stoke-Damerel had.in.
creased from 10,959/ to 16,545(. In Stourbridge
the rates had amounted to 40s. on the acre3, About
Coventry in 1819 they were 19s. in the pound on
houses, and 45s. on the acre.. In Bilsden in Stafford-
shire. the poor rates equalled the rack-rents4. In
Wilton, near Salisbury, they excceded them. InWest
Grinstead .containing five thousand acres set at 40001,
the rates amounted to 45005 In Wombridge the

* Morn, Chron. Apnl 24- 1819

* Times, May 1,1821. So in a few yecars the advance has
been from 60001, to 3],0002 and at Plymstock in Devonshire,
in a few years, from 60/, to 15001,

3 Morn, Chron. March 5, 1819.

¢ Monthly Review, Nov. 1820, p. 321.

5 Morn, Chron, Feb. 10, 1819,
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anbual value of the land, if let rent-free, would be
insuflicient to maintain the paupers': and in a parish
in Cambridgeshire, it happened lately that one indi-
vidial was charged with the whole of the poor rates;
which of course soon absorbed his income®.

'The inequality of the pressure is not only extreme,
in respect to the two great- divisions of property,
exempting one while it burthens the other; but it ag:
gravates, accmdmg to time and place, the load on the
same property. - Thus, the injury to the mass of pro-
perty is cnor mous : and inasmuch as the poor laws
ploducc these consequences, they limit population by
impairing a ma:n source of the support of the people.
To these instances of the pernicious cffects of ‘the
poor Jaws in this particular, I nay also mention' that
property—and that of the richer classes—is often as-
sessed partially, to the sur chargc of the smaller pro-
prictors.  Beside, there are in England two hundred
places called extr a-pftrochml which do not maintain
their own poor3, If the poor laws have these effects
respecting property, Iinsist that they mamfebtly limit
the numbers of mankind. S -
' But there are still more important’ circumstances
connected with the pauper code as aflecting popula-
tion :—they obstruct free labour and- the marketable
price of industry. Now whatever impairs the frec

' Ann, Register, 1817, p. 273.

2 Edin. Review, June 1816, p. 257.

3 See Popu]atlon Returns, p. 16.—~The reason for thcse ex-
_ceptions is, they have no overseer on whom a mag,lstrntc s order
may be served. '
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. circalation of labour must diminisli the profits of la, -
: bour, and weaken the enterprise of ‘the industrious:

| thus the law of settlements injures both. The great
object of parish-ofticers is to prevent the obtrusion of
strangers who may become chargeable; and the greater
adepts employ various means to disburthen themselves
at the expense of others,  Mr. Burnby says, it is not
uncommon: for parish-oflicers to give a worthless pau,
per female five or ten pounds, that a worthless ohject
of another parish may marry her'.  "The law of set.
tlement having fixed the native in his parish, com.
mitted & double injury to property and industry, as in
consequence the strong and willing become frequently
idle and miserable; being prevented from assisting

others who wanted their exertions abroad, they sink

in hopeless penury at home.
The throng of the distressed, principally in conses

quence of the law of settlement, may be conjectured:

by the following instances, Mr. Lambton presented
a petition from Sunderland parish, which in 16,000
people enumerated 8000 paupers.  Mr. Curwen pre.
sented another petition from Wellington in Shropshire,
praying relicf ; as out of a population of 8000, 3600
received- parochial aid.
titions from Langton and Swanage : in the former,
419 out of 575 were relieved by the parish; and in.
the latter, of 1500 inhabitants, not onc in seven could
maintain himself; and the rates were so cxcessive,
that every occupier of land; except one, had served
notices that they would abandon their holdings. If

L

! Month, Rev, Old Series, vol. Ixiii, p.G8.

Mr. Caleraft presented pe-
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| he law of settlement did not exist, many who were

imparished and in misery, would have passed abroad ;.
and-thus, while they would have relieved their own
district by their absence, they would have assisted
other parts of the country which afforded a market
for their labour, . -
The law of settlement is pcrmctous in other re-
spects. ‘The pretence. of pussing vagrants to their

originel habitations costs, it is computed, 100,000/ .

a-yeur!; and this fund must be abominably applied,
when 8 monkey is passed as a man®.  Beside, it ap-
pears by evidence, that the persons charged to the
parish as transmitted, are scldom passed to the pa-
rishes to which they are returnable; the contractors
to pass beggars dismissing them on the road : and-if
some do arrive at their parishes, they receive littlé
relief.  Add to all'this the expense of litigation under
the poor law 8 :—this alone is calculated at two mil-
lionsin ten ycars4; and the appeals entered in respect

1 ‘\Ir. Chetwynd's Specch,—Times, May 26, 1821

* A man who had a monkey had a regular pass made out for
Scotland, with the usual allowance of 84. a day: the man said
he could not maintain himself and his monkey for that price:
the clerk being amused with the:monkey, gave a blank pass for
the monkey, under the name of John Strange, with an allowance
of 84, a day, to be passed from-the West Riding of Yorkslme
to Scotland.—Times, Sept. 9, 1822,

3 Tielding's Increase of Robbers, p. 135.

4 Burn's Historical Disquisitions, &c. p, 67, Colquhoun says
200,000L. a year. One single cause mentioned in the Times,
January 23, 1823, of a man who returned to a parish whence he
had been dismissed, cost 1000L, and was not finisbed, The man
had'been a pauper; but had recovered his health, and was in the
employ of a respectable person, and much esteemed by fim.

I
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to setlcimcnts at the four qumtcr sessions in 1816
amounted to 4700, : »

But the great grievance is, that the poor:rates uni.,
versally depress the wages of labour. . Mr. Malthus
on the subject of wages is, as usual, hypochondriacal in
the extreme : he says * that the tendency of popu.
lation to increasé beyond the means of subsistence,
must after a certain time lower the wages of laboure.”
Now, as he holds that ¢ the constant effort towards
population, which is found to act even in the most

‘vicious societies, increases the number of people bes

fore the means of subsistence3;” it follows that wages

~must uniformly decline, according to this saplcntob

server. . Yet, notwithstanding this doctrine so an.
nounced, we have Mr. Malthus’s opinion in favour of
what he calls the natural pr:cc of labour; and also
that this price was withheld in consequence of the
poor laws, The passages I allude to are as follow;

¢ During the last ten or twelve years (from 1795), it

cannot be doubted that the annual produce of the
land and labour of Europe has very rapidly increased,
and in consequence the nominal wages of labour have

greatly increased ; but the real recompense of the la-
‘bourer, though increased, has not increased in propor-

tion4” Now, to what does he attribute this dispro:

‘portionate state >—to an increased population? ‘No;

to the poor laws: ¢ The poor laws of England ap-

. pear to have contributed to raise the price of provi-
‘stons, and to lower the real price of labour. They

—

1 Ann. Register, 1817, p. 298,

. 2 On Rent, p. 17.
3 On Population, &c. vol. i. p. 22,

£ "1bid, vol, ii, p. 126.

179

have therefore contributed to impoverish that class of

people whose only possession is their labour!.”  He
repeats the same opinions in his Principles of Po-
litical Iiconomy, lately published € :— It is on this
account, that on the full of the value of money which
took place from 1793 to 1814, and which was un-
questionably accompanied by a great increase of ca-
pital, and a great demand for- labour, -T am strongly
of opinion that if the price of labour had not been
kept down. by artificial means, it would have risen
higher in proportion than-the average price of corn,”
&c. And he explains what he means by the unnatural
I.ec]mzo* down, the bancful system of regularly main-
taining the children of the poor out of the rates,

* This is the opinion of one whose habits and pre-
possessions are altogether aristocratical, and who has
overlaid the people with all expressions of contempt
and outrage, because they tended to breed beyond
his ratios,  If then the, poor laws have impoverished
the labouring people (which I believe they.have), by
ﬁxmg their wages at the stint of subsistence, and which
must in consequence have reduced their ability and
industry, how could the poor laws have increased po-
pulation ? It may be said, that what is taken from
wages is added to profits ; and that if population is
limited among labourers by the poor laws, they have

‘advanced population among their employers. All
‘who have studied the subject, must. admit that the

great increase of population depends on the lower

orders, and that their increase depends effectually on

! I’np\ﬂation, &e. vol, ii, p. 97, 2,988,
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the price of necessaries in respect to the amount of
their wages, which arc chiefly expended on necessaries:
whereas when opulence is confined to a few, labour
and capital are consumed on comparatively unprofit.
uble objects.

That an abstraction from the price of labour must
be injurious to Jabour, there can be no doubt ; indeed ng
impediment to trade or commerce can be so injurious
to socicty as an interference with frce labour; for,
labourers are not only the largest body in the state,
but the wages of labour exceed the outlay in any
other department. Consider then, that laws which
aflect the fair profits of labour derivable from supply
and demand, and quantity and competition, neces-
sarily derange the great system which involves the
comforts.and necessaries of mankind ; and thus the
means and motives of the people’s increase are im.
paired. In fact, as the law interferes with labous,
liberty is abridged ; and in - proportion as liberty is
narrowed, the freeman verges to slavery,—a state the
least prosperous for populatlon, and only less inju-
rious to the inaster than to the slave. Slave labour
was dearer in imperial Rome than even frce labour
is now in Britain ; and the luscious drug claborated
in the West Indies costs twice as much as the same
substance produced by freemen. Nor should T be
surprised if the difficulties in the corn market had some
reference to the iniquity practised against the labour-
ing people, by eking out the wages of labour with
parochial assistance ; for as the people are the great
producers, they are incomparably the greatest con-
sumers, | : :
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- 'That the labourers are defrauded, is manifest; and
this is done advisedly.  Sir John Sebright, who con-
demns the practice, said in the House of Commons,
that farmers told him that if wages were increased,
and no aid given from the parish, unmarried men
would have the advantage, and their money would be
spent in the ale-house?,  ‘Thus, then, farmers rob la-
bourers of the natural price of labour, as Mr. Ricardo
terms it, through love of the people’s sobricty 2: just
as our ancient kings falsified the standard- of -money,
enacting at the same time sumptuary laws, That la-
bourers ave so robbed, is notorious, Yet as some men
deny any position not specifically authorized, I subjoin
the following ascertained truths. Sir F. M. Eden says
that the practice in Newtown Valence is for each
labourer, old or young, with or without a family, to
be allowed flour at 8s. the bushel, and the extra price
is charged to the poor rates. Nichol mentions that
in Bolesdale in Suffolk the wages are 6d. a day: so
the labourer sometimes receives 3s. a week as wages,
and 20s. as poor rates. Mr, Lilice said that the
manufacturers in Coventry, having worked - 14 or
15 hours a day, rcceived a certain sum, and a certi-
ficate with which they went regularly to the parish for
the remainder of their subsistences. This mode of

“paying labourers has obtained a particular term ; and

—

. ! Mora, Clronicle, June 12, 1819. ‘
* ¢« 'The natural price of labour—the price of the food, neces-

“sriesand conveniencies, required for the support of the labourer

and Lis family.” p. 91.
$ Mo, Chronicle, February 9, 1819.
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pauperised labourers ave called loumlsmen. ‘The
mode of paying labourers by the poor rates was no.
ticed at Woodbridge session in Suflolk; and con,
demned at_ the quarter-scssions in 1818 by the ma.
gistrates of Staffordshire. The fact is indisputable;
and the operation of this scntimental robbery must
have grievously injured the capital and jndustry, and
of course obstructed the progress of population,

Nor s this humiliating custom limited to thoscplaccs
where it is practised as a succedancum to wages ; its
eﬂects are extensive and pestilential.  This abuse in
on parish vitiates its fellows, and it extends from pro.
vinces to nations. Mr. Burn, in his lhqtoucul Dis-
quisitions on the Poor Laws, after mentioning the
evil of the poor Iuws in England in reducing wages,
adds:  “ Where the price of industry is so low in
the southern districts of the kingdom, it is natural to
expect that the g-eedy and parsimonious will makeit
their study to bring it down among us to something
llke the same standald Accondmgly we find, that
while the value of money has rapidly diminished, and
“hllc the pubh(, burthens, enhanced by taxation and
in other w ays, have been very heavy on the w okag
classes, the price of their labour has by no means riscn

in proportlon‘ I therefore insist that the poorlaws,

mstead of increasing ‘the people, must have had a
contrary cffect, as thcy impair property, and the profits
of stock and wages and liberty.

Their evil cﬂ'ects in these particulars are mamfold

Men of mﬂuence and po“er pay less as landholders®

! page 142. ? Walthe\_v on the Poor Lawa, p. 22.
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anil ‘houscholders to the rates’, This ‘must be so.
The Committee of the Iouse of Comtnons also re-
mark, that a large portion of property nccessanly
escapes its share of contribution®, Again : it is said,
and Sir William Temple3 and Fielding 4 are the au-
thorities, that churchwardens and overseers are apt to
consider their offices in respeet to their private emolu-
ment, and to waste pmt of the money raised for the
poor on feasting and riot, and too often to pervert their
power to foreign and sometimes to the worst purposes.
The oflicers are also negligent and peculating :—In
St. Georjge’s, Hanover-square, 18 officers to detect

i vagrants apprehended 23 persons in a whole -year,

The poor laws promote bastardy, which 1 consider a
positive loss to population; as such children seldom
attain a physical or moral account among men. These
laws are most cruel to the transgressing g,ul6 ; and to
their severity some attribute the murder of pregnant
girls by their pavamours. How many children are
lost by travsferring them from their parents, when
they become char geahle to the pal ish, and afterwards

——

! Month, Mag. July 1822; an account of Clerkenwell Prison,

* Ann, Register, 1817, p. 269, 3 Works, 'vol.i. p. 265.

* Incrense of Robbers, p. 58. :

* In this parish thie officers of the Mendicity Souety had in
the same time apprehended 278.—Times, March 15; 1821,

® By the 7th _of James the Fivst, a female havmg a bastard
child, which became chargeable to the parish, was to’be pu-
nished by hard labour for a year in.the house of correction,—
At the Cornish Sessions in 1812, Mary- Luke, for refusing to

1 declare the father of her child, was remanded to prison, where
! the had been for nearly three years,
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by sending thein to sca?, or to masters of manufacto.
vies?, who obtain o bonus for discharging the parish of
the incumbrance. .- .
~ To hear. declaimers against the poor laws for pro

moting population, onc would suppose that they af.
forded a.perennial and excessive supply of all the
comforts of life; and that all who claimed relief re.
ceived: more, than they-demanded, and that with e
ample supply they were cherished and applauded
Yet the fact is, relief is often a pittance 3, and most
wantonly administered :—a sum is proposed, and if
the wretch is not satisfied, the workhouse is the alter
native, - \ -

- Your plan I love not ; with a number you
:  Have placed your poor, your pitiable few ;
There in one house for all their lives to be,
~ 'The pauper palace which they hate to sce: -
That giant bujlding, that high bounding wall, |
" "I'hose bare-worn walks, that lofty thund’ring hall !
* 1 That lafge loud clock, which tolls each dreadful hour,
‘Those gates and locks, and all those signs of power :
. It is a prison with 4 milder name,  °

In this case poetry sinks beneath prose. Mr. Wal:

1 20 and 3d of Anpe, Parish officers mny hire out boys, who
are themselves or whose parents are chargeable, to the sca ser
vice ; masters of ships were obliged to take them, oo

¢ This, has been discontinued in different manufactorjcs ; 8
New. Lanark, ,

9 In towns where they have a workhouse, it is customary 1_0
desire the pauper.demanding relief, to go to the workhouse: if
he objects, be is given 1s.6d. a week, which only, pays his lodging:
But the workhouse could not contain all these paupers :—a pat:
per in the workhouse costs 35, 6d, or 45, a week.
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thew ' says that the paupers of the metiopolis, sooner
than apply to the parish workhouse for lodging and -
maintenance; often commit theft; preferring crime,
and eventually & prison, to innocence and a work-
house. ‘ o

The pauper, observe, biefore he can obtain rélief:
by the mcuns of a workhouse, forfeits all he possesses,
even his clothes, The internal management accounts
for the abhorrence of the peoplé to enterit. Mi. Col-
quhoun said #, ¢ that in many places those on a small .
scale will be found to be abodes of misery which
defy all comparison of human wretchedness,” Sir E..
Brydges considers the large ones (called associated
workhouses) as still more distressing,  Sir R, Heron,
speaking of one at Lincoln, affirms that bolts and.
chains are applied to young girls and to men of se-
venty years old for venial ofiences : ill treatment in
some of them has driven lunatics into a stdte of con-
firmed raging madness3.  Can this system promote
population'? Mr. Colquhoun4 said truly, of the 9th
of George the First, ¢. 7, which generalized work-
houses ; ¢ The spirit of this act can be considered in
no other light “than’ that of a continuance of the sy-
stem of hostility at least to virtuous indigence, which
is s0 strongly depicted in the laws of settlement and
removal,  All who dared to apply for relief were to
bé placetl in a woikhousd, to be set to work under the

-~ contiol of a’contractor, whdsé profit wis'éititcly t6

——

! page 16. * On’Indigencé, p. 222,
3 Edin. Rev. Aufust 1817, p. 446.
1 On Indigence, p. 220.,

N £
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avise from the degree of . labour he could force them
to perform; and the limited, portion of food upon
which he could enable thein to subsist.” Is this a
system gencrally or partially connccted with & popu-
lating principle? And mark the cffect of workhouses
on human existence: in the Norwich workhouse the
deaths in 1805 were one. in five,  Observe, also, the

improvement on workhouscs—namely, farming the.

poor* ;—a practice (O shame to manhood !) once.
praised by Sir F. M. Eden¢, though long since repro-
bated in the severest manner®. An improvement!
it is o white slave-trade, a domestication of slavery!.
Yet who has not rebuked Fletcher of Sultoun for pro-
posing .to enslave, in order to relieve, the Scottish:
mendicants that pestéred society in his time?

- It is a gricvous ervor to suppose that the poor laws.
are humane, or .generative in their principle or exe-
cution.:—they have no kindred with “ that quick and:
soft touch. of many a string.”~ The very foundation.
of the right.to support, scttlenient, is most confused
and often most pernicious, If a widow with children:
marries one of another parish, shie does not commu.
nicate her new settlement to her children by a former
husband4.  Yet the Mahometan law says, that even

. 1 The following is another species of farming the [.)oor. In
parts of Cumberland (and perhaps elsewhere) it is customary to

.

Annual Register, 1806, p. 386. o |
7 page 5. .3 Month. Rev. Old Series, vol, lix. p. 76.

1+ Colquhoun on Indigence, p. 201.

advertise & woman fo let ; that is, a single woman with child s let- '
to the lowest bidder for her maintenance till the child is born.
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in the sale of captives mother and childven shall never
pe separated.  Sometimes a settlement is not attain-
able; and even when attained it does not ensure re-
lief'.  Mr. Rose said, that of 15,000 béggars in the
metropolis, 6690 had scttlements ; which is agreeable
to Mr. Martin’s statement, that one half of the beg-
gars of the metropolis are entitled to relief which they
do not obtain: and the difliculty of obtaining paro-
chinl assistance Mr. J. Stafford and Sif'N. Conant
declare is the chicf caise of mendicity. = = -
“The poor laws do not afford a table to applicants:
they too often, in Mr. Malthus's heartless ‘language, -
hear that the table is occupied ; there is neither room
nor food for them. An overseer of the patish of Spi-
talficlds lately stated on oath, that many poor in his
district had died of absolute want, The proprietor
of extensive mines between Birmingham and Coventry
told me the same sad tale of workmen, on his own
knowledge. Have not our newspapers frequently re-
corded instances of the death of individuals through
want2? And how many more would be added to the

1 Thus, a youth was bound apprentice toa cobler, who lived in
one parish, but whose stall was in another, and the apprentice lived
in a third with his father. ‘The Court held, the boy had not a set-
lement in any one of the three, Law Dict, vol. i. p. 142, Again;
An exception wastaken to-the right of apprentices to settlements
when the contract was not indented, Colquhoun on Indigence,
p:197. This induced another law, S

2. Morn, Chron. Jan. 8, 1820.— An inquest was taken at St.
Giles's workhouse some time ago :—One juryman said, 1 think
he died of want:" -  If we bring averdict to that effect,” said an-
other, ¢ it will be a stigma en the parish.”—So they found ¢ Died
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list of premature mortality, if the Mendicity Society?,
the Houseless Poor Sacicty, &e. did not actively
and largely assist the destitute and discased ¢ To end
this question arithmetically, respecting the populating
effects attrjbuted to the poor laws ;—it appears by the
two last returns upder the Population Act, that thein
creased people in England was 18 per cent. ¢ in Scot.
land, 174 ; in Wales, 15¢. Thus Scotland, with com.
paratively no poor rates, has - advanced considerably
on the population of Wales, which hus poor rates;
while Scotland’s population approaches within a {rac-
tion the progressof England’s increasing people. Con:
sidering the prerogative advantages, climate, soil, scat
of Government, enjoyed by England, we should there.
fore conclude that the poor laws, instead of increasing
the people, counteracted the march of population.

CHAPTER V.

The poor laws have not ‘multiplied the poor—proved by various
statistical facls, o

AS it has been untruly said that the poor laws increast

population, so the lamentations vegarding the pro-

gressive .increase of the poor arc in a great measure

——

" by the visitation of God.” It was the English law, that to steal
victuals to preserve life was not felony. This, Staundford says,
has become ohsolete ; because it is (Pleas of the Court, La¥
Dict. vol. ii. p. 150) supposed that the poor laws prevent any such
‘extremity. In Proverbs it is said, «Men do not despise the
thief if he steal to satisfy his soul when he is hungry.”

1 This society relieved 6000 in a year. :
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mfounded ; and this in respect. to the whole; and
even to inconsiderable paits of the wation: ~ Tlie sub-

joihed tables of marringes and rates* indifferent pe-

fishes, will show the reader that the advance or stop
or reduction ¢f people is not ruled by the amount of
{ho rates ; according to the assumption; that the poor
rates encourage the poor to contract marriages, and
produce & beggarly progeny. From the accounts of
three parishes, it is obvious, that in the years when
the rates were highest, the marriages were fewest ;
and tbat they were most numerous when the rates
werelowest.  The tables will also show that the bap-
tisms do not ivicrease with the rates, but the contrary.
In short, as the marriages and baptisms are fewest,

¥ Parishes. Year. | Marriages. Rates. J
5. d.

Mcopham, 1786 | © 3 429 9 6
1787 6 432 0 O

1788 7 48 0 0

1789 1 451 0 O

1790 7 183 00

1791 5 456 0 O

Kibworth Beauchamp.} 1786 10 159 0 0
, 1787 6 121 0 O

- 1788 4 132 0 0

1789 8 (182 0 O

1790 14 9 00

1791 | "10 | 141 0 0

1792 10 119 0 0

St, Nicholas, Hereford, 1773 4 58 0 O
' 8 4 0 0
1 205 0 0

7 145 0 0

1 243 0 0.

10 169 0 0O

St. Nicholas,
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the rates for the most part are highest; and as marriages
and baptisms become numerous, the rates decline,
. The increase of marriages, conceptions, births,

baptisms, depends ori causes much more operative

than the pittance granted by the poor rates.  Popu.
lation is regulated by the statc of property, the naturo

-——

Parishes. - Years. | Baptisms, Rates.
‘8 . du
0

St. Nicholas. . 1772 23 38 0
. 1774 7 6l 0O
1778 18 47 0

+ Meopham. 1779 25 213
_ 1780 30 212
1781 21 283

* 8t. Martin's, Leicester. | 1775 86 714
| 1776 90 735
1777 85 744

- Uppingham. ] 1779 21 149
' 1780 33 123
1791 18 146
1792 30 18
North Luffenham. | 1779 12 5%

. 1 1980 7 75
1787 14 49
1788 | 11 | 84
1789 7 75
1790 | 6 | 93

Bishop's Castle. 1680 | 36 161
a ' 1685 45 98
1690 17 103
1691 15 106
1784 R4 171
1785 11 187
1786 28 144

These tables I take from Sir I, M. Edens History of the Poor
Laws. '
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of the Government, the price of food; labour, &c.—
For example : from 1780 to 1794, the quartern Joaf

varied from Gd. to 74d.; and in this period the mar-

riages increased from (4,300 10 71,791; the baptisms
also increased from- 228,361 to 256,811, - In 1795,

~ the quartern loaf rose from 74d. to 124d. ; then mar-

riages declined from 71,797 10.68,834 ; and baptisms
from 266,769 to 254,870. Regarding the middle of
the last century, we find the same results from similar
causes. In the unproductive ycars of 1757 and 1758,
nmrrluﬂcs were 38,383 5 bivths 165,177, whlle in the
abumlant vears of 1759 and 1760, ulanlages were
46,593 ; an(l births 170,214, , .
Ttis ulso renmrkable, that in the years whcn the mar-

Illlll’ebulld births were fewest, most died : the deaths i in .

1757 and 1758 amounted t0142,424; andin 1759 and

1760 (the two successive ubundant years), the deaths

declined to 122,745 :—and in 1795, when the quartern
loaf rose from 7id. to 124d., the deaths increased
from 197,740 to 210,339 ; aund in the next period,

in 1800, when the quartern loaf advanced from 134, to -

17d., the deaths increased from 189,585 to 208,063.
This confirms Sir William Petty’s observation’, that
the years in which most die, fewest are born ; and, as
I have said, the rates are the highest generally in the
years of lessened births and increased mortality.
Hence it follows, that the poor rates do not increase
population : they inny arrest. the, progress of death;
but this cannot be said to promote population ; nor is
the position so understood.

' page 134,
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- -1 may here remark, in corroboration of this reason-
ing, that though in general tho ycars iin which most
dio, fewest are born, it does not follow that in the
years in which fewer die, more are born :—asin 1801,
when the quartern loaf fell to 1044, in that year the
deaths were réduced from 208,068 to 204,434 ; yet
marriages continued to decline from 69,850 to 67,228,
and baptisins in proportion. It appears, thercfore,
that the immediate relief from excessive distress was
able to stay the hand of death, though it was unable
to restore the active current of ‘life. It appears from
_various lists in Iingland and Scotland, that after a
year of scarcity two or three years of comparative
plenty are required before the marriages and births

reach their former average :—and yet we shall be told

that beggarly alms swell the tide of human existence.

In all ways, I am persuaded that the poor laws do
not increase the poor by encouraging marriages. Is
it conceivable that many (for I speak not of a feiv base
reprobates) could be induced to marry and have chil-
dren, on the prospect of parish relief for themselves
and families? The poor have incréased pumerically,
‘but not relatively; in respect of the increased popula-
tion. Then how asburd is the cry, that the poor
rates have incréased the poor! Were there not nu
merous poor in England before the poor laws; and
did they not increase without the operation of the
poor rates?  Sir I, M. Eden® quotes a writer, who

Y

' Mr. Burns in his Hist. Disq. has remarked this in Scotland,
where, he says, the people live upon oatmeal,
2 vol. i, p. 156. :
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soid, in 1622 1= Though the number of the poor
do duily increase, there hath been no collection for
them—no not these seven years —in many parishes of
the Jand, especially in county towns.” " -Did not the
poor increase in Franco? Yet Fortescue, who wrote
in the reign of Edward the Sixth?, says of the French:
« They drynke water ; they cate apples with bread
right brown made of rye ; they cate no fleshe, but if
it be, scldom a little larde.” Their misery conti:_m,ed,
with some slight modification, under. the mapagement
of Sully ;—and it was at its height under the glorious
reign of Louis the Fourteenth ; who, agreeably to our
laureat's politics, was a great almoner ;—for he expend-
cd largely 2. Vauban said that the tenth of the pt_éople
were mendicants3, Yet, instead of relief, the poor were
persecuted, marked au bras, and sent in companies
of twenties to work on the roads4.—Still .the poor
multiplicd : and Mons. de Valazé lamented and_pl:o_-
pounded notable schemes for their relief 5 as the in-
crease of royal manufactures and travauz publics.
Such was the progress of poverty in France; and it
is remarkable that the poor just began to be reduced
;in numbers, and a comparative plenty. diffused, when

' On an absolute and a limited Monarchy, ¢ 4. - =
" 3 Louis said, Un roi fait Paumone cn depensant beaucoup, -
s Prés la dixieme partic du peuplé est rendue d mendicité.
Dixme Royale, p. 4.—This is just thé amount of tlie‘ 'podr*zit
Berlin, according to Mirabeau, ‘Histoire Secrete, &c. tom, It

. 826. o , o
+ Pastoret, Loix Pénales, partie ii. p. 83, ‘Valazé, .p. 308.—
Ann, Register, 1771, p. 67. 3 Loix Pénales, p: 218.

-
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the population increased : and certain it is, that poor

laws had no operation cither -way in paupclmnn or'

relieving the I'rench peoplo'

The poor increased and increase in Irelan(l where
no poor laws exist deserving the name.—They did
increase frightfully in Scotland, where poor laws simi-
- lar to those originally enacted in Ingland prevailed *,

' The small npproﬂchcs to poor laws, I need scarcely men-

tion ; yet I may say, that Turgot gave Instructions in respect of

the poor :—First, to supply those who can work with the means
of employmcnt ;—Secondly, that gratuitous support should only
be given'to those who could not work., Provision for this pur-
pose, cither by self-assessment, or a tax ¢ sur tous les cotises
& proportion de leurs facultés, et d'en former une espdce de réle.”
Turgot des'Bureaux de Charité: (Euvres, tom, v, !

¢ Hundreds of writers and talkers aflirm there ore no poor
laws in Scotland; as my Lord Lwerpoo] the Prime Minister, on
the 18th of May 1822, The fact is, that every movement in
England had a sympathetic operation in Scotland. The consti-
tutional change under Leicester was probably followed in Scot-

land in the reign of Alexander the Second. Regiam Majestatem,

P- 828. The suppression of monasteries and nunneries, amount-
ing to 143, beside the houses of St. John and the Templars
(first Edin, Rev. in 1755, p. 82), followed the suppression of
624 of the same conventicles in’ Eng]and —The coincidence of
the systems of the two countries is striking. In 1406 (Ander-
son’s Commerce, vol. ii, p. 11), it was ordained, ¢ That none shatl
beg but lame, sick, and impotent people, under a penalty on the
maglstrates suffering any others to beg.” This was contemporary
to the reign of the English Henry the Fourth, In 1424 (Burns's
Historical Disquisitions, &c. p, 54),' importunate beggars, who
shall be troublesome to their -lieges, shall be punished by the
sheriff, and find security. —By a law in 1449, they were to have
their ears nailed to the market-cross, be hanished, and, if they re-
turned, .to be hanged (Henry, Hist. England, b.v. ¢, 3. § 2).

In 1466, copper money was ceined in Scotland, ¢ four picces to
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Tletcher of Saltoun calcu]at(.d the beggars in ordinary
years at 200,000 ;. and when he wrote, shortly after
a scarcity, at doubl_c that nomber. This Mr. Burns

does not deny*; yet Mr. Burns, disparaging the pre-".

cacll penny, for the case of the King's heges, and for alms deeds
to be done to the poor folks” (Anderson's Commerce, vol. i,
p-643.)  In 1499 fishing was encouraged : ¢ Wherefore on ac-™
count of the great advantage which thereby might be had; and.
to cause idle men and vagabonds to Iabour for their living.” .
(fbid, vol. . p.731 ) In1503, the law of 1406 was .confirmed.

(Ibid, vol. ii. p. 11.) In 1579, poor persons begging, in their
own parishes, were to be punished as vagabonds, * (Burns, &e.-
p. 266.) So far the poor lawa in Scotland and England did not:
differ. matcrml!y, and they were almost equally inconsistent. But
the inconsistency in respect to the Scotch laws ceased with'the
Union;" the confusion by the new laws not affecting or’ apply-.
ing to Scotland, (Burns, &c. p. 68.) Forinstance: the law of
seltlement is simple in Scotland. It.was at first determined by -
seven years' residence, which was afterwards reduced to three
years, (Burns, &c. pp. 22 and 52,) Removals are unknown, The
Scottish artizan may change his abode and his trade as he pleasés,

.and common begging is not punished as a crime. (Burns, &e,-

p.22) The Scotch system regards only tlie poor and the' im-

potent of the district. (Burns,&c. p. 68.) In Scotland the con--

cerns of the poor .do not develve on strangers or hirelings,
(Burns, &c. p. 25.) 'Therefore ordér and economy are preserved ;-
and the poor.ave generally relieved and prouded with work at-
their own houses. In England, the resort is the common work-
house; the regular and occasional poor are distinguished., In
Scotlnnd from 10!, to 501, are distributed over a populatnon of
1000 ; in England, from 500/ to 1500/, - '

! He says, however, * The beggars were strangers, gypseys,

fortune-tellers, 1mpostms from Ireland, England, and’ the Con--

tinent.” What in God’s namne could make Scotland a rendezvous.

for the stragglers of all nations in this age, and during ascarcity ?
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sent time, says, that previously to the 18th century.
assessments were hardly kiown in’ Scotland,—that
hitherto. the poor possessed a suferetreat in the moral
© feelings and benevolent habits of a Clivistian people?,
Mr. Burns rvepeatedly refers with asperity  the
rapid growth of pauperism to ‘manufactures of all
kinds*:” and he- calls ¢ lavge citics, those nests of
poverty and wretcheduess 3. Yet this writer, go im-
bittered ' agdinst manufactures, cities, and people,
(after admitting that the population returns of 1811
vere tuch less than tlie actual amount, and that the
population of Paisley stated at 19,936 should have
been. 37,216,) acknowledges: that out of the 37,216
“people in Paisley there are only 259 paupers; of
whicly number, 203 are ubove GO years of age: and
that of those classed under 50 ycars old, nine-tenths

of them labour under niental: derangement or bodily

L

'\ Historlcal Disquisitions, &, p. 128, We find' how very

operative-these feelings were, by Fletcher's account jusF quoted,
These Cliristian feelihgs, by a passage in' Mis Burns, wer not

very forward,. generally speaking: p..130, And he also says,
that in- 1742 the inhabitants of the parish of Jedburg were

obliged-to assess themselves; in:order to obtain the contiibuliohs

of absent proprietors, p. 149. See also p.110. 295,
* pages 137,.138)

.3 p.:182;. How very "different- was Cicero’s: notion] ¢« Tuin'

agerincultus sine tecto, nunc est cultissimug cuin optimavillal"—

Mr. Burns would have all wild, feudal chiefs; and: the® deadly:

feuds—the good old time wlien' mar renit- was: known' in Scote

land (Stair's Institi p. 19);. and -wheén' witches were burhed.

Burns remarks' that: many' were buraed - in the 17th - century)
pe 266 . : :
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“weakness'.  This, then, is the dread total of the pau=

perizing eficcts of the poor laws in Paisley in Scot-
land. If s0, the poor laws may be accused of making
a few. men old, insane, and feeble. There:is.no-
grctitcr proof of the innocence of the poor laws, as
encouraging population, and thus increasing the poor,.
than the tables of the Paisley rates and paupers i—
The 1st of October, 1818°% the pensioners were G1
moles, of which 35 were past 70 years of age ;-—
198 femnles, of which 95 were 70 years old'; and of

the whole 198 females, 130 were widows, and 60 of.

themn had.not been married. The: evidence of Mr..
Burns—an unwilling witness—is important, in speak»-
ing of the interval from 1811 to 1818 :— On the
whole, the increase of our poor has not been so great as
the ratio of population would authorize us to expect.”

Another capital error in calculating the amount of
the poor is— that the increased poor are not contrasted
with the increased population : it is said that the po-
pulation in Edward the Third’s f'_éign , according to the
subsidy-roll, ampunted to.2,353,0003;. that in Queen
Elizabeth’s it amounted to 5,000,0004; in 1688, the
population is stated at 5,300,000 5, and the paupers
at 503,964.0; in 1785, with an increased population,

! Mr. Burns also says, that of the- 259 paupers or pensioners,
in Paisley, 198 are females, p. 394, The paupers in Glasgow are
almost all females, being 1036 to the whole number of 1182,

¢ Burns, p, 391, -

3 Ann, Register, 1801, p. 24. 4+ Ibid.

$ Month, Review, July 1816, p. 330. :

¢ Gregory King calculated them at 400,000—according to
Davenant, '




192

the patpers amounted to 818,851 5 in 1801, the po-
pulation amounted to 8,872,980, and the paupers
were considerable!; in 1811, the population amount-
ed to 10,150,615 ; and in 1821, to 11,977,663, Arc
the paupers, comparedwith the population, greater in
the last than in all tho former periods? Certainly
not—Then the assertion is false,

The poor laws tend to pauperize, but not as their
antagonists in the present argument insist ; they pau-
perize not by giving, but by abstracting from the peo-
ple’s wages under the show of relieving them: yet,
comparatively, the paupers have not increased in re-
spect to the increased population.

CHAPTER VI.

The portion of the poor. rales paid o the poor has not increased

considering the increased population, the depreciation of money,
* &c.—the labouririg people the only order whick has sustained itself

amidst excessive expenditure and distress. ' '
1 COME now to anothei vulgar error—the tremen-
dous increase of the poor rates.  Mr. Malthus2 con-
siders the poor laws an evil in comparison of whick
the national debt with all its magnitude of ferror is
of little moment. Lord Stanhope computed that in
1819 the poor rates exceeded ten millions, others
eleven; and Mr. Ricardo writes that ¢ while the pre-

! The paupers in 1803 amounted to 1,0-16,716.
* Population, vol. ii. p. 317. - N
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~sent laws are in force; it is quite;in the natural order of

things that the fund for the maintenante of the poor
should progressively incrcasc till it has absorbed all the
net revenug of the country.” Yet, has the increase of
the rates been progressive? No, neither parochially
nor nationally.  For along time after the institution
of the present pauper code, no poor rate was levied
in many parishes ', Again, how many instances are
there of the rates being reduced? The whole expense
of the poor in Llanferris in Derbyshire in 1719 was
55.; in 1740 it fell to 2s. 64, * In' the township of

“Leeds in 1818 the poor rates were réduced two shil-
‘lings in-the pound; in the parish of Woodbridge in
*Salop'the cxpense declined two-thirds; in the parish

of Brondwater the rates amounted to 3383/., and in

1820 to 1589/.; in Birmingham in 1820 the weekly

expense for maintaining the out-poor was 613/ 19s.
10d., in 1821 it fell to 878/ 13s. 11d. In Wiltshire?,
from 1813 to 1821 the poor-rates have fallen 62,942/
Neither has the increased expense of the poor been
progressive in those parts of Scotland where the poor
laws have been in operation, In Paisley the assess-
ments began in 1785 thence they have had time fully

' Sir T M, Edep, vol. iii, p. 889.—J. Aubrey said, ¢ There
were no rates for the poot in my grandfather’s days; but for
Kingston St. Michael (no small parish) the church-ale at

. Whitsuntide did the business.” Brand’s Popular Antiquities,

vol. i: p. 231. R S TR
¢ The amount of poor-rates collected in this county in the

. year 1821 was less by 62,942/, than in"the year 1813, or about

one-fourth ; and 84,7632, more than in'the year 1815.- From 1815
to 1818 they gradually increased; andl in 1819, 20, and 21, they

. have as gradually decreased. Devizes Gazette. -
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Mr. Burns afloxds the fol-

to develop their eftects.
“lowing table!:

Years. | o2

1807 . . .« . . . 1237
1818 . . . . . . . 1818
1814 . . . . . . . 10654
1815 . + « « + . 1252
1816 . . . . . . 13846
1817« . . v . 1237

He also states a similar table of years and expenscs
for Glasgow, adding, ¢ This shows the increase, not
from an inherent tendency in the thing itself, but
_chiefly from the circumstances of the times and the
_alternate changes from year to year2.” Neither have

the rates been progressive gencrally throughout the
~ kingdom.

The poor-rates by computation amounted—
In1660 . . . . to £665,3623

1673 . . . . 840,000 4
1676 . . . . 608,333%
1677 . . . 700,000 6
1698 . . 819,0007
1748 '

17493 annual average (90,0008

1750

1 Burns's Hist, Disqu. pp. 165, 332, ? page 164
-3 Davenant’s Works, vol.i. p. 41,
4 Harl. Misc. vol. viii. p. 60: the writer says 70,000/, a month.
> Andrew Yarranton in Eden, vol. i. p, 196,
¢ Richard Haines, in ditto, p. 194,

7 R, Dunning, in ditto, p. 249.

* Report on the Poor Laws.

“as 690,000/, exceed 665,362/.;

‘Mark the exposition of this fact.
~Eastwood &,
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Thus for ninety years aud longer, the rates, if such
calculations can be trusted, were nearly the same.
To continue the enumeration;

In 1774 . ... . £3,000,000!

1776 . . . . . 1,720,000

1783 t |
17843 annual average 2,000,000

1785 - |

1803 . . . . . 5038205

- 1809 . . ... . 7,000,000
1813 . . . . . 6,676,105
;1814 . . . . . 6,294,583
1815 . . . . . 5,418,845
1816 . . . . . 5,724,840
co1817 o e 6,910,926
, 1818 . . « . . 7,870,804
1819 . . . . . 7,516,705
1820 . . . . . 7,330,256
1821 . . . 695,249

I have remarked that it appears by this statement
that from 1660 to 1750 the poor-rates increased only
that at the time of
the American war the poor-rates increased conside-
rably; and that in consequence of the late war they

.advanced in some measure accmdmo‘ to its extent

and- duration, What was the cause? Certainly not
the poor-laws, but the enhanced price of necessaries.
In the parish of

1 Ann, Register, 1775, p. 81. * Burns, p. 439,
042
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Years, Ordinary Poor. Exlmelltl_iture."
A ]793 et e ' 24‘ e e . £ 74.‘
]811 e " :o' 48. e . 253

If the ‘maintenance of the poor had pot greatly in-
creased,’ the“expense in 1811 congpgrp'(l with 1793
should have been 148/, instead of 258/ Continuing
the coniparative ‘calculation, with the. chavges in the
charity_ work-house in Edinburgh, the ‘account runs
thllS_: [ o v a el vl

'"Years. © " Poor.’ 'E;;p'cndituro.
1812 .. -, "1402 .. " £1598
‘1818 . . . (1501, . L1778
‘1814 %, -, -, *1740-. . . 8078
“ig15 2 . 0 -17520. -4 . 8807
18167, . v. 17750, . 4812
1817 18814 . "o -4965
P S
“Here then the incrcase of the poor in 1817 ex-
ceeded) that;of 1812 about a third;; but the expense
- was more than trebled, ‘Now tl}osg'excesscs' of ex-
pense”in ‘the, management of equal numbers of poor,
_even in thrifty Scotland, is considerably greater thdn
the excessive charge of the whole poor in' England
from 1793°to 1817, even if we should ‘not tuke into
-the estimate the increased population. - .

" Try thé increase of the poor rates by anotliercoin-
- parative increased expense. By a Report-of thi¢ Com-
““mittee on the Poor Laws in 1820, it appears that the
 sums expended for purposes foreign  to 'the ‘relief of

the poor (as church-rate, county-rate, highway-rate,

~ law expenses, on removals, to assisting overseers, for.

erecting and repairing workhouses, &c.) increased'sfill
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"ﬁ:orc largely than the bona fide ex penditure on account:, ’

of the poor; and by the last Report.of a similar Gom-
mittee in 1822, it appears that while the expenses.for
the poor had diminished," all otlicr: cxpenses; had; in-
creased.  Yet the Edinburgh Review insists, ; that
« the ‘evil.is ‘rapidly and uniforinly. progressive;” and
(his,: thotigh in the same’article and in-the next:page
itis stated ¢ the number ‘of paupers relicved in 1813
was 971,913 ;:in 1814, 953,995 ; in 1815, 894,973,
which declining numbers are accompanied with a cor-
responding decline in the amount of the asséssments,

Then " the poor have not increased in résl')'e'ct"':t'o‘
the increased population’; they have not uniformly’
increased relatively or absolutely; nor has the expénse’
of their support uniformly advanced, thoughi the sums
charged in the rates, and for which the poor and’
people ard no way accountable; have increased and
are incredsing, " Sec the progress of one of those
items of extra.expense. In'1817 & Committee of
the House of Commons furnished. the. following pro-
portichate levies and expenditare: . 0

of England:and Wales, as.taken from'the: abstract laid before
Parliament in the year 1811, nppears to have been 10,150,615 ;
so that the number of persons relieved from the, poor-rates
appears to have‘been 9} in ecach 10 of the poﬁsz%tian. Edin. Rev.

No. Iviii. p. 500." - Such is the extraordinary-picture exhibited,

. on the highiest authority, of the richest, ‘the most industrious,

and most moral population that probably ever existed ;—more
than nine-tenths of its whole amount occasionally. subsisting on
public charity.”

i
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Assessments in -~ Whole sum raised,  Expended on the Poor,
1776 . . £1,720,316 . . £1,556,804
1783 R . ;

1784 . . 2,167,749 . . 2,004,238
1785Y ’ L
1808 . . 5,348,205 . .. - 4,267,965
1818 . 8,651,438 . . 6,079,654
1814 . . 8,892,790 . . |
1815 . . 7,068,999 . 5,421,108

‘Thus it appears that in the first period the expense

charged on the poor-rates for pur poscs not regarding

the poor was less than a tenth, and in the last bet\s een
athird and a fourth.

Compare the expenditure on the poor and the in-
crensed expenscof litigation connected with settlements,

In 1786 it amounted to £35,791
1805 190,072
1815 .. 5 287,000

And it has been said t_imt the expense of litigation
now amounts to 500,000/, annually 1,

Compare the increased paupers with the progrcssive
numbor of bankrupts.

In 1749 they amounted to 902

C 1797 864
1809 1100
1811 2000
1816 20993

* Mr, Scarlett’s Speech. Timcs, May 25, 1821,
* Ann, Reg. 1811, pp. 50, 271, 352. 3 Ibid, 181G, p. 352.
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Compul c the paupers with the increasing msolvcnts.

Years, - Insolvents,

In 1814 they amounted to' 63!
1815 71
1816 242
1817 290
1818 346

Aud let me add, that of ten millions for which the
insolvents failed, their creditors did not receive a half-
penny in the pound. Thus it appears that the labo-
rious, emphatically so, have resisted with the greatest
ability the pressure of times and events;’ and ‘that,
considering the extent of population, the comparative
reduction” of wages, which I shall notice hereafier ;
the monstrous fraud of paying as poor.rate what
should have been received as wages,  computed . by,
some’ at two millions2; the abuse and confusion of
the currency ;-the vicissitedes in trade and- commerce;

“the death and . abduction of fathers of families by

wars on sea and land with all the world; -the pro-
digious . taxation ; ‘and the :monopoly of the. prime
Necessary of lifc by the lords of -the spil; the -won-
der is, not that the rates have advance_(l ‘but that

"'V Morn. Chron; March 20, 1819.

® This was stated by Lord Castlelcagh' « This accounled in

a great measure, for the rapid rise in the amount of the poor-
rates from 1} to upwards of 7 millions, Ile was convinced that
in cases where 19s. or 20s. in the pound were paid for poor-
ratcs, 15s. of that woulkld be found to be wages paid in the shape
of poor-rates.” Lord Milton said nearly the same. Speech,
May 10, 1819,
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the peaple hiave subsisted . with so_small a drawbnck
amidst such aggravated and pr olongcd cnovmitics prac-
tised agamst them. . - ol

* »

CHAPTER VII

The poor-laws have not destroyed or impaired the spiril of the

people; on the contrary, their providence and enlerprisc have
mcrcascd with the difficullics of the times tmd ﬂmr memc. ,

YET has this cvcr—dunng, spmt been libelled by many.
M. Malthus as usual, - mlent in reviling the people,’
said, “The’ poon :laws are strongly caleulatedl to era-
dicate * the ‘spirit’ (of independence): they have suc-
cecded in part!;”—=and repeating the same opinion’
he concludési~“and in the end they will- probably
destroy it completelye »_ This was the cant when the

Malthusian reveries- were in great vogue, and excess

of people tormented the gossips in political econoniy;
as now excess of production, -This'absurd and deré:
gatory opitiion has often disfigured the pages ‘of the
Edinburgh Roview. -I shall quote only two passages
from the many recurring insults of the same cha-
racter—* The poor-laws, or their perversion, having
‘dlestroyed all_scruples in the minds of the. people
about receiving parish relief, they now calculate upon
this as a source of their support, and contract ‘mar-

riages in. the certainty” that thelr oﬂbprmo' \ull bc

R Population, vel, i, 2 Ibid. P 4-52.-
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provided for . *This most malevolent aspersion ‘the :
Ldinburgh- Review pronounced in 1816, In 1821:it .
declared, “Our whole reasoning is founded upon the
assumption that no system of laws was ever so com- .
pletely ealculated to destroy industry, foresight, and

cconomy in the poor.” Yet, amidst these dicta, dog-'
matically asserted, the Review with great good-nature

states facts in full refutation of this abuse of the

people, as follows: * There is no ground for suj-

posing; that'they (the poor-laws) have operated more
injurjously during the lust twenty-séven years than in.
any former period. It is ‘only during the present.
reign that friendly or benevolent societies, formed for-
the express purpose of preserving the members inde-.

! June 18616, p. 976. Mr, Curwcn improves on all these con-
demnations of the poor-laws as openly as he does the English
people: he says in his Travels,  The Irish peasantry, dependmg
solely on themselves and possessing the necessaries of life in a
much less proportion than falls to the share of those numerous
parties who receive parish relief in England, are in point of hap-
pincss vastly their superior,” Preface, p. 4. In his speech he
repeats the same; adding, after relating the korror and disgust
the Irish.and their habitations at first excite—* and yet the con-
versation and the conduct of the people indicate content and
even happiness; for they are mdependent they live by the fruits
of their own mdustry, and are never dssailed by the degrading
appcllatlon of pauper. * Their hearts are full of strong feeling

. and warm alf‘ectlons, and their wretched hovels are the seats of
open-henrted hospitality.” p,873. Mavn, Chron, Feb.21,1817.

“Itis true, few are more miserable, and none more kind,” Thus
they may rejoice the Divinity, according to the saying in the
Ile of Man—¢ When & poor man relicves another, God himself
Jaughs for j joy¢ but that their situation should diseredit the poor-
laws and the people of England, is insanity.
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pendent, and of avoiding tho necessity of: having re.
course to .assessments on the other classes of sociely,

have been introduced!.” With almost ‘cqual insult.

and incoherence the Select Committeo of thic 1louse

of Commons, in 18172, declared that the people were
idle and unthinking in- their conncctions, while: they.

stated, ““The occupicr-pays in the shape of poor-rato.
what should be more properly paid in wages.” -
. This vain lamentation, supposing that tho..nuthors‘
had not refuted themselves, assumes that charity pre-
cedes distress, and that men are wretched "because
they are relicved.  All this I have answered b)f tablgs
of marriages, of births, of the prices of neccssaries and
of rates; in fact, increascd rates prove rcdupllfl‘\le
miscry, redoubled rates quadiupled distress. “'10
weavers in Glasgow in 1803 had 25s. a week; jn
1812 and 1813 their wages declined considerably;
in 1816 they fell to 10s.; -in 1819 they sunk: to 5.
and 5s. 64.3 Mr. A, Buchanan, partner in the house
of Messrs. J. Finlay, also stated, that tho c'dt'tt_).n-'
spinners have nearly as little wages as they oan live
on: and yet for this pittance (and some of their wages
were as low as 25, a week) they worked for 12, 13,
14, and even 15 hours a day.
So in Birmingham, in the first four months of 1820
the assessment amounted to more than 10,000/ ; that
is, double the amount in the same period in 1816.
Yet during the cnhanced rates between 1818 and
1820, ‘the cattle slaughtered declined from 5147 to

et

-1 January 1820, p. 158. ¢ Ann, Register, 1817, - 265.
* Morn, Chron, December 10, 1819, -
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27831; othier avlticles consumed byithe lower and!
middle ofders were reduced - third: ‘yet part! of this
reduced consumption was effected’ by micans of a cre-
dit ruinous! to the ‘scllers. ‘Besides, Janics Busby 2
(overseer-of the poor of Birmingham) -said ‘that in
1820 many thousands were -in a state of starvation.’
If the poor-laws are destructive of independenee and’
thrift, what must have become of the British public? As
the present poor-laws have continued for two or three
centuries, the people must, under such inveterate mis-
chicf, have long since sunk paralysed and reprobate,
while the whole revenue of the state had been diverted
into the paupers’ fund.  And yet what is the case P~
That from 1660 to about the period of the American
war, the poor-rates were nearly of the same amnount;
and that when the prices of necessaries increased, the
augmented rates bore no proportion to the pressurc
of the time, and the calamitous demand for assistance
from the other orders, © And inorcover, as the distress
and difficulty increased, the people—the libelled peo-
ple—rose to meet the cvils with recruited encrgy.
Thus in 1812 the numbers of friendly socicties in
England and Wales amounted to 704,3503; in 1813,

' Morn. Chron, Sept. 18, 1820,

* Ibid, January 22, 1521,

* This sort of insurance against adversity is not peculiar to
the present time, nor to this country, The same socicties have
long been established in Barcelona (Townsend, Travels, vol. i.
p8LY} The friendly socicties are in bad odour. A lcarncd
counsellor at Manchester said, that ¢ all socictics, whether be-
nefit societics or otherwise, were only cloaks for the people of
England to conspire against the state, and they all must be put
down,”
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