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THE INQUIRY.

PART L
PETWORTIH—WESTHAMPNEFI—DROXFORD.

"The cOMPLAINTS agaiust the working of the new system of the
administration of reliel to the poor, as producegl in the evidence
of labourers, farmers, clergymen, and others, resident within the
Unions of Petworth, Westhampmett, and Droxford, have been
classificd by us, and reduced to the following heads :—

$ 1. ALLowances To Apti-nonen Lanovuers—their

discontinuance, including the withliolding ol relicf

in the shape of parish cmploy.

§ 2. Casks oy Limererxcy—allegations of neglect in,
and the alleged general difliculty of obtaining
relicf.

AMipican Assistance to 71 Qur-poor Poor—
alleged insufliciency.

[P
o

§ 4. Tur Acrp ANp InFinM—alleged neglect.

§ 5. T'ur Worknouse—loss of liberty in—separation of
sexes, and of children from adults—dict—the sick
—funerals,

§ 6. Boarps or Guanpians—that a discretionary power
is wanted—that the poor have no tribunal to
appeal fo—that publicity is wanted.

CentraL Boarp—that their orders are imperative,
and not adapted to local circumstances—that their
control is unnecessary.

It is our Intenfion in this P’art, to follow out, in the order

liere given, the complaints against the new system, whether deve-
loped in general allegations or in particular examples.

g

R s m il e appim m and e s B

A o 4 Ak, e e e o, e 0 8 e 3 Bt Ry

£ bac i

ol Ars | bt BB

(29 )

§ 1. Artowaxces 10 Avtk-nopiep Lasounins — their
discontinnance, including the withholding of reliel
in the shape of parish enploy.

In the Second Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners,
dated 17th August, 1836, the following passage occurs, on the
subject of withholding out-door relief to able-bodied Iabourers :—

“ Tn the Poor Law Amendment Bill, as first submitted to the con-
sideration of Parliament, a clause was inserted which directed that all
relief 1o uble-bodied paupers out of a workhouse should cease on the
15t of July, 1835, In the progress of the Bill through Parliament this
clause was withdrawn, and the Commissioners were charged with the
importunt duly of fixing the time when in cach Union that provision
(which formed the first recommendation of the Commissioners of Poor
Law Inquiry, and is, in fact, the main abject of the Poor Law Amend-
ment Act) should tuke eflect.

“ We have not ceased 1o bear in mind this very important part of our
functions, and we have carefully watched the progress made in the dis-
tricts first formed inte Unions, for the purpose of ascertaining at what
time and (o what extent the provision might be enforced in them. 'To
many persons it may, we fear, be a matter of surprise as well as of
vegret, that we have as yet applied the rule prolibiting out-deor relief
{o the able-bodied only to a very limited extent ; althouglh some Unions
anticipated our wishes, nnd of their own authority withheld all reliel ont
of the workhouse 1o uble-bodied paupers.  With respect to other rural
Unions, the order has, after investigation aud report by our Assistant
Commissioners, been issued by ourselves. Several of the best managed
Unions in Xent aund Sussex, and in Berks, Oxford, and Gloucestershire,
were evidently in a state to admit of this regulation when applied to
able-bodied male paupers only 3 and availing ourselves of the season of
lite vear, and other favourable eircumstances, we deemed it expedient
to apply the rule in question successively to the following Unions :
¢ In Sussex, eighteen 3 namely,

Westhampnett, Newhaven, Lewes,
Westhourne, Battle, East Grinstead,
Midhurst, Hailsham, Cuckfield,
Thakeham, Uckfield, Chailey,
LZastbourne, ITorsham, Ticehurst,
West Firle, Peiworth, Hastings.

The Report then recites the names of Unions in other counties,
making in all G4.

*“ It is satisfuctory o us to be able to state, that objections to the
carrying of the rule into effect have been raised in three Unions only ;
namely, in Petworth, Uckfield, and Ticchurst.

“No doubt can be entertained (hat it was the deliberate intention of
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30 The Parish and the Union,

Tarliament, in finming the Poor Law Amendment Acty that all eut-
door relief to the able-bodied shoull cense ot the earliest perviod that it
could safely, and with propriety, be put an end to 5 and the question
which we have successively to decide as to cach Union is, ¢ Whether
this time may be fuirly deemed to have arrived ?° And os (he work-
houses are sufticient for the paupers with respect to whom the diticulty
is said to oceur, in the three lastannmed Unions, what time less on-
favourable than the present can be expected to arrive for carrying into
effect the undoubted purpose of the Legislature?  Our adhevence,
therefore, to the rule which we huve issued, though in some measure
at varinnce with the opluions and wishes of the Guavdinns of these

Unions, will, we trust, be deemed consistent with the strict line of our

duty.”

Out of 64 Unions in which this most salutary rule, the corner-
stone of the Poor Law Amendiment Act, has heen applied, objee-
tions have been raised against the rude from three Unions only—
three of the most pauperized districts of one of the most pauperized
counties in England.  In the instance of two out of these thive
Unions, the case of the objectors is fully and fairly before the
public in the evidence on the veeent inquiry.  The opposition to
the rule, and the evasion of the rale, which took place in the Pet-
worth Union, in great measure produced the mquiry; and we
think that it is a subject of sincere congrafulation to the lovers of
truth, that the prejudices and the fallacies which produced the
opposition and the evasion, have heen completely examined ; and,
as it appears to us, put down {or ever.

The Rev. Mr. Sockett's opinion as to the injury to the able-
bodied labourers in the parish of Petworth, is as follows :—

“ My general impression is, that in the way in which it (the Poor
Law Amendment) has been administered in the Petworth Union, it

has been very injurions to the deserving labouring man with a large.

family.”—T[Y.]

“ With respect to the lubonring man with a wife and a large family,
even mercifully as it has been administered in the Petworth Union, it
lias produced a great deal of misery.”>—[4.]

“ In what respeet do you think it has produced a great deal of
mmisery ?—A\ labouring man at the present wages, the out-door relief
being taken offy cannot keep his family in anything beyomd bread s in
many instances he has been obliged to cease to keep his pig, which is a
great, support to a labourer, amnd in few instances can he at all pay
rent.”—[10.]

“ Upon the whole, do you consider that there has heen a reduction
of the poor-rate, but a great additional misery to the poor ?—I say de-
cidedly, to a labouring man with a large family 3 that is the ground 1
take most decidedly. T have thought over my parish very carvefully,

and I have thought over the case of a number of labouring men whom
I know, and 1 cannot think of one who is benefited, and 1 can think of
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. Allowances to able-hodied Labourers. 31
many who are injured.  Ispeak of a labouring man with o large
fumily; T confine mysell to that.”—{107.]

Mr. Fourd, an inhabitaut of Petworth, and a member of the
Hoard of Guardians there, is of the same opinion with Mr.
Sockelt :—

« Will you stafe fo the Commiltee generally your impression of
what has Deen the effeet of the administeation of the new poor-law at
Petworth 7-—I{ has been very injurions to men with large fumilies;
very oppressive, T might have said.

S In what respeets?—I consider that five children and upwards
cannol be supported at the price of corn now by o man’s carningsof 9s,
or 105, o week?— [345;6.]

« Will you state the effeet that you think has been produced by the
denial of this out-door relief ?—The effeet npon the men with large
fumilies of five children and upwards has been, that they cannot pay
their rents s they are nuked, and almost in a state of starvation.

“ \What waees then are they taking -—"Ten shillings is the highest
weekly wages,’—[471-2.

My Suclrett is of opinion that for the prevention of these evils,
the ont=cloor relief to the able-bodied should have heen taken off
by degrees, and according to circumstances. The opinion of Mr.
Filis, Vice-Chairman of the Board of Guardians, is more ex-
Picit :—

“Is your suggestion, with regard to this out-door velief, that it
should be administered by a scale in proportion to the number of chil-
dren ?—Every individual case, T should faney, the board should take
into consideration ; what o man’s wages arc; if’ there are any other
advantages that he has; and then they would consider what n.nmber
of ehildren he could keep, giving him an allowauce for the remainder,

“ Then vou would consider it advisable to continue the old system,
putting preminm on the number of children ?—For a period only.

“ Far how long P—1t is impossible to say for how long 3 but if’ the
thing were to go on more gently, T think the Act would come info
efleel without the labourer fecling so mueh as he dees at the present
moment.”—[1770-2.] . )

It is a remarkable fact connected with the administration of
the Poor Taw Amendment Act in the Petwortli Union, that
since the issuing of the order of the Conunissioners for \'vi.thhol(l—
ing ont-door relief from the able-bodied, .lhe local Emt.horltms have
used every means within their power, direet and mdireet, to con-
fimie the okl system of allowances, regulated by seales of the
munber of children compared with wages,  In several instances
the Petworth Board of Guardians have been in corrcs]}ond(‘ncc
with the Poor Law Commissioners upon these subjects; m others
they have acted upon their own responsibility. - ‘The following 1s
an extiact of a letter from their Secretary to the Petworth Board,

dated 22nd November, 1836 :—
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« The Poor Law Commissioners for England and Wales have under
their consideration your letter of the 17th instant, stating that there
are several able-bDodied labourers in the Petworth Unjon who, on ae-
count of their large fumilics, and being out of employment for n short
interval previous to coppice-cutting, wve considered by the Boawd ol
Guardians as being in urgent necessity, on which ground they have
ordered them out-door relielin kind, A list of those labourers so relieved,
with two gallons of tlour each, accompanicd your letter, The Commis-
stoners are satisfied of the right intentions of the Boavd of Guardians
in so ordering relief to those individnals ; but they canmot consider such
cases as coming fairly within the designation of ¢ cases of emergencyy’
whiclt would alone justily the administration of out-door relief. I all
masters were to discharge their labourers nt each short interval be-
tween the usnal periods of agricultural employment, and if the Union
was then to offord support to such labourers, it would, in fact, be
a revival of the old practice of relief in aid of wages, amd would
effeetually prevent that naturaladaptation of earnings to the nmount ne-
cessary for the labourer’s support, which will otherwise take pluce, and
which will sccure an adequate supply of labour for the master, as well as
an adequate maintenance for the labourer throughout the whole year.”

- "The Union, however, vequired more ample powers on this head,
and memorialized the Commissioners.  "The following 15 an ex-
tract from the answer to the memorvial :—

¢ The Commissioners observe, with wuch satisfuction, the assurance
in {he eighth paragraph of the memorial, that the right prayed for, of
araniing relief to the able-bodied in certain cases, would be sparingly
exercised in favour of a few lionest and industrions labourers having
large families of small children, and the Commissioners have no reason
to doubt that this assurance would be kept in view by the Pelworth
Guardians.  Still, however, as all rules issued by the Commissioners
must be susceptible of general application, it {s quite certain that it o
power were so given to relieve such able-bodied labourers, it would,
at no distant period, virtually become a power to relieve all able-bodied
labourers; and thus would be perpetuated that practice heretolore so
prevalent in Sussex, of paying wages out of the poor-rates, which has
Deen the fruitful source of such vast mischief to all clusses, proprictors
as well as labourers, and which it is the main object of the Poor Law
Amendment Act to remedy.”

The deprecation of the practice of “ paying wages out of the

poor-rates” was not, of course, agreeable to the farmers of Pet-
worth, This was ¢ the sin which easily beset” them. The

mode in which they applied themselves to get rid of he imperti-
nent interference of the Commissioners, and sccure their darline
¢ Juxury of doing good,” was at least ingenious, if not new—it was
by the old machinery of the parish gravel-pit, not in direct
alliance with the Umon Board of Guardians, but in amiable
The « Board” and the “ way-

sympathy with their exertions.
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warden” entered into a loving partnership; they were ¢ twin
cherries on ene stalk.”  The process is triumphantly deseribed
by u member of the Board, My, James 1Moard ;

“ Iimself tho great oviginal he draws,”

« What has been the effect of the operation of the law upon the
young single able-bodied men ?—We have had o great many emigrate,
and | think if none had emigrated we should have hod as many em-
ployed by the waywardens ns we ever had.

« Ifave you observed that the single men huve become more pro-
vident sinee the new luw P—No, T have not,

« What wages do they get from the pavishes, when working on the
highway ?—We employ nio single men in parish employment, very few
with one child 3 those with two children we employ. [ am myself way-
warden of the pavish.

« What wages do they get ?—A man with his wife and cne child
74 0 week.

« s that so now ?—Yes. A man with his wife and two children
8¢, 1 week, a man with his wife and three children 95,5 and if they
can get employment any day whatever, they go off and get the day’s
work, and return again if they cannot get any more: that is the way
we employ them,

« Paoes the parish, upon their returning from private employment,
immediately employ them upon the wages you have stated 7—When
they can only get one day’s work or two; it sometimes happens that
they get a day’s work in the town in gardening, and so on, and of
conrse we allow them to go off when they can get a day’s work.

“ The moment that the private employment ceases, then the parish
employs them at the wages you have stated 7—Yes, they come to the
waywarden, and suy that they have no food and no work, and the way-
warden gives them employment,

« ILas that been objected to by the Poor Law Commissioners —1
have not heard of it. I meueve Toe Poor Law Coxmyissioxkis
WAVE NOTHING TO DO WITIl THE WAYWARDEN.

« Yyu pay those wages from the highway-rate ?—Yes.

“ Do you give this parish employment o labourers indiscriminately,
guided only by the number of their families, without reference to their
characters or the destitution in which they may be supposed to be
placed 7—No; we employ those of wood characters, and some perhaps
uot so good when they ave in a state of starvation but I do not know
that T should set on a drunken man, or a man of known bad character,
of dissipated characler.

“ Are the men employed upon the highway absolutely wanted ?—
Perbhaps not the whole of them,”—[427—437.]

Causes and conscquences may, in some cases, be as readily
traced in the political body as i the physical. Intemperance
produces discase not more surely than false benevolence produces
poverty. ‘T'he result of all this struggle in Petworth to cling to
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L “ the good old times " of high rates, low wages, rcdun(h‘ml = the \‘}'?slhmnpm_‘ll Umlol_\, Il:u:'i deseribes the « general eniploy-
P! Jabour, and the parish gravel-pit, is sufliciently evident, The | ment” in the parvishes of his Unjon :
b return of My, Hawley in 1836 cexhibits a yemarkable contrast | “ In the pavishes of the Westhampuett Union, the change has been
i S ! in the numbers of unemployed poor in the Petworth Union, as most_extraordinary. Fhere is n very n]nt.crml civeumstance s to the :
L ] compared with other neighbouring Unions, at the same period 1 urish of Oviug, which is adjoining to Chichesters there were said to ,
: ' of the year.  In June 1836, 52 persons were ““mnplo.\'c(l in the e in that p:;rmh.llullim‘-c llw' formution (;f th;z hUmon, from 70 to ‘80 ] =
A Petworth Union, and only 57 in” 13 other Unions in the same {'t'rl-“"’l"f"l“"l"l: “':?;f-;u:;m(;;‘{i-:\:(l'lcltt:l;ill?l ":;l:h{’ )‘l'w""l:uil‘lut:i‘“: gf:;"“';l’tllls,
Lo district.  The ready aid of the waywarden may explain the jrre- rjatl‘ \ I:::t lwiltlmlutt thir l'cc::i.\.inrr uclm}:l iutmltl 1 The ralés)uf"\ :I:LO::urisll(: ik
e 1 ok Y er y W svatoent. —* “es, they ' L nity A e | Bl . - '
x gl"l‘”,'.')_ m ﬂlw “'Ul]‘l'l""_otii”:l”m f“ '-‘_ tem fon l\( i ht‘\, ("(l,'lm l(; i were exceedingly heavy 3 sinee thie. formation of the new Union, the ‘B
. ; the waywarden, at "'I.\ 1 "i".\ tave no ?“ and nowot e ‘I';'( rates are reduced, by w paper T have here, to a very great extent; g -
A | the wayw arden gives them employ ment."—Generons man s But tliere is not a single soul in that parish, as T am told by persons in it,
i e in the meauntime, whoe pays a great 1)11!1‘ of the wages of the em- ! out of employ, and Tam able to slate, from the information of persons
! " ] - T er gt H s . . i e . . " + .
‘. ployment ? “The labourers themselves. The gravel-pit keeps down of respectability in that parish, that there is not so much distress in the
; the wages at Petworth, while all avound Petworth the wages e parish, and that the people ave much better conducted than they were
'; rising. M. Sockett’s evidence not only gives us the fact, but it previously.”  [3202.] :
S gives us a reason for it:— - ‘I testimony of Mr. Raper is not unsupported. A clergy-
l |) “ Ilow are those wages as compared with the wages before the mian in tlns.Union, My, Tufinell, thus speaks to the influence of
15 R Union was begun?—I do not perceive that they ave sltered ot oll; the the gravel-pit:
; | 1 wages of the Pum man \\'lll! a large fann.l.y, I think, -;m: |‘mt 11!!01-1-(1 at “Is the umount of employment given by yourself, and by the
18 B | all, but th wages of Tllu: s,l"gk‘I mun without u fumily nre lowered by farmers about you, greater under this new Law than it was formerly?
1 | "1‘: operation of the New Toor Law. . —Yes; generally more men are employed on the ground now. T can
1 S ¢ JTow ure they lowered 7—DBecause, rather than go lo one of those
! : A ’ L

speak particularly: of those men that used to be in the gravel-pifs;
there is one parish particulmly, of the name of Oving, that used to
have n great number of men in the gravel-pit : those men are almost
all now cmployed upon the farms. My opinion upon that subject is,
at least T know it, that a farmer used to go to the pit and order a man
to come to him, to work for him, and it it was wet in the morning he
sont the man in the afternoon into the parish pit again.  In conse-

new poor-houses, 1 could have an able=bodied man of 20 years.of ngre

: work for me at from 9d. to 1s. a day.

- ¢ What did e do before the New Poor Law ?—Before, they would

‘ not readily work for those wages.

L ¢ What did they do if they did not work ?7—That I cannot exaclly
P tell; but I know that we can have labourers, single men, at a lower

o y an we use e —18— \ . : \
! rate than we used to have”—[13—16.] : quence of there being a place for the masters to go {o for those men,
2 The new Poor Law, according to Mpy, Sockelt, has depressed ::l(l)c) always l\IIIC\\ i\lshcl:l} to I|.mll {nenl :]\{t hultll an lmur]s -“ulhlu’ zmdlilu,
i b wawes at Petworth—it has lowered the rafes, and it has lowered nsequence was, (hat they would not keep HIei CIPOYeS onger than .
\ oo ho wages! Now if there was a cause operating upon the labour : they wanted them ; now tiiey keep those men in cousequence of know-
! P “o as & cause operaling il - ; ing that they cannot find a man immediately when they do want him,

market at Petworth, which was not in operation in the surround-
: ing district, the probability is that the cffect produced at Pet-
c worth would be derived from what constituted its peculiarity. In

and they give them constant employment upon the ground.”’—[14,501.]

Mr. Raper, with reference to the absorption of labour at
Oving, subsequently said:

ao the neighbouring Union of Westhampneti. there is no clever way-
e ] 134 H T . .-
RS warden to } The question has been frequently asked, * Where are these men e
; _ | wone to?' and i inguiry were made for any of them, it was only to il SO
¢ - . o R ' o JHH) * . ', 3 H
g “ Da good by stealth, and blush to find it fame ;°— ; put your finger on them; they are not gone from the neighbourhood. L.
e, . . . i G e arn 3 , oo P ,- . — {or- i R
S there are no relaxations of the rule for denying out-door relief {o 5 * They are in employ, and earning their own maintenance >—Cer i
LIS the able-bodied, under filty pretences; and in spite of the agi- tuinly.” ~ [3260, 3261.] s
S tation, the Union of Droxford is equally free from their bene- In the Union of Drosford the effects of the new system are ; 1
i 4 . N R | Ty . . ope HE
o volent interferences. Let us hear evidence from these Unions nol difterent from those of Westhamypnett, though they are dif- i
) . . . v . - i1,
l _l} on the subjects of labour and wages :—and first of labour :— ferent from those of Petworth. Mr. Stares, the chairman of the il Y.
| I Mr. Raper, the intelligent clerk to the Board of Guardians of Droxford Board of Guardians, gives the following evidence:: g ;-
N I } D2 1| S
| I : !
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36 The Parish and the Union.

“In your own parish of Droxford, do you remember the number of
labourers that were, before the law was introduced, out of cmploy-
ment ?—I cannot speak to that; we had not so many as neighbouring
parishes had out of employment.

* Were there muny persons in the parish of Droxford owt of employ-
ment ?—T'wenty, or more sometimes, but I cannot speak to the number,

“ What was done with those labourers so unemployed ?—'"They were
put upon the roads,

“ What is the case now 7—\We have none upon the roads,

“ Are there people out of work now ?—I do not know of any.

“ Are they employed generally within the parish 2—Yes, generally,
I think.

“ Huve many of them left the parish in quest of work elsewhere 72—
Very few that I know; aud if you were to ask me, 1 could not name
one,

“* You believe that, whereas before the law was infroduced, there
were from 20 to 80 able-bodied lubourers in your parish unemployed,
that now that number has been distributed among the oceupiers of
land in the parish, and that they ave all employed ?—[Cis so; they are
all employed.”  [7602—7609.]

Aud nest ol wages, as far as regards the Petworth systen.
We first take the evidence of Mr. TTawley, the assistant Poor
Law Commissioner :—

“ You state that all able-bodied labourers carn 10s., and in the east-
ern part of the county frequently ns high as 13s. Gd. per week; is
your memory correct upon those points 7—Yes, it is,

 Ave you not aware that the wages of single able-bodied men are at
this very time, in several parts of Sussex, so low as 6s. and even 5s. a
week P—I heard it stated by one of the witnesses.

“ You did not know it before ?—No.

“ Do you dispute it —No, certainly not 5 I think it is very likely to
happen when the paupers are put upon the road, that that would have
the effect of diminishing the wages iu that way.

“ Some of the guardians stated that they employed persons at 9d. a
day ?~—Yes, and my opinion is that if those men were not einployed on
the roads, no employer of agricultural labourers would be able to take a
Inbourer at the price of 9d. a duy. -

“ In paragraph 14 (of Mr. Hawley’s Report), you say that *the
farmers, in consequence of savings efiected by reductions of pour-raies,
have been able to employ u greater number of labourers, aud to requile
their services with greater liberality,” and you have mentioned to-day
that wages have advanced ; will you mention how much ?—A shilling,
and 2s. in some places,

“Will you state where the wages have advanced 2s. ?-—1 would
mention an instance which the clerk of the Hevsham Union told me,
that the wages in the parish of Tficll have been raised 25, a week.”—
[1194—1200.]
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‘The opiniens of Mr. Wooldridge, of the Droxford Union, a
« practical man,” are quite decided, not only upon the subject of
labour and wages, but as to the inereased cmp]()).'mcnt. of children,
the increased industry of the labourers, and the increased rewards
of industry, according to (.lvgruos. of skill ;}ml exertion.  ‘These
points we shall have to notice again and again :—

“ What js your opinion, generally, of the effeet of the alteration of
the law with reference to the condition of the poor #—>My opinion is,
that they are better ol at present than they were before. In the parish
where I reside I was overseer a long time ; I had the prineipal manage-
ment of the parish previons to the commencement of this new Act.”—
[6594.]

Mr, Wooldridge then mentions the cases of several labourers
in his own employ, whose wages had been raised.  Henry Smith
had 8s. per week, he has now 1055 William Smith, who had
formerly 7s., has now Os.; Jolm Lane, 10s.  "The witness adds—

“ 'This is o man I would not have employed at all previously to the
introduction of the new system ; he was not worth any thing ; he was
nlways at work upon the roads,

* Why were you induced to take him into your employ 2—Through
the new Poor Law coming into operation : his wife came to me, and cried
very much, and said that she and ber family would be all sturved ; I
told her, that as soon as her husbund was ready to work, we should be
very willing and anxious (o tuke him on 5 he came (o me the next morn-
ing and told me that he wonld be anxious to do what he could for his
family, as he found he must support them,

“ What had been the conduct of this man before he came to you and
made this statement 7—1 e was always on the roads and did not care
to work for any body ; indeed his character on the roads always pre-
vented his having auny situation whatever.

* 'Then the eftect of the New Poor Law upon this man was to make
him feel the necessily of his exertiug himself, in order to support his
family 2—It was so.

“ And in consequence of his coming lo you, you took him info your
employ 7—Yes.

“ What has been his conduct since he has come to you?—Very inuch
better ; I huve been satisfied with it.”’—[6603—6608.]

Jolm Lane, however, does not receive so much in wages as he
did formerly upon the roads, and with allowances for children.
But hie recejves what he carns, and he sometimes has task work
at which he receives 125, But Jobn Lane has striven to relieve
himself from the burthen of his family, now the parish does not
support them,
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38 The Pavish and the Union,

“ Are ony of his children employed ?—"Three of the dunglilers have
not services,

“ Were those three children formerly dependent upnn the parish pay ?
—Lntirely.

“ Were they entirely idle 2—Quite so,

“What arve thelr ages ?—1 cmot speall exactly to their ages; 1)
or 16,

“ Put, at all events, they are of an age to enable them (o e some-
(hing by thieir own labour 7--Yes 3 they hwve got places out.

“Firen Lane had an interest, while vou made him this kuge allow-
ance, to keep his cliildren at home and not o send them ot P —1e-
cidedly so,

“ Was it upon the withdeawal of this allowance per head, that he
made au ellort to put out his childhen 2—Tt was,

“ And npon making that cftort, he immedintely suceeeded in getting
out three P—XNot immediately 3 but he has succeeded.

“ Since the oul-door rvelief has been withdinwn, hie has got oul
three 7—Yes.

“ What do you consider his condition now; is he as well ofl’ as he
was before P—Quite  as well offy I should say, and  better,”?—
[6618~ 6625.]

John Lane was made an independent and skillul workman by
the dizcontinuance of the allowance system; and there ean he no
doubt, we think, which is the happier, the John Lane of 1834 or
of 1837. DBut the independent and skilful workman under the
old system was kept in subjection to the idle and chunsy allow-
anced man.  Upon this point Mv. Wooldridge well informs us i—

“ You say that your superior labourers used {o be discontented that
a comparatively idle man was equally well paid, or better paid than
themselves ?—'They userd.

“Are they not satisfied that an alteration has taken place in that vespedt, -

and that each man receives only according to his carnings ?—Yes.

* Do you find that to be the case with the superior class of Jabourers
in your parish, that they feel that the new law is doing justice between
labourer and labonrer, and paying men according to their deserts ?—VYes,

* Have you heard the man at the top of your list speak with satisfuc-
tion at the alteration that has taken place »~—1I have heard him laugh at
it, and say that they were obliged to work now, and conld not skull;hwuy
their time as they used to do.

“ And he appeared to be satisfied with the change 2—Yes.

“ What did he receive under the old law from the parish ?—Nothine
at all.” [6659—G4.] 2

The mun “at the top of the list” received “ nothing at all from

. ] - - * L]
the parish;” the «“ comparatively idle man was better paid.”  In
the words of old Harrison, the ¢ thriftless poor,” such as are here
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deseribed, ¢ do but lick the sweat from the true labourer’s
hrow.”

The Commissioners of Inquiry, in their Report, stated  the
prineiple of the rise off wages consequent upon the discontinuance
of parochial allowance :—

« Before the experiment was made it might fairly huve been anti-
cipated that the discontiniznee of puruchml. mlowance would cffect
little or no improvement in wages unless a similav change were made
in the neighbouring pavishes,  Whena considerable proportion of the
labonrers who had been entirely dependent upon the parish were
driven to rely on their own industry, it might have been anticipated
that the wages of the entive body of Tabourers within the pavish would
have been injuriously affected by their competition.  And this certainly
would have been the case if they had added nothing to the find out of
which their wages came,  That fund is, in fact, periodically c::nsumc’d
anel reproduced by the labourer, =1s§is§lc(l by the land and the f';u'l!wr 5
capita}, and, all other things remaming the same, the amount of that
fund, and consequently his share of it, or (.nhcr \\;urcls, the amount
of his wages, depends on his industry and skill,  1f all the lahourers
in a parish cease to work, they no longer produce any fund for their
own subsistence, and must either starve or be supported, ns they were
A single person who has no property
and is supperted without working, bears the same relation to the
labourers who do work as the parishioners of Cholesbury bove to the
neighbouring parishes, 1le is supported by a sort of rate in aid on
their industry.  1is conversion from a pauper, whelly or partially sup-
ported by the labour of others, into an independent labourer producing
Lis own subsistence, and in addition to that a profit to his employer, so
far from injuring his fellow-workmen, produces on them the same
effects us the enabling the inhabitants of .Clwlesbury to support them-
selves lias produced on the parishes which had to supply them with
rates in wid. ‘Phis has been perceived by some of our witnesses. A

farmer of considerable intelligence, who had resided in Cookham, and

observed the effects of the chauge in that parish, declared his conviction
that if such a change could be generally inlm'dupe(l the money sa}'ed
in poor’s-rates would almost immediately be paid in wages. The with-
drawal of relief in aid of wages appears to be succeeded by effects in

the following order:—First, the labourer becomes more steady and .

diligent ; next, the more efficient Iabour makes the return to the farmer’s
capital larger, and the consequent increase of !he.fund for the em-
ployment of labour enables awd induces the capitalist to give better
wages,”’

We proceed fo the complaints of the condition of the able-
bodied Jabourers in the Union of Droxrorp; which at least are

more speeific than those of Petworth. _
The Rey. Mr. Butler, curate of Soberton, stated that « a great
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40 The Parish and the Union.

deal of sulfering is entailed upon the able-bodied labourers and
their families™ m consequence of the rule prohibiting out-door
relief; that sufleving consisting, in his opinton, in un insufliciency
of food. IHe then proceeded to detail i number of ecases taken
from his own neighbourhood, in proof of the acenracy of his
opinion.  One of these cases was that of a man nawmed Benjamin
Wild, the featuves of which, as given by My, Butler, ave us fol-
lows :(—

** Benjomin Wild, with a wife and fony children, the eldest ten years
okl and the youngest sis months; vent 37, 1055 works for the patish
earns about Ss. a-week 3 that is, when lie is on the road he has 8¢, -
week s Lie dees not always get that, for his pay is stopped in wet wea-
ther; he is not working on the road ot this present time 3 but 1 am stat-
ing what he has done during the winter ; he hurt his arin, so that he is
not able to thresh, he can do all common farmers” work, hedging and
ditching, but he cannot 1ift his arm well over his head.

“ How did that accident happen 2—1 do not recollect,

Was it in the course of his work ?- [ eannot say, but it was not in
any thing disreputable to himsel'y he states that he © never suffered o
much as this winter; has had nothing but bread and potatoes many
days, only three-pennyworth of meat for five weeks 3 sold a capper cup
atd a cross-cut saw to get vietunls.!  He stated to me ¢ that his
children were erying for victuals, and he sold a cup to gel some pota-
toes; very bad off’ for clothess in debt 31 or 545 he applied to 1he
guardians, was not peemitted to see them s when lis wile was confined,
six months ago, he had to pay for the dector; he has not paid the doc-
tor, but he is in debt to the doctor. 1 would mention that, since [ have
Lieard of this man's distress, his eldest gir] runs of errands for me; 1 do
not exactly know what she has, it is settled by my wife.”  {5033—3.]

Such was the ease of suffering investizated by Mr. Butler; hut
it happened that one of the witnesses summeoened before the Coms-
mittee, Mr. Stares, the chairman of the Droxford Union, was more
intimately acquainted with its merits, and in reply to the inquiry
if he knew anything of Benjamin Wild, he stated that Wild's
employer told him some days ago, “that he was contimmally using
abusive languago, and that he might have been cwployed for him
at this moment, had not that been the ease.”

At a subsequent period of his examination, some questions
were again put to Mr. Stares as to his knowledge of the Wiklds.

“‘{Did Mr. Knight tell you what were the wages he had paid to Wil ?
—Yes.

What did he say was the amonni of wages lie
before he met with this accident ?—1Ie¢ onl
harvest.

“ What did he pay him a-week ?—Nine shillings a-week ;
for him (ill the wheat havvest was over; [ stated thut the m

paid him the last year
y worked for him up to
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an made use
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of very vulgar language to him, and in consequence he wlns ;llls?llsl'gtefli
though he might have gone on from that day to the end o t:.n' bcarl(: :
95, per day, or 125, per week, till the summer corn, that lS,l l‘(?ll i y
and oats, were collected together lle.uu.ght have rcmumf( “-I'I'-ltlmf
(il this day if he had not made nse of this .lu.nguag?, and t leI\u ¢ (()]0 ;
he said “The man really blvllztwcd s.lu ill at ’dlllcrcut times that T was de-

mined 1ot to put up with it any longer. .
lm‘l‘m\l\"(l:!;Ilw.tnm:mg.-; tlllc first clusg ol 1%’g1'1culturnl labourers before this
ime it 2—1 should say not.

“"'l'( ’\(’):;u"l(ntmw lllim yoursell, and do not consider him among t!l_e first-
classeil labourers 7—No, 1 think not; he is rplhcr advanced ;u llfr{‘.

¢ Yet Mr. Kniglt was willing to give him 12s. n-week P—Y es; al
(hot time he had finisted reaping 3 il he had not made “510\01] tl:at
linguage, Mr. Knight told me that he \\'uulfl have come into ll'(. 10u ei
and thut e wounld have had 125, a-week wnh_ his other labuu_lcrs. itl'l:’
that Tie would have kept him throngh the winter and to this hour.
[8100—05.] ‘

Another case bhrought 1'01'\\‘:1.1'(1 by Ml': Bnllgr was ‘.ll-mti ‘(l)l
“George Gregory, an able-bodied man, with a mf}: &ll'l'd SIX (':]n 1
dren; eldest sixteen years, a young man out of work ; wages, “Glc(l)l, ’
he works for a farmer, 9s., w]mu'on lhu: road, 8. rent 3. 1:13‘3 : .1
‘The ages of the second and third (.'hll(ll'?ll are 15 anldl ' [,“‘“]]1(-
the youngest child is three years old. Gregory stated t 1 (i
was out of work at intervals, since Mlchflolnms,.one, two, al'u
three weeks at @ time; once, when out o_t }\'91‘]{ for thrc‘e '\\ie’?l\s,
had one g:lllon of bread, but no other reliel’ from the Board.

“ Did he state whether he was oll'cr_cd the workhouse P—He due‘.:
not state that ; I vecollect thel wife ]t(i-llmg me she thonght she mus
¢ or er to go into the workhouse, .
('I‘!:I)I,lt“ll::tlll z(:r;.v.!ulinn of bread only given him 2—That was all the reliel

» had {v warish,
hL"h#lu:: (c)llt:] :1‘(‘; lkum\' that e had no money to buy any ?—1I do lno'l
know it ; but the probability is, that, with a large i:.nml_y u}:t. ‘-)]f ?]m-]iju)i
he bad not. e had a pig, bul was forced to sell it 5 it welg \t( a (_):1.
{hree score s the value is abont 10s, aseore 3 but he could 1'1?}] Iail,c!l Ii ‘1’
e way obliged to sell it before it had got to a proﬁlla‘ e.f“mg 1:
General weekly dict, three gallons and a h.nll' of flouy, or five, if no lpur
tatoes 3 not half' a pound of bulter since Michaclmas, nor one pound o
ngar e of ted < week s scarcely ever meat,  One child, on
sugar; one ounce of lea per week 5 s y at, One
roine (o service Jast year, had 10s, given by the ‘B()‘nd for clothes, '
Z«Ylad this man any potato-gronnd ?—I think he had rather a
lavger garden than many.”’—[3085-86.] L o

When My, Stares was under examination, mquiries were made
of him relative to Gregory's character ; he says a e

* George Gregory is a very bu_d clm,--.iclcr i I am (quile l:sufcilt' ltamzlu
faymer in my parish or in the parish of Soberton will employ that m
if he can get another.
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42 The Parish and the Union.

“What do you imagine fo be the reason why they would not give
him employment ?—Because he will never go home if he can help it
without taking something ;3 and one day Mr, Knight told me that he
lost a pair of hedging gloves. 1 have several times lost several working
tools, and my own men say, ¢ Oh, siv, 1 suppose Gregory has been
here again g that is his general character.”—[7679-50.]

Mr. Butler's want of knowledgo of the trae state of the partics
on whose statements he was depending is exhibited in other
cases besides Gregory's, though it was not so pointedly brought
liome to him,

“ Yaou stated that Gregory had aowile and six childven, the eldest 16
years of age; and you stated that he was a sample of o fair moral
characler 3 do you reecolleet that f~~Yes; 1 know nothing ngainst his
moral character. '

“ Do not you know that he is a notorjons thiel, and that no faviner
will employ him >—No, [ know ne such thing,

“You do nvot know that he has been convicted before My, Butler
of turnip-stealing ?~—No3 1 do not pledge myself’ that he has not been,
but if he has I do not know it,

Mr. Butler's epinions in reference to the operation of the poor-
law do not carry much weight with them, when it becontes known
on what grounds he builds his conclusions.  Fivery evil fo which
loss of character, insolence, and nnskilfulness subject mien, often
for their own veformation and as a lesson of improvement (o
others, is to be chargeable to the amended poor-law. Were this
therefore gencral, it would be absurd fo seek respect and good-
will by deceney of behaviour, superior diligence, or unvarying
honesty; and every one suflering the penaltics of a contrary
course would be ready to trace the penaltics, not to their real
causes, but to the law which relates—not o wages and character
—but to destitution and infirmity.

We have dwelt upon the differences produced in the working ol
the new system of poor-law upen persons of bad and doubtful
character as compared with those of unimpeachable reputation,
because, as society is constituted, such diflerences turn the scale
of success in every situation of life.  We are not amongst those
who think too hardly of * the vices of thie poor;” indeed, it a)-
pears to us wonderful, that with such a demoralizing influence at
work for years as that exercised by the old poor-laws, there is
any honesty, sobriety, or self-respeet left amongst a thoroughly-
pauperized population.  The sunccessful infroduction of the
new system, and the chauge which it has already effected in the
habits of the labourers and their families, is a most satisfactory
proof of the innate superiority of good to evil, when the good is
called forth by kindly associations. ‘I'he Rev. Mr. Brock, we

o d
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think, hins formed too low an oslimn!o of the characters of the la-
houring population. Tt was his ehject 1o deprecate too close a
serutiny info his 13 cases of desolation produced by the new poor-
laws 3 and he thus speaks ol his clients :—

“ Are they generally cases of persons of goorl character —1 sll{l(‘)ul(l
say persons of fuir moral character ; but U should wish to ".I-H]L ;lll
observation upon that subject, becanse I am \.\'cll ncqu_umtcd with llle
stute of agricultural Jubourers in my own parish. ond in some .ot llm:
adjoining pavishes 3 1 am perfectly aware of this, that it l. st‘.\tc ta.(,
cases of 19 labourers to this committee, who are in distress, there
ave persons who will endeavour to make out that they are not persons
of rood character, beeause there is such a scrutiny going on now l_ntp
the character of the lTabourers, that any offence is_raked up against
them, any (what we should eall) triffing offencr, of \\'nud-st‘cz.nhng, 1or
turnip-stealing, or of peaching, is sure to he h.mnght up against the
lnbonrer.  Fherefore, T will not pledge myself s to the honesty of
those men 3 but 1 think, generally speaking, they ave a fair sample of
naricnltural labourers, becanse ¥ feel cerlain that l]w members of the
committee ave not aware kot common dishonesfy is among the lower
clusses, or rather how very wncommon stricl honesty is_amony the
lowest clusses; 1 can state this with the greatest confidence.

We think it rather hard upon the “lower classes” that the
character of the entire labouring population should be sac‘l"lﬁg(f(:!
to the philanthivopie zeal of a minister of charity for the “ fail
morals of his favourite workhouse-swampers : and we trust that with
many, even of the poorest, \\'ood:sl.ualing., and t‘l‘:r:1!p-sitca?lm{,,lrf ml]ld’
poaching, are not considered ¢ trifling offences. .lho.:-_('r W l.ou:a. 3
know the puor, know how many of the higher virtues l"l]dll'_\l m-'
dividuals amongst them possess; and they further l_‘}lcl)\} how
much false legislation and jgnorant applications of mise rievous
Jaws have done for their corruption.  Let us vetrace our sieps.
The following ancedote is an enconragement:—

“ o you know any case where n person has had relu:f, and, so [ur
from being dissatisticd, expressed the opinion _thnt she received too‘much
reliel7—T Lave a case of that deseription written out. 'Murlha Mans-
bridge, wife, is 83; she had a son, bel'ol_'c she was nn‘\rrl‘od ln‘lheii' pl"c-
sent hnsband, by another hushand ; he is ten years of ag.e.. l.‘a ac 1as 'a
son eight, and another five ; the husband earns 9s. a-week 3 they 1e.ce|\c
for the cldest son, from thie parisly, 1s. 6d. ; total, 10+ Qd- She stated
to me that she had a nurse for five weeks, and the 11:11"1511 allowed _he.r
3s. 6d. to pay the murse with. She had a nurse for h\"c weeks nlten_-:
wards, at 1s. 64, 'The allowance to Mausbridge for 1wo months, per
week, was three pounds and a half of mutton and one gallon of 'lml¥<,
orsix pints of good porler: for two succeedn‘lg months, by ‘he: t?\ui
request, she had allowed one pound ad o half of meat per w cek, anc
half o eallon of milk. She said that she thought the allowance given

D H . . - W .
her was rather too liberal, and as she was not likely to recover for some
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1 HR L
il lime, as there was a good deal of private charity, she would have it at a Mr. .'l'?allwr stated to the CommiSSiO"“? of Inquiry (1833), Il
i reduced 1ate, that they might not be dissatisfied with the application,” : that « it is the study of bad paupers to deceive you all they can; ;
! i —[Rev. Mr. Cockerton, 954S8.] and as they study more their OWn cases than zm?’.mquiror can B
ol Whatever may be the difterences of opinion us to the positive study each of the whole mass of different cases which he has to A
?§1r§ 1 houesty of the great mass of the labouring population, there can inquire Into, Ehcy ave sure fo be successful in a greal many Vil g
i E be no doubt that a confirmed habit of pauperism was a confirmed instances.””  'I'he consequences of taking moral qualifications into

consideration in every case of relieving destitution—of sitting in
judgment upon men’s actions, which are pointed out by M,
Chadwick and the Rev. Mr. West, in another patt of this work,

habit of deceit.  The amount of the deception depended upon the
temperament and the knowledge of the person upon whom the
deceit was practised,  On one occasion, in the course of My

..,,k..,..‘

R [
I Brock’s inquiries, he was induced to en'ertain misgivings as to deserve to be referred to in connexion with this point.  Buf not s
i i the accuracy of his information. cml‘\l' 1;\ier(i;thu l:nloritll fva;ﬁturvs ]0(' the cusfjs pr]oducm% b'\l' Mr. Butlell- il
B . [ " I vipw . H T EARE [ :
& ‘ . . . and Mr. Brock hidden from their view, buf those which constitute AR
| fi . “I'had (he says) o conversation with Martha Newington, after hav- the only ground on which they coul(’l be brought forward were e
g ing had a conversation with her husband, in which lhie represented to R ) ' 5 Lo

—-

me what was not true, and having suspicions of it, I went to Martha
Newington to investigate the truth, and I saw that there was a dis-
position on her part and on the part of her children to keep back the
truth, and therefore I spoke to her with some degree of severity wpon
her attempt to conceal what ought not te be concealed 3 and 1 vught to
state that that was oue of the cases which 1 mentioned to the guardinns
under a misapprehiension.”—[7322,

The trath is, as Mr, Spackman vemarks, [18,257,] that “ the

equally obscured,  With scarcely one exception they seem o us
{o have made no prelension to investigate and sift the evidence
on which they founded their complaints of the law.  Another gen-
tleman (the Rev. Mr, Dewdney), in producing cases of alleged
hardship, escaped these blunders by not choosing 1o go into
any of the points on which the merits of cach depended. Whe-
ther the wife carned any portion of the family’s subsistence, or
if the elder children were able to procure employment, do not

' resources of the poor are not known to us; it is impossible for us seem to have been at all considered as grounds for determining
e (o know ; they do not tell the whole state of their circumstances.” the condition of cach family. Imposition is encouraged where so
At Sir F. Iiden, in his laborious inquiries into the state of the poor, little pains are taken o investigate the truth, Mr. Dewdney
| ; : l]]l\\‘ill‘tls of forty years ago, expressed the same opinion even be- , brought forward the cases of two families named May and Moon,
e fore the late Poor Law had taught them the aif of concealment and | and Sir James Graham, and the Chairman of the Committee,
| i | the a(l\‘untngt‘s to be derived from filth and squalor. My, Walker, l proceeded to clicit the state of each in the following manner:—
R A the late Police Magistrate, from whose pumphlet we have already “ Do you know this family of John May yoursell ?—I took the exa-
L quoted, says :— mination of May from himself,

- “The difficulty of getting at the truth from persons who were alwaysy
inclined to throw themselves upon the parish the moment they had an
apparent pretext, is almost inconceivable. They live a prey to suspi-
cion, concealment, and apprehension, both on their own individual ae-
count and on account of the common cause. Hence the gross errors
which well-meaning and superficial inquirers fall into respecting them,

“ Have you that examination which you took with you?—VYes,

“ Are you reading from that examination ?—No, from an abslract
of it,

“ Will you be so good as to give John May's sge ?—Forty-five,

“ The age of his wife ?—I do not know.

“ Are the cight children living with him 7—Yes.

I once counted a row of e i Tell in n Batner s s * What is the age of the eldest child ?—I do not know,
cottage ; and tl : kr lewlgS ]a.l-(}‘ npon a shell”in ]hlllptr-l.ibuur.crs “* Will you rel‘c]‘ht() the examination, and state the children's ages ?—
1y age; and then asked the wife how many hens she had, which, ,.3 AT Y " _ .I B
P coupled with my having a note-book in my hand, so alarmed her that [The Witness referred to the examination.]—1 have not got them.
o . . . . . . « T : - : il R : LEPU
: : she was seized with a violent illness. If she had been aware of my e w'!l )(lm ll]elllllOI‘l _”"’t I;L:\Er(.:ase, llltl“jc’l_'m."u%)m" notion of stai
S clofnmg the eggs would have been concealed. In a cottage in Lanca- w.:o{“’,;" the popular sense == .,ne :le:s c'i“{) l;. 200t
N T is)uni, \\;hllst the inmuates were cqmplaining that they had not tasted «J uft 15 lns'_chrl.slmﬂn\uame ‘__.'1 0.;“’}'{, E]Ij“i
SN uhc ier's meat for a month, a terrier I had with me turned up a mug, « [;] what parish does 100",.105" ¢ s Hambledon.
A ::gllfllel'n\\'_lllctll \f"rere tlh.e bones of a neck of mutton newly picked. A “ lli:'g you seen ?IU(;'; ?-:: io his condition *—Yes
B ¥ ol yJust after t‘e hng me that shf: could not get food, forgot herself, ! “ Wi P you f:x.m?me( hmn . .'] He-noed o I Lay [ wol
1ot and cut a large slice of bread to quiet a squalling child. "The child bit ; . wt is his age —IHe is a middie-aged man; 1 have nol go
. i one piece, and then threw the remainder indignantly into the dirt.” it down,
(B 3 i
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“ JEas he n wife 2—Yes,

“ Do you know the vge of his wife ?—No.

“ Tlow many childien has he P—Nine,

“ Do you know the ages of the childven 2==0F some [ do, nnd
of some not.

“ Do you kuow the oge of the eldest child?--No.

“ Do you kuow whether it is a boy or a girl ?--No.

“ Do ‘yon know the nge of the second child ?—No, 1 wonld not
pledge myself to it

“ Do you know whether it is a boy or n girl 2—Nao.

% 1o you know the uge of the third child ?—1 did not tuke the nges
of the children,

“ Do you kiow any other coses illustrating your populny sense of
starvation, except those two whicl you bave mentioned 2—-1 am not
inclined to produce any more, certainly.”—[10,206—319.]

Tt scems extraoudinary that, instead of relying upon their own
powers of investigation, neither My, Butler nor My, Brock were
willing to aid Mr. Wooldridge, the vice-chairman of the Drox-
ford Union, in obtaining m accurate Kkuowledge of the con-
dition of the poor. Mr. Wooldridge addressed the following
circular letter to the clergymen residing in the diffevent parishes
of the Union, from oncfl of whom, with the exeeption of M.
Butler and Mr. Brock, he received a polite reply alfording the
desired information :—

 Revereud Sir, Meonstole, March 1st, 1837,

€ As n guardian of this Union, will you favour me with replies to the
following questions, as they relate to your parish :—

“ Do you know of any person who has suflered from not being
properly and punclually attended by any officer belonging to this
Union ¢

““ Do you know of any family within your parish reduced to the
greatest state of destitution, and must have been (or nearly) starved
except for private charity ?

* Your answer will oblige your most
“ Obedient and linmble Servant,
“ 11, WooLbninee.”

Out of about a dozen replies which Mr. Wooldridge received,
nearly the whole of them were of the most satisfactory nature.
Mr. Brock withheld information, on the ground that the letter
from Mr, Wooldridge, as it did not proceed from the Board, was
not of an official character, Mr. Butler, in answer to the second
question, mentioned only one case, the family of Green. Ife
SAYS i—

« The woman declared to me, that she had nothing to cat for herself
and children; and I, believing from her neighbours that her case was
most destitute, relieved her, or vather kept them for a fortnight.”
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Here again Me, Butler was unfortunate ; and the desti-
tution of this family was not chargeable to the hard provisions of
the New Poor Law, but to their ewn bad conduet, as appers
from the following note appended hy Mr. Wooldridge to M.
Butler's connnunication :— v

“ Nelongs {o Bishop’s Waltham ; has a very indifferent character,
and purticululy the wifey she some time since stole a silver spoon,
broke, and then sold ity in fact there is not a worse characler jv the
Union.  About a month since, the man went to seek work at the rail-
road, and the wife applied to the board the next day.  In consequence
of her bad character, the board gave relief of a gallon of bread, aud an
order o go into Bishop’s Waltham workhouse,  She is of the age of
rwiNTY, hus two children, one of which is « basturd, which she hud
before she awas sivleen.  "The eldest child is four years of age.”

Mr. Serope asks—[0532] :—+'T'he only case of destitution,
then, which you mentioned fo the guardians was a ease of desti-
tntion in a family, the woman of which was of bad character, and
the man of a character somewhat reformed?” to which M.
Butler is compelled to reply :—<'Fhat was the only case of desti-
tution I mentioned to the guavdian” M. Butler failed in pro-
ducing a single instanee in which persons of good character were
suftering mder the operation of the new law, Out of nearly a
dozen letters in answer to the cireular of Mr, Wooldridge, o'nly
1wo cases of distress were pointed out amongst the suftering popu-
lation of the Droxford Union.  'T'he rector of lixton says :—

% The case of the Greens has, perhaps, been the most distressing, T
know that nt times they have stood much in need of assistance from
private charity ; but when 1 say this, 1 do not mean to imply that it
was owing to any neglect on the part of the Union.”

_ In reference to this case Mr. Wooldridge gives the lollowing
information :—

“ Green of Exton; wife was confined prematurely with twins;
relieving officer saw the family the next day, and relieved them with 2s.
in kind, and the following week relieved them with 55, in money and
three gallons of bread ; aud at this time he earned 8s. per week. The
fumily consisted of five children, one of whom was generally em-
ployed, They would wnot apply for the Union medical officer, pre-
ferring a midwife instead ; this woman generally receives 7s. Gd.

Mr. Haygarth, another clergyman residing within the Drox-
ford Union, addresses My, Wooldridge as follows :—

“ T am happy to report, that T know of no family within my pavish
who have been reduced to any thing like destitution ; T am only aware
of Henry May’s family as requiring the favourable consideration of the
Board, us he has six children who are unable to do any thing for their
maintenrance, and (€ I am correctly informed) their allowance has been
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recently curtailed.  “The aged have certainly more comforts uunder the
new system than under the old.”

Mr. Wooldridge says, in relation to May's case :—

“ Phis man's pay was taken off; beeause, although the wife is near-
sighted, she had picked stones and cavued from A5, to Gs, per week,
but afterwards refused to do ity she bears w very bad churacter; o
duughter had clothes for service, stopped a week, and then left; have
other children who ought to be got out.”

In order to illustrate still more completely the condition of M.
Butler's district (the Droxford Union), we give one mnore extract
from another letter addressed to Me, Wooldridge, written, as well
as the preceding, by a elergyman :-—-

“ Phe operation of the new Bill (as favas 1 know) is very beneficial
amongst us; il it hias in some degree alfected the means of education,
it s at the same time contributed to pull down that most pernicious
of all ereated nuisances, the beer-houses. 1 have not heavd of any re-
duction in the weekly allownnce of nged out-of-dour pensioners, and
heartily grieved indeed should 1 be to hear of any such cruelty. 1
visited the poorhouse nt Walthans a fortnight ago 5 it was us clean and
comfortable as possible, and I found an old parishioner of mine with
reformed hobits of sobriety and cleanliness, not only contented, but
thankful and happy. The governor seemed most lumane and judi-
cious, nnd he spoke of the great liberality with which the Board of
Guardians allowed him to improve and enlarge the dictary, according
to circumstances, at his discretion, during the prevalence of the in-
fluenza. I cannot but express a wish that all clergymen had Leen
made guardiaus by viriue of their oflice: they are now, for the lirsl
time for above a thousand years, prevented (so far) from watching over
the iuferests of their poor.®  For many years I looked upon our old

* There are numerous instances in which clerzymen have been elected
to the oflice of Guardians. They are then more peculiarly the representa-
tives of the inferests of all ¢lasses, It is to be feaved, that if clurg)‘mcn
were admitted to a seat at the Boards without the intervention of publie
election, the temptation to wany of them of ‘carning a mischievous popula-
rity as the * poor man’s friend” would lead to no srood result.  Besides,
the right could not be confined to the ministers of one particular class, and
the convessions demanded would swamp and destroy the uscful character of
the Boards. A little pamphlet las been lately published by the Rev.
Mordaunt Barnard, ML\, vicar of Amwell, Herls, entitled * Heasons of a
Clergymen for acting asa Guardian of the Poor.”  Two yearsago bic was un-
favonable to the provisions of the Poor Law Amcudment Act :— Tlie new
law,” he says, © appeared likely to be unpopular ameng a considerable par{
of my parishioners,—not only among the poor but among those who think
with the heart, and whose kind feelings therefore often somewhat interfere
with the exeicise of their judgment. I confess that 1 had myself some
prejudice against the provisions which I was beeoming an instrument to
enforce, amd even that 1 was weak enough to dislike it by anticipation as
introduced by those from whose politicul creed T dissented : but I thought
ihat, if the excention of it were left either to pariisans, or 1o those who from

e D
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pPoar Laws, administered as they were, ns o canker preying upon the
vitals of the state, nud we owe much to those who, in spite of oblequy,
have bronght forward the present mensure.  Let it only be worked out
in o mercilul aned generons spirit, occasional improvements adopted,
and snllicient diseretion given to the guardians, it will tend more to the
salvation and happiness of the country than auy other ever attempted.
“ Yours teuly,
“ I, V. Bayley, Rector of Westmeon,

“ 1 have just been examining olie of onr old parishioners, who says
that Mr. Hayden (the relieving ofticer), who pays their weekly allow-
anice, s not only kind in his manner, but also inquires straitly of their
consolation. 1 shall only be doing justice to our medical officer it I
ctate that in no one instance, I believe, has there been the slightest im-
putation against him, for want of ability, care, aud kindness.”’

"The Rev. Mr. Scard, a clergyman residing in the central town
of the Union, who was formerly opposed to the new law, speak-
ing of the guardians and oflicers of the Droxford Union, says i—
« [ have always received the greatest attention whenever I have
made application for the relief of any poor person.”

"The cases of distress which My, Butler professed to discover in
the parish of Westmeon, were those of “ two labourers with fa-
milics, who earn cither 9s. or 10s. a-week, and some of the far-
mers proposed getling upa subscription to relieve these men : they
heard that they were in distress and not able to keep their fa-
milies ; and I understand that that subseription did not take
place, as it was disapproved of by the clergy.” The Rev. M.
Clockerton, the curate of the parish of Westmeon, offered the fol-
lowing explanation of this case to the eonmimittee :~—

« Phe man's name is Greentree, his wife is 33 years of age and him-
self ubout 40, hus five children, their ages 11, 7, 5, 3, and 1; wages at
present s, a-week. This statement T have read over to Greentree him-
self ; it was taken from his own evidence, Eldest child offered work
by the surveyor of the roads, to pick stones in the field ; the parents de-

pecuniary interest had made up their minds beforchand, it.would not have
that fair trial which a collision of feelings and motives scem best calculated
togive. * * * With these motives I consented to be put in nomination,
and the rosult bas been that, where I entered to mistrust and to watch, 1
remain to admire and to enforce. Some pevsons have taken @ course pre-
cisely opposite.  Apparently with a craving appetite for popularity (and that
not within those limits where legitimate popularity enlarges the sphere of
utility) they have ministered to a morbid humanity by ehiming in with the
interests and prepossessions which such n subject is sure to have ereated.
Whatever had been my feelings 1 should have scorned to become an agi-
tator, and should have submitted to it it T had not approved the law; but I
rejoice that they have been of that tempered kind which have permitted me
to approach so near the subject as to form a decisive and I hope well-
grounded opinion.”
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eline the offer; Greentree does u little task-work, such us mending
sacks, by which he carns G, or 1s. neweek extrag he has been offered
task-work Ly his master, by which others earn from 12 to Las, n-week;
Greentree’s father vesides within o mile of Westmeon s e keeps abeer-
shop; his cottuge is his own; he has an excellent gavden sells vege-
tables nnd fruit; he has no children at homes he has o brother a clock
and wateh maker, o widower with one chilily this child is kept by the
grandfather 3 when his wife was contined she was attended by the
parish doctor ; he has land, 1 believe, to the smount of w guarier of an
acre, o cultivate us potato-ground, in addition 1o w smull gavden. The
reason, | must state, why 1 objected to give any thing to this wun’s
subscription was this, that I thought bie was living very expensively; he
was living entirely upon bread 5 and 1 oftered to support his fily at
my own expense for o week, if they would allow me to grive them meat
instead of bread, to put them upon a diflerent system.”’—[9390.]

The other case was that of a man named Sims, wha, it appears,
according tothe statement of Mz, Cockerton, “ belongs to a benefit
club, the wife to a clothing club, the children to a school ¢luls: he
has from the benefit club 7. a-week when sick, and will have
3. 6d. after he is 63 years of age, as a permanent annuity ; has
earned lately 155, a-week, and carned duzing the winter, which
was more than half his time, 11s. Gd.; wages at other times 9s.”
MMhis o » . H 0 Lol
This statement was made by the man himself.  Mr. Cockerton
says :— Sims told me, but I do not know whether T ought to be-
lieve him or not, that Mr. Butler said his wages were too little
for him to live upon.”

Alr. Butler found some men so far hankering after the old sys-
tem as fo be willing again to become parish paupers ; but where,
in other cases, a more independent spirit was found to exist, his
fellow-labourer i the wide field of benevolenee, Mr. Brock, endea-
voured to degrade that spiritto the level which the actions of both
appear so well calculated o produce. Among other cases of
alleged hardship occasioned by the new Poor Law, he instanced
that of Thomas Leman, “a man considered to be very well ofl}”
though, in the eyes of Mr. Brock, his family must necessarily be
in a state of considerable wretcheduess, chiefly because they have
no longer relief from the parish; it making no difference in the
views of the reverend gentleman whether the deficiency is made
up by higher wages. 'They are deprived of a gratuity out of the
parish fuud, and that is the only point which he scems to take
into consideration. 'The case of Leman, as laid before the Com-
mittee by Mr. Brock, contains the following statements :—He
has a family of eight children, the eldest of whom, a daughiter
aged nineteen, is at home ill. ‘T'he next child is fourteen years

old, a girl; and the next is twelve, a boy ; and the next is ten, a
boy ; down to five months old. He has no rent to pay ; lie earns
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10s. a week, and his eldest boy 3s., and his wife has threepence a
couple upon fowls, which she sells for her master,  “ I state this,”
says M. Brock, “as thie case of a man who would be supposed
to be well ol and he adds :—¢ If persons in that situation of
life are straightened in their cireumstances, how mucl more must
those labourers Le whose wages are not so large 7 Now, what
are the facts of this case, upon a consideration of which Mr,
Brock concluded that other labourers, not in so favourable a po-
sition, were so wretehed?  “I'le evidence of Mr. Wyatt, a member
of the Droxford Board of Guardians, and further, the opinions of
Leman hinself on his own circumstances, exhibit Mr, Brock's
tendency to form exaggerated and most unfair views of the social
condition of the labourers,  Being asked what he knew of Le-
man's case, Mr. Wyatt replies :—

% Since I heard Mr. Brock mention liis case, I have seen the man
und asked him upon it; I was greatly surprised o hear his case men:
tioned ns a case of distress in the parish of Bishop’s Waltham ; and the
man himself is greatly surprised at his case being mentioned by Mr.
Brock as a case of distress,

“What did he say as to his own situation 7——Ile told me that Mr.
Brock bhad called at his house, and wished him to come to his, Mr.
Brock’s, house, but he refused to goj he told me that his earnings were
10s. a week, and his boy’s 35,5 his master finds him his house-rent and
firing ; his wife looks afier the poultry, aud has so much a couple ; but
Mr. Brock did wot state all, because the wotnan and the man state
to me that they look alter a duiry of five or six cows for the master,

“What profit do they derive from that 7—The whole of the skimmed
milk ; he has a fat hog every year ; occasionally he fattens his own hog,
and when he does not his master supplies him with a hog:

“ Altogether, taking his carnings and advantages into consideration,
did the mun describe 1o you his situation as being one of distress P—
He said he was not in distress, and his feelings and those of his wife
were very much hust in consequence of their case being mentioned by
Mr. Brock, i
_*“Does he say that he has been beuefited or injured by the introduc-
tion of the law ?—1le says he is benefited ; lie sﬁicl, before the new law
was introduced he had 25, 6d. a week from the parish, and he had 10s.
a weck earnings; immediately that this law took place, he got his
master to employ his boy, who gave him 3s. a week; and the man’s
own \.\'ords were, that hie had Gd. a week more than he had before ; he
lm‘s‘ cight children at home, a‘ml one has been to service, but returned.

o Isitagirlora l)qy ?—The eldest is a glrl, 19 years of age,

. ;-II“S she returned in consequence of being unwell >—Yes.

Has Leman applied for any assistance to the Board of Guardians?
—None whatever ; he told me that his wife was lying-in lately, and 1
asked him why he did not apply to the medical man, as he might have
hiad that and other necessaries for his wife; his answer was, T would
rather find it myself than apply to the parish.
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«Did he desxribe himself, from his cienmstances, as being in 2 con-
dition unable conveniently 1o supply himself with those necessavies ?—
No, I never saw aman's feelings so huet as that man’s were al uany-
thing being said of his being in distress; he feels quite indepen-
dent of the parish, and T was glad to hear itz the muster told me that
he employed the two eldest girls as well as the boy, in the summer, in
weeding and couching, and another younger bay occasionally 3 his
master spoke very highly of this man as a good honest servant, n_ml
the man also spoke of having a good master, und he did not coneeive
what business Mr. Brock, or any bady else, had witlh him, as to in-
quiring about his case, or representing it to this Committec.” [10,060-8.]

In determining the condition of an avricultural lnbourer, we
hiave seen that My, Dewduey thought it of no importance to ascer-
tain whether his wife or childven contributed by their carnings
to the resources of the fumily, and he had not even obtained
information as to the age of the eldest child.  Mr. Brock in-
terested himsell in the case of a man who felt aunoyed at his
interference, being in a better condition now than when he was
in the receipt of pavish relief, The exact merit of these and
othier cases which were brought forward probably did not difter
much in degree; and all cases of alleged hardship, if thovoughly
examined would, perhaps, be fornd to originate in some tem-
porary pressure or some cause which never fails to be attended
by its suitable penalties.  To remove men from the suflering
which their follics or imprudence entail upon them, would be one
means of effectually obstructing the growth of their better qualities.
‘The New DPoor law, however, will lessen the amount of im-
providence and its consequent sufterings.  Iiven if Mr. Dewdney
or Mr. Brock were to discover a case of real hardship, occasioned
by no improvidence or misconduct, we should have little faith in
their exposition of it in a correct light, unless they conducted
their inquiry in a different spirit.

As the inquiry into the operation of the amended Poor Law
will probably be coutinued in the next session of parliament, let
these gentlemen, should they feel disposed to bring forward more
cases, previously endeavour 1o learn with reference to cach—and
not for a single week, bhut for a period whicl includes all the
various labours of the agriculturist—the wages received during one
year, in harvest as well as winter.  T'he condition of the labourer
1s not determined by the amount of weekly money wages alone,
his carnings being made up of :—1. Money wages weekly :—2.
Money wages for picce work ; money wages for harvest work :—
3.—Money wages to his wife during harvest time:—d4. Mone
wages to his wife for occasional work, such as charing :—5. Money
wages to his elder childven. By the time that a labourer's
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Family consists of five children, e may be considered as receiving
wages under cach of the above heads.  But besides the payment
of wages in money, the labourer’s family is often in receipt of
payments or gifts in kind, some of which are regular, while
others are ircegnlar, "They cannot well be vepresented with any
pretensions to acceuracy in moncey, but they inerease the means of
existence just as mueh as money.  Unless these advantages are
taken into account, it is impossible to judge fairly of the case.
Money wages may o low, because a Larger amount of benefits
in Kind aake up the deficieney,  In one of Mr. Brock’s cases,
the labourer received a dinner from his master every time he
went ont with a load of corn, which proved to he above a hundred
times in the course of a twelvemonth.,  In another case a man
was allowed a shilling for milking the cows on a Sunday evening :
and we have known a Jabourer veceive a certain sum for every
score of eggs which he brought into the house. In many districts,
the lubourers are supplied with milk and butter-milk and butter,
at a (:hvup rate,  In faet, about every large farm-house there
are extra serviees reguired which are not paid in money but in
other ways equally advantageous; or perbaps they even prove
more benelicial, for the labourer receives in kind articles which
he could not easily procure for money.

‘The following iteins may be added to the five preceding heads,
for the purpose of facilitating inquiries into the labourer’s condi-
tion, "The payments or gifts in kind are generally :—1, Beer.
2, Milk. 3, Garden Stuft. 4, 1fuel. 5, A Pig. 6, Food for a Pig.
7, Road-lands for Potatoes, &e. 8, Allotments of Land at a low
or nowinal reat. ¢, Gleaning. 10, Cotiage at a Iow rent, or rent-
free. 11, Gilts of malt, hops, bacon, wheat, &e. at harvest,  The
inquiry into the state of the agricultural labourers of any parti-
cular district will he incomplete, unless it cmbraces the period
antecedent to the passing of the Poor Law Amendment Act,
Under the operation of the new law, the improvement in the con-
dition of the Jabourer arises—1, rom the inercased employment
at the same nominal rate of weekly money wages. 2, An increase
in the actual amount of money wages. 3, An increase of picce-
work. <, An increase in the price of picce-work. 5, mployment
of children capable of working. G, Increased allowance in kind.
7, Diminution of coltage rents, It has been seen, that with rela-
tion to labourers with large familics, having some children capable
of \\'orking, their condition, in consequence of thie children having
been taken into empleyment, combined with the operation of the
fivst four causes above mentioned, has improved. 1t i3 said that

~the condition of the labourer, with a family of small children
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incapable of working, has been seriously injured by the with-
drawal of out-door relief.  But it must be recollected, that updm’
the old system, relief was generally only given in the case ol the
second, third, or fourth child; so that with respect fo the families
of labonrers with children incapable of working, which are rarely
found to be more than four or five, it was only for one or two
children that an allowance would usually be given.

F'o meet this deficit, there is the increaso in the various modes
stated in the first five of the above-mentioned causes which the
new law has put into activity, and by which this class has been
greatly benefited.  On but few of these necessary poits for con-
sideration, have Mr. Brock, Mr. Butler, or Mr. Dewdney felt it
necessary to dirvect their investigations; and when lhv): Ilq\'v
enteredl upon a case, they have not made any examination
into 1he truth of the complainant’s statements, bu implicitly
taken them for granted.  The individuals whom M. Brock re-
presented guilty of such ¢ trifling” offences as poaching and acts of
petty lareeny, were never suspected by him as heing addicted to
falschood ; and yet for reasons already alluded to, nothing is more
difficult than to ascertain with perfect accuracy not the moncey
wages and payments or gifts in kind of the agricultural labourer,
but that of his wife and of his children.  "The only safe plan,
when confidence eannot be placed in o man's veracity, is fo adopt
the practice of the relicving oflicers in Unions, and apply to the
maun's employer. The following extiacts from a letter addressed
by Mr. Edwards of Framlingham to Dr. Kay, an assistant Com-
missioner, notices the difliculties which we have pointed out, and
at the same time gives onc of the most interesting and complete
views of the conditions which determine the income of agricultural
labourers, which we have yet seen. We insert it here in the hope
of its being of service in preventing the exhibition, for the pur-
poses of opposition to the Poor Law, of such worthless cases as
many of those which were brought under the notice of the Parlia-
mentary Committee with this object.  Mr. Edwards says—

¢ o oblain the average amount of the income of the day-labourer
beyond the nominal weekly wages of the district is impossible, 1I'he
pockets of the farmer, the soil be cultivates, the intellect and induostry
brought into action, the mode of employment and payment, are 50
various even in the same parish, that nothing like a correct estimate
can be made.

« Some farmers have nearly all their work done at common day
wages ; others say such a system will empty the deepest pocket : some
giv:: all the piece work possible, and allow from 5 to 20 per cent, extra
earnings to be made when so employed ; others will put out their task
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work g0 close to the possible industry of the labowrer, that no more
then day wages ure eavned, amd very few favmers can say the exact
time a lnbourer has been employed ot task work in contradistinetion
from day work, much of the employment on a farm nat permitting
sk work, and the Tabourer has frequently threshing (barn work) and
draining or ditching (field work) in progress at the same time, varied
at intervals, af the discretion of the master, and further, the completion
of vither job postponed by other jubs at day work, which require the
man’s labour,  The labourer tukes his weekly nominal earnings, and
when tither of the picces of task work concludes he receives the sur-
plus, which is again vendered more troublesome to keep an exact
gecount ofy as the master probubly allows the man to employ a boy to
assist him in his task work, whom he pays at day wages and makes
profit of, which the master does not disapprove, as thie boy is employed
and Jearning, und is, perhaps, the man's own son, or one of a brother
Iabourer on the same farm, and as the farmer pays no more than the
current price for sucl work, he is not particular for a few days, more
or less, that it may have taken,

w Agricultural labourers are divided into two classes ; one of them huv-
ing the charge of horses, and working with them, make no extra earn-
ings except in harvest time, and are called horse-drivers; the otherclass,
called the labourers, do the tield and barn work, make extra earnings
by piece-work 3 but by the most liberal masters must be employed for
many weeks in amount at intervals, and sometimes for weeks in sue-
cession at day-work.

“ Horse-drivers are generally young men fresh marrvied from the
farm-house service ; and the wife, presenting him with a babe annually,
has no opportunity of field-working, and  the children are too young to
work. As the boys and girls grow bigger they want more bread and
more clothing; the woman, not so constantly in the straw or with a
babe in her lap, ean work in the field and train the children to it, and
the horse-driver echanges 1o the chiuracter and employment of the labourer.
"The men in this transition state with a young family, and all too yonng
to work, ave worst ofl'; those with large families as labourers, with a
considerate muster, do 1o not fare so ill comparatively. Some farmers
have their stone-picking, hoeing, and weeding done by gangs: a man
hires a lot of children and goes from farm to farm to do these things,
and profits by the children’s labour.  Other farmers allow their own
men’s wives and children to make these earnings in addition to their
men’s. The agricultural labourers however are not all at first horse-
men; some wronght with their fathers in the field till manhood, and
entered at once into the {ull honors of day-labour.

“ With this preliminary esposition you will at once see why so much
difference appears in day work and task work of the different parties ; and
the horse-men, being my cottage tenants,are free of rent, The labourers in
my tenantry pay rent, as otherwise it would interfere with the price of task
work when working with o man who was diflerently sitwated. Inharvest
both deseriptions have, in addition tomoney, 10 y:ecks of malt and 21bs,
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HG The Parvish and the Union,

of hops, 2Hbs. of pork, 4 bushels of wheat ut Gs. per bushel, be the
market price what it may, and when reaping wheat or carting white
straw crops one pint of strong nle per day, and « gooll old-fashioned
plum-pudding and beef dimer, with plenty of strong ule, ut harvest-
home. I mention this more as an expense to the master than as an
advantage to the man, as extra living on his part does not clothie or feed
the family, but merely cnables him toget through very Lard work and long
days inthe hot weather, 1 do not allow horse-men or labourers who me
my tenants to keep a pig, but provide them with pork at less than market
price in lieu—say to ten stone per annunif they wish it. The pmkin
harvest is in tiew of dinners, which many give as burvestis in progress,

You will ebserve that 1 have put the task work at Lls, per week it is
frequently more, bt some of their tools ure expensive, and liable to want
repaiving, particuluarly those used in draining hieavy landd, "The labourers
who are not my tenants can very seldom have w pig in thesty, or bacon
in the pickle. ~ Flour, bread and cheese, and - ot water, nominally tea,
is their chief dicty frequently however a good hot supper of potatoes,
which now and then is diversificd with milk broth and enions, or a cab-
buge or savoy from their gurdens.  Brewing they can only do in hay-
making and harvest time. 'The horse-men have liberty ot culting the
exnberant brushwood of the fences for the purpose of heating the oven
all the year: the labourers have only what is not sulticiently valuable
to keep when a hedge is cut or the ditch scoured in the winter, Asto
gleaning corn, no fair estimate can be made of it il the woman is
in the family-way, it is altogether lost, and if the children be small they
iust be put out at cxpense; ond in this pluce the advantage of the
agricultural population is much diminished from the poor, who inhabit
and get their livelihood in the town, competing go powerfully with them.
In parishes purely agricultural it is of more advantage to the classes
under consideration, depending on the number and capability of the
children ; they will collect from six peeks to eight or ten bushels. I may
add, harvest hours for working are from five in the morning till seven
at night, &ec, &e.”

In exposing the injustice of many ol the alleged cases of distress
in the Sussex and Hampshire Unions, we do not mean to deny
the cxisience of any distress arising out of the discontinu-
ance of out-door relief to the able-bodied. ‘I'he most san-
guine advocates of a vital change of system in the administration
of our laws for the relief of the poor—those who would readily
have voted for the complete and final discontinuance of the relief
of the able-bodied on a given day in 1835—wwere not prepared to
expect that the transition could have been accomplished without
many cases of individual suflering. We believe, upon the whole,
that the aggregate amount of suffering has been very much
smaller than the most cantious of the advocates of the change
were ready to encounter.  We believe that the suflering has heen
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very much smaller than under many other of the great transitions
which Iiave been necessary in our generation.  The transition from
the hand-loom to the power-loom alone produced cases of distress,
not only much greater in their intensity than the cases under the
allowanee system, but in monkers certainly as a hundred 1o one.
Phat was @ transition of unmitigated evil for all the hand-loont
weavers, and was very slowly compensated by their improved
condition ns consutners, and by their power of turmning to new
sowrees of production.  But the case of the labourers formerly
yeceiving oul-coor rediel is one in which the direet evil, even to
themselyves, becomes almost instantly met by a positive benefit to
themselves also, in the shape of iucreasing labour, increasing wa-
ges, employment for children; and all that comfort whichis the
direet result of depending upon ove's own exertions. My, Brock
would give * pensions” to able-bodied labourers deprived of their
allowanees ;—that is, Mre Brock would take away at the same
time with the allowance all the motive in the allowaneed to do
without it,—and what is a far greater evil, all the inducement for
the young to turn to a etler provision for their age, by looking o
the honest fruit of their own exertions, instead of the utter idleness
of the parish workhouse, or the work-in-mockery of the wayward-
en'’s heap of stones. The « pensioners” of whom Mr. Brock would
lave perpetuated the race, if they had not caten up Alr, Brock
and his workhouse and his parish ehurch and his gravel-pit, (as
they threatened to eat up Mr, Sockett and Lord Igremont) are
of the class deseribed in the following rich morgeau of Poor
Law table-talk :— '

“ Do you know a person of the name of Griffin, in your parish ?—Yes,

“What sort of labourer was he before the new law ?—Four or five
years before the Act he might be considered an idle fellow, living on
the parish, saying that he was unwell 3 this is from the man’s own
statement.

“You personally know the man besides 7—TI know the man well;
he reccived from the parish about 2s, Gid, a week 5 he is a single man ;
when the new law was passed it was taken of'; 1 got the medical man
to examine him, and he said there was nothing the natter. I told him
if he would come to my honse for a month I would give him a beef
steak cvery day and a pint of porter, and then he would be able to go
to work ; so just before the end of the month I told him 1 had work
for hisn, and he asked * Where?’ I said, *In the street opposite my
cottage, and you can continue to come here for your dinner ;7 he said,
“ T will not go into the street to work, becanse, if 1 do, the people pass-
ing by will say, Ak, Charley, you are going to work; thal is the ¢ffect
of the new law ;* 50 T got him to work in a private part of the parish,
and he is at work now,” [Rev. Mr, Cockerfon, 9552-4.]
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the man who stood between the perishing paupers and the ter-
rible destruction of the Poor Law Commissioners, *¢ e stowd
between the dead and the living, and the plague was stayed.”
« Do you recolleet,” inquired My, Walter, lowering his voice
to the frue tragic whisper—

¢“ Do you recollect when the order for disallowing all out-door reliel
came into operation, was it in April 1836 2—When it came fully inte
operation, it was when the out-deor relief ceased 5 itwas in April 1836,

“ In consequenice of that order, did anything relative lo the able.
bodied take place in your parish, the parish of Earnley !—Yrs,

“ State what thal was—At o vestry held in (he parish, the rate-
payers, considering that the not allowing men with large familics any
assistance would be very distresing fo familics, therefore madea private The entry in the Voluntary Rate Book may be thus summed
rate, which I have now with me, of 3d. in the pmmd, WHICH WE COL- up i—

LECTED TO GIVE TO THOSE WIIO STOOD 1IN NEED OF IT. . :
Chairman.— Did you give it to those parties P—"They had @ por- Item. Made a voluntary rate for the relief of the great distress

tion of il. that would arise from denying out-door relief to the
; : able-bodied, which we collected to give to those who
stood in need of it.

'

ployment ofw private individual 2—17he shoes were given Lo onc of the boys.

“ Une of the boys working for you?—Yes, THAT 15 ALL THE MONEY
THAT 1IAS BEEN EXPENDED IN TIE 8JIAPE OF RELIEF,

“ Will you state what has been done with the surplus ?——At the
formation of the Union, the parish had engaged to pay the overseer bl
a year ; of course, according to the new Actywe had o power of pay-
ing for it, and therefore we fell ourselves bound to fulfil our agree-
ment, as our parish is a good distance from Chichester, and we paid
him two years' sulary oul of the 131,

1 “ Fhen 101, out of the 131, went 1o the payment of an overseer, and
not to the relief of the poor ?—Yes.”’—[11,986—12,019.]

P ilz 2
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ol Mr. Griffin has become a wiser man; there is hope even of the ;  Ilow is the rest of this rate distributed ?—One pound was given SOl .
Bl advancing knowledgo of the pension advocates, to n poor woman in illness, . ' ' AR -
R § i iR We have been quite veady to admit that many, even of the 3 “ s that woman o parishioner of Iu:}rnlcx ?—She is. ) SR
' Eﬂ% N1 somewhat fanatical demonstrations of hostility to the New Poor J :: Hud "ll"* l“l’l‘“".‘l to ”l'c_]:,‘"l‘_r;l “f"\f"l}“"}"‘“l"' for "Chef?“‘l_m; . IR
il Laws have originated in no worse motives than mistaken hene- B4 7 i;“d f‘,': l:"l‘;‘:v':‘::’?‘i‘ 'jéﬁ' ;l—ll ?:1?2({:’ d;"-’{ she I:‘"i ’Lﬁ’cf ,
i ity volence.  We are cven tempted fo respeet that 'lu-lw\'ulvn'm-. ;.,? |||('mur(;' 3-2:‘11 “'. wowhal reliel She Qe No, 1 cannol charge my "_:.,
| ) u'hc‘n it lukqs such m: ?"""“’"‘ (lll'(‘ttl_nn as i “t“k- m the ]Jil}'llﬁ!l [ * Do you know whether she had medical relief?—Certainly she had, *
Bl : of ]Larn_lo:\', in the Westhampnett: Union. Here, ""h'"‘l’_ Wits & “ Do you believe the velief she had was insuflicient 2—1 believe she g
i i real striving of the rate-payers to remove, or at least mitigate, was in vory arent distress nt the time we gave 12, to her, B
IR RE IR the frightful evils which were to result from disallowing all out- i % Was she a single woman 7~-No, it was a man and wife and three
i h : door relief to the able-bodicd.  Mr, Jumes Lawrenee, o favmer 3 childien, or four.
E ‘ L of that parigh, came up veady to meet the deepest sympathy of 3 “ Will you deseribe further the distribution of the rate?—A pair of
i the Committee for his landable exertions.  Mr. Lawrence was { shoes given Lo one of the paupers. .
41 ; “ What was the condition of that pauper ; was that pauper in the em-
!
?

o et
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¢ To what description of families did you apply that rate P—If we
had found large families in distress, we should have given them a part

. of it. = Ttem. Collected 134 1s. Od.
1113 “ Did you collect this rate?—Yes. : Ttem. They had « portion of it. It we had found jarge fami-
‘ 1 :: ’What amount was collected ?—Thirtcen .pomuls one shilling. i lies in distress, we should have given them a part of it.
{H To what description of poor have you given the money collecled : TItem. Paid two boys 6d. a week each—both in my employ—

under that rate?—Yart of it lo two boys, they are both in my employ, (l‘cmnrkzibl\' small boys).

P —!y-'" .- i - - . . I = o et

|k . .
1§ they have no fat thei i » Uni - she is .
1§ 'y havenof her, their mother is in the Union poor-house, she is not Item, A pair of shoes to one of the boys.
B quite right in her mind. Ttem. One pound to a poor woman in great distress
i “ Those two boys are in your employ, do you give them any wages? Tiem. Ton pount 10 & 1 S coor (whi
i —1I do, the same as I do to others, tem. Ten pounds arrears of salary to the overseer (which we
3 ““ "P'o whom does the money collected under the rate go ?—Parlly to agreed to pay at the formation of the Union, we
i those boys, who are lodging Wwith a womim who washes and mends | o having no power te make such an ngrt:enwnt.)
1i their clothes for them. . Ttem. "Fhat is all the money that we have spent from the volun-
g‘ : “ [fow much goes to the boys?—One shilling a week to both of ] tary rate for the relief of the great distress that would
5 those boys, er 6d, a week to each.  They are remarkably small boys, : arise from denying out-door relief to the able-bodied.
B % We have scen the operations of the waywarden’s gravel-pit 1n
L i{ . 3
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Petworth—we have witnessed the clamours for allowances by the
pastors of Soberten and Bishop's Waltham—and we have had
slimpses ol the ineflicieney of the voluntary vate in the good
parish of Earnley, At the same time we have seen the eftects of the
absorption of labour and the rise of wages in the Unions of West-
Bampnett and Droxford, when the allowances were withheld from
the able-bodied,  We can, however, understand how some t‘lll]llll-
sinsts may be dissatisfied with these slow operations, andl desive
to make a short leap to a state of pvrﬁ-(:linu, not by the avdinary
healing and renovating processes of the social system when lelt
1o itself, but through the convulsive energies of the social system
when under the druggings of the great physicians who lve
regulated its health for the Last forty vears,—the wagistrates and
pavish functionaries,  Mr. Butler and My, Brock have favoured
the world with their opiniens, as well as their fuets; and from
their philosophy we may colleet « the one thing needfsl ” for
the Yabouring poor. * Sumething must bo done,” says M,
Butler; ¢ there ought to be some plan devised,” echoes Mr.
Brock. But we must let these gentlemen expound their own
creed :—

Mr. Butler.—* Objecting, as you do, fo relief being given indis-
criminately to persons in consequence of the namber in the family, with-
out reference to their cireumstances, and objecting to the reliel being
taken away as it is under the order of the Commissioners, except in the
poorhouse, what would you propose to substitute 7—That is n subject
which I have not considered, and a question which 1 did not expect to
be asked; but I would merely state, upon the evidence which I have
Lrought before the Commiltee, that it is my opinien that something
must be done for the able-bodied labourers, parlicularly to give them
cmployment, to make them work and give them fuir twages, because 1
can see that many of them are getling inte debt, and I cannot see what
the end will be in the parish.”’—{5271.]

My, Brock—* Your opinion is, that lnbourers such as yon have
deseribed, thatchers, carters, amd men in constant work or otherwise,
receiving from 12s. to 16s. or 17s. a week, as the aggregale carnings
of their families, should become parish peusioners, and receive weekly
pay to assist them to maintiin their families 7—1 think that, when out
of employment; I mention Charles Steel’s case, beeause he had an
order to go into the workhouse ; T think it a hardship that hie should go
into the workhouse ; I should not say that he ouglit to become a parish
pensioner, nor would he wish it ; but before the parties give an order to
o into the poorhonse, with a respectable cliaracter, they oughit to say,
there is such work, take it ; if he refuses to take the work, it is very just
that he should go into the workhouse. :

“ You do not think that any evil woull arise from allowing those
persons to become parish pensioners 7—I do not recommend that they
should become parish pensioners; there ought to be some plan devised,
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wherehy work should he al hand, or i nol al hand, that il should
be corlain, so that the quardians or parties concerned in the velief of
the poor, shonld say,  There is such an employment, on such and
cuch terms,? and on such ferms that the poor could really accepl
it: but they are driven about the country on an uncertainly” —[7512
—13.]

When an educated gentleman says, “ something must be
done” 1o give the labourers employment, and not only to give
them employment but to obtain their work (to make them work
as he expresses it), and to oblain {hat work upon a proper ex-
change of capital for labour,—¢ fair wages,”—it should be pre-
cenmed that this edueated man understands that there is a natuval
fund for the maintenance ol lnbour which s to produce these
beneficial vesults. 1t should be presumed that he is aware of
the fact that this fund cannot be increased but by the addi-
tion of the rvesults of mere profitable labour; and that whatever
is paid out of the fund for the support of unprofitable labour, has
a divect tendeney to lower the vate at which the profitable labour
is paid,—to prevent the payment of ¢ faiy wages.,”  When another
educated  gentleman tells s, “there ougTrt to be some plan
devised whereby work should be at hand,” we presume he
does not forget the “plan” which requires no devising, because
our necessities are constantly calling it into operation,—the
natural law of exchange, which makes “ work at hand” wherever
there is capital to pay for it.  We rather apprehend, however,
that these gentlemen do forget these things, and that they refer
to some fund which they suppose to be in the hands of ¢ guay-
dians or parties concerned in ihe relief of the poor,” which is a
different fund from the ordinary Iabour fund. This fund, accord-
ing to them, is to work a sort of labour-miracle—>Mahomet is not
te come to the mountain, but the mountain is to come to Maho-
met. ‘I'he libourers are not to seck for the fund “about the
country on an uncertainty 3’ but the work for the labourers
« ¢hould be at hand”—<it should be certain,” This clearly is
not the ordinary labour fund. That is neither always at hand,
nor is it always certain. It shifts ifs place according to its neces-
sity foruse ; it is uncertain in proportion to the demand upon it.
The fund of My, Butler and Mr. Brock is elearly not the labour
fund, it is the wend fund; and the mistake that these gentlemen
and many others have fallen into, if, that the want fund has
qualities of lar greater powers of usefulness than the labour fund;
that the parish purse is the purse of Fortunatus, always full ; that
the parish labour field is like the tent of the Indian queen in the
Arabian tale, you could carry it in the palm of your hand, and
yet it would give shelter to an army of thousands. We should
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have thought that the prospect of the all-devouring mouths of
Petworth, who would have lunched upon Lord lgremont, would
have disabused his neighbours of Droxford of this fallacy.  No.
‘The wages of Tabour, they still think, if left to theiv natural opera-
tion, will give nothing but starvation to the labowrer; the wages
ol labour if turned out of their accustomed channel to flow through
the parish pay book, ave to make the laboeurers fat and happy.
But the « l'oud_\' at hand” labour advocates, and the “certain® laboury
advocates say, we have no wish to pay people for nothing, “ there is
such an employment on such uncl siieh terms”  “The process by
which they would effect the good is simple one,  Fhey would
take a portion of the labour fund as it exists in the hands of those
whose inferest it is to employ the labourer 1o the most advantage,
to put it in the hands of those who are enabled to employ him to
the least advantage. "This plan proposes fo encourage labour by
a diversion of the labour fund ; and, in the encouragement, it
admits the elaims of the idle, the dissolute, and the inﬁn‘oviclvnt,
to the larger portion of the same fund. 1t does so, for the con-
tract with the labourers is not one in which the labowr exchanged
for the capital is taken into cousideration it is the semblance of
labour which is desired by those who think that ¢ work should be
at hand” for all who apply for it; and therefore the idle and the
improvident are as muv{l qualifiecd to be exchangers of their
semblance of labowr as the true labourer himself, ‘T'his is the
system whiclt was equally impoverishing the capitalist and the
labourer in our southern countics; this is the systemn over whose
destruction by the supporters of the real labour-fund, the only
dispenser of pleuty and happiness, the Brocks and Butlers now
weep, and in their lamentations over the ruins of their idolatrous
city of reluge still exclainy, “Something must be done,”— some
plan devised.”

The order for discontinuing out-door relief to the able-bodied,
in the Droxford Union, was issued in September, 1836. "The
period for issuing that order was well considered ;—it had refer-
ence to a principle that lies somewhat deeper than the philosephy
which holds that a labourer is well oft when he is receivine a
large allowance from the parish purse, and badly oft when ]lOT]ﬂS
to look about him for his support dircetly from the labour-fund
out of which the parish purse is supplied. "The philosophers of Drox-
ford saw the allowance stopped when winter was approaching ; and
famine was hovering, therefore, all around them.  Mr., Brock is
thus examined on this point by Mr. Walter :—

“ A peremptory order for prohibiting all out-door relief to able-bodied
paupers took eflect in your parish in September last ; are you of opinion
that the month of September was favourable to the introduction of so
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great o change in the social velations of the Inbouring classes in your
neighbourhiood 2—1 should say that that was the last season of the year
that should have been fised on for the enforcing of that order; it presses
exceedingly heavy on the lubouring classes with lurge families, and the
distress that has been ocensioned by it, in my opinion, is considerable.

“ Phen the eve of wintery in your judgment, is not the fitting period
when Inbourers with large families should be thrown on their own re-
sourees 2—Certainly not.

“ In winter is the price of provisions more reasonable than at other
periods of the year P—1 should think it is higher; this winter certainly
they have been much higher, owing o the rise in the price of corn,

| aot fuel more in request >—Fuel is also dearer,

“ Is lnbour more in demand in winter thun in the other three guar-
ters of the year ¥—1t is much more difticult for the poor to obtain labour
in the winter than in the smnmer.

“ You ave not of opinion that the verge of winter was well chosen
for placing your Union on what had been fermed by the Assistant-
Commissioner ¢ this advanced state ol improvement ?’—I should say
the winter was the most unfavourable time to have fixed on.” —
[6225-30.]

The Rev. Mr. Dewdney holds the same opinions upon this sub-
ject as the Rev. My, Brock :—

“ In the Droxford Union, you ure aware that the peremnptory order
for granting mo relief to the able-bodied out of the workhouse took
effect from September last; was that period, in your judgment, well
chosen ?—I should say it was not,

“ Upon what peculiar class did that order most hardly press P—Upon
those men who had large fumilies; it always must press upon them,
at any time of the year, but that time is peculiarly unfit for its com-
mencing.

« Are there many families of that charaeter in the Droxford Union ?
—A good many.

“ Supposing il to have been the iutention of the Legislature, by the
Poor Law Amendment Act, to have vaised the condition of the inde-
pendent labourer above that of the labourer in the workhouse, has that
intention been effected 7—No; they have not taken the mode of doing
it."—[10265-886.]

Upon this subject let us hear Col. A’Court, the Assistant-
Commissioner at whose suggestion the order was issued. Was
it a refinement of cruelty that induced Col, A’Court and the Com-
missioners to seleet this period, when provisions are dearer, when
fuel is dearer, when labour is less in demand ? We apprehend
not i—

“ Phe Commissioners issued an order to the Droxford Union, refus-
ing relief out of doors to able-bodied labourers >—Ai my suggestion,
they did.

% When was that order issued #~I think I attended the Board of
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‘ I Guardians on the 9th of August, and it was issued on the 19t of that |1 pauperized and demorulized, thun that district of Droxford, when I went
“ 1 month, to take effect from, I think, the 25th of September in the year |- there,—[8907-13.]
. i 1836 g
i . i . ; L1} . . . . . 1‘ 3.0 .
iy * What were your reasons for suggesting the issuing of that docu- _Thhe measure produced an effect which cven Colonel A'Court
o 1! i ment ?—I had reason to fear that, in many parishes of that Union, im- did not anticipade;; he did not Jook to raising wages, for he had
i mediately after the harvest, the wages would be Towered, amd 1 con- never known an instance of wages being raised in the fall of the
1hE sidered it as a measure essentially protective of the poor man’s interest year. But, in point of fact, the wages did rise in the Droxford

to liave that order out as soon as possible,  The guardinns were aware - Union, even in the fall of the year. The following is Mr. Wool-

of my motive, and I do not think there was o dissentient veice ; they  J° ridgu’s t(‘fa'limony to 1his point t—
agrreed Lo veceive it, and the order was issued, , Y
? % Your reason for suggesting the issuing of that order was, that you | “ You stated that the wages rose about last November ; your Union SR
i thought it would have the elfect cither of raising wages, or at Jeast of : tf’"k place on the 30th of March, 1835?—1I suppose that was the A
R preventing their being lowered 2—f did not Took to raising wages, for time, \ ) s ¥
e I never knew an instance ol wages being raised in the full of the year. i “ When _‘]“1 the nn!er.'stnppm.g ont-door relief to the able-bodied, = |
“ In point of fuct, what was the etfect upon the wages, in any parish t“";:’,l}]“‘-"’ in your Union ?—TI think in September, 1836. .
in the Droxford Union, of issning thut order?—What led me, in the | Thien very soon after that order took place you thought it neces- S
first instance, to reconsmend its issuing, was having witnessed its eflect i "“‘;)',t‘n raise the amount of wuges ?—We did so, Ry
in the parish of Warnford, where a proprietor, not much used to ruval E _“Then it was not altogether owing to the rise of the price of provi- oy
affairs, was diverting a piece of water, and employing a vast number of sion, but owing to the (operation of the uew law, that the amount vl
labourers, at wages on which they conlil no! exist as they ought to do. of ‘\:'ﬂﬁc-“ was raised ?—Yes. ‘ o e
The Board of Guardiaus, then, baving no worklouse, and only those . In consequence of stopping out-dooy reliet?—Yes, Sy
miserable parish-houses, wrote to the gentleman at Warnford, stating, ]_)“l yon usually pay less wages to single men than to married BRI
that if he could not raise his wages, we should be compelled to take | men ?—We "59‘_1 to doit; 1 donot now. I pay mine 9s.: we used to il
them into the workhonse, and the consequence was thal the wages were - : 1’3}"”‘,9'“ only Gs., and I ave known them lived for 4s, A s
, raised ; we heard no more of the men, therefore we supposed that they You make no distinction in the amount of wages betwween the SN
i were satisfied. About three months after the order was issued, the marsied and the single labourer?—Not if he is as good 2 labourer.” g
parish of Exton did sttempt to lower the wages, while in the other [.{  —16994-7000.]
parishes “hf)’ c?‘“i"““d the same. The guardians said to those ']“‘ - In the preceding evidence of Colonel A'Court he has emphati- NS
bourers, ¢ No, we do not interfere between muster aml man, but if you cally poinfed out the direet benefits to the labouring population sl g
come to us, you cannot come in the double capacity of paupers and L whith have resulted from 1] , £ administeri B lief fo {1 ERRHNS .
Jabourers, and we advise you to take the poorhouse ;* two of the three  § 2ble-b 'l | b ](‘( I'OII‘III 1e system of ac minis ering relief fo the e
did take it, and were taken ont in three or four days, upon an increase b4 are fm e, by, the workhouse, and the workhouse only. As a IR |
of wages, which was the object that T had in view; amdd [ must also  F- test o de"’!““"m." there ¢in be no doubt of the all-sufficiency of : g
state, that T had another object, though it was a minor object, which |- t}"S powerful engine. It gives an assurance that, whatever priva- ¥
was that of coercing a certain number of idle people, who had beenout | fions may be endured, no onc can starve. The workhouse opens !
of employ. In the preceding year, when I formed the Droxford Union, || its doors to all who knock; but when they enter, it subjects all i 1
there were upwards of 200 able-bodied men out ol work, 60 or 80 of | who have knocked to its wholesome regulations. There are SRR
them in the parish of Hambledon. In the conrse of a few mouths, the 1 shelter, food, clothing, five; everything for health, but nothing BRREES |
60 or 80 were reduced to 30 or 40, and we formed the Unionin March; | for indulgence. But there is not strong liquor, nor gambling, nor ! I
and when the barking season commenced, which would 'he at the end profane falk, nor license of every sort. The workhouse is irk- BRI -
of April, they began to look out and to seek for work, which they ¥ some to'all but the aged and infirm, to whom its quiet and order SRS |
never had done before; the first I licard of them was, some of them and cleanliness are ];3 eSS - I to the childr to wl its SRl .
being at work 25 miles ofll b sulficient meals. § ]apl.mu,s 5 anc to the children, to whom 1 i HE 3
« Those were exerlions which, before the introduction of that rule, 5 1 e.l l:llcd.s, s c, 1‘e erful cxereise, and its considerate instruc- L ‘ -
{he men were not in the habit of making ?—They had not the slightest 3 ]'0"’ are blessings.  The able-bodied, then, seldom enter the work- RRLR
jdea of making those exertions; I never saw so pauperized o district as 1ouse, and seldom stay when they have entered ; but it is of the 1 :
that was, when I first entered it. 3 last importance to their individual interests, and to the interests of BRIE | -
¢ What was the state of the Droxford district when you first went  p their class, that its doors should be open to them at all times, and RIS
into it 7—I thivk it is impossible to imogine a district more utterly that there should be no relief to themselves, or to any portion of : | ;
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66 The Parish and the Uniom, .

their families, excopt within its doors. A very short vesidenco
within the worklhouse walls produces the good which they desire,
and corrects the cvil which they have fled from, 1)!‘0\'ilﬁ‘(l they
are not disqualified by infamy, or incorrigible idleness, from carn-
ing their own living.,  If they are, they must vemnain in the work-
louse ; they must remain there for the good of those who are in-
dependent of the workhouse ; they must remain there that they
may wot encumber the labour-market and depress the rate of

wages; they must remain there that they may be maintained out

of the wani-fund, with the least possible drain upon the labour-
fund. But if they are able and willing to work—if they have fled
to the workhouse as a protection against an atlempt to reduce
wages below the natural level, which 1s determined by the average
of the district—or if, the average of the district being lower than
the average of other districts, they have fled to the workhouso to
restore the balance of the supply of labour, which can alone restore
the rate of wages,—they will not long remain in the workhouse.
The evil will have been corrected ; and they will return to their
independent exertions, not depraved and contmminated, as they
used to be, by the parish-pit, but with the lessons of order, punc-
tuality, sobriety, and general decency of conduct, which they have
practised and experienced in the workhouse, strongly impressed
upon them. The case is not an imaginary ones it has been men;
tioned by Colonel A’Coourt; but we must give it more in detail,

The Rev. Mr. Sockett, arguing from the irksomeness of the
workhouse to an able-bodied labourer, was of opinion that, as re-
gards wages, he would be ground down to anything before he
would go into an Union workhouse (187). Mr. Sockett con-
sidered the workhouse was an instrument for grinding down
wages; for he had been so long accustomed fo the wholesale
grinding process, by the instrumentality of unprofitable parish
employ, that he could not imagine a state in which the partial
attempts to grind to a minimum must be subjected to the general
laws of supply and demaud, if those laws were left to their own
operation. Colonel A’Court states the principle of the workhouse
grinding somewhat differently from Mr. Sockett :—

“ You consider there is no unwillingness in the Board of Guardians
to offer the workhouse to those who can, by their labour, obtain only
wages of so low a rate as not to afford the ordinary strength and com-
fort 1o a British labourer ?—None whatever 3 and 1 can instance a case
where 98 people had the ofler of the house on one day, because the
wages were inadequale, and directly that was known to therate-payers,
for it was communieated to them, they met, and I think of the whole
number only four came into the house, and only two remained : the
wages rose dircetly that took place in the Board of Guardians, and they
judged it best o give the fair raté of wages of that distriet,”’—{8947.]

Ay

Allowanees to able-bodied Lalourers. 67

Tho valuo of this system may be better cstimated by con-
trasting it with the operation of another system, which lias been
tried wnder the New Law. In the Appendix to the Sccond
Annual Report of the Poor Law Commissioners a lefter is given
from the Chairmun of the Amesbury Union, which contains the
following account of a plan adopted by the Guardians of that
Union for defeating a combination of farmers to lower wages :i—

+ & One other circumstance connected with the well-working of the new
system [ am desirous of mentioning, as ils practical result has been
strongly exemplified in this Union. I allude to the employment of
labourers by the Board of Guardians at full wages, who have been
thrown out of work in their own parish without any fault of their own,
and compelted to ask the relieving officer for work or support, This
mutter was, if I recollect right, explained to you when you last visited
us, and was partinlly illustrated by the two cates you inquired info
yourself, '

“ Tt has not been of rave occurrence for a score of labourers to be ali
at once thrown upon the parish from o quarrel amongst the farmers
about employing their fair proportion of men.

«Plis oceurred at Durringion. We dirceted the relieving officer to
employ the whole body so dismissed in lowering a Lill in the parish of
Bulford, charging the work to the parish of Durrington.

“ They held ont a fortnight; but from that day to the present no
labourer lins been out of employ in that parish. Indeed they have
stirred themselves with such good effect, that a month since they
shipped upwards of 20 as emigrants to Canada,

“ e parish of Amesbury played the same game for one week, and
then uttered their peccart,

“Phe parish of Idmiston is now striving tobeat us on the same ques-
fion ; they have for a forinight been paying for 16 labourers working on a
road in Winterbourne Gumner, They have threatened us with counsel’s
opinion, and the vengeance of the law, and I dare say will appeal to
the Central Board.”

The employment of a number of labourers at. full wages, by a
Board of Guardians, or any other public employer,. is not cal-
culated 1o produce good under any ordinary state of things, except
at a cost which greatly diminishes the labour-fund.  Colonel
A'Court very properly says that, although this plan was adopted
as a matter of expediency, at Amesbury, because there was no
workhouse, such a practice has a mischievous tendency, In its
interference with the labour-market. ITe then procecds to the
workhouse system :—

“ Supposing it shoull happen that, in consequence of the operation
of the New Poor Law, the farmers of the parish should find that they
have the labourers entively in their power, 50 that they can make them
work on their own terms, what other mode could the guardians of the
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poor adopt in order to compel those who do employ the men lo give
them fair wages, other than by some such system as is alluded to in
this letter from Amesbury 2—There is n much better system —that of
the poorhiouse, in which case the expense is much larger to the rate-
payer, and lic will find it is his bonnden intevest to give the lnbouyers
1s. or 2s. a week more than usual, to keep them out of the hounse ; for
the expense of maintenance in the workhouse is very serions s vou
cannot put it at less than 2. 6d. or 35, a week,  Fake a man and his
wife and six children, making tomether eight, there will he s, for the
muintenance of such a fumily ¢ supposing the wages to be 8s, o 9., it
would be better worth lis while to give 1s, or 26, more wages than to
allow the man and his family to go into the workhouse; and in that
way it operates indirectly in raising wages, without any interference
with the labour-market,

“ s not that process atlended with great individual sulfering to the
party who is compelled to leave his cottage, sell his furniture, amd go
into the house, in order that he may be taken out again?—Bul you
assume that he sells his furniture : I never knew an instance of that
happening ; they are not sokl out in my district; I never kuew such o
case, and certeinly 1 should set mny fuce very much against it, it
I did.”—[$935—6.]

“ Do you think a furmer in noderate circumslances will be dis-
posed to give the labourer 10s. nwecek, if' he ean get his labour for 7s.,
merely because he thinks that there will be an increased puyment {o the
parochial fund il the labourer go inlo the workhouse 7—1 think it will
operate, and I kuow that it does operate. I will give an instance : at
a meeting in Devizes, at which a member of this Committee was pre-
siding, the point was disputed, whether it woulkl have the elfect of
raising wages or not: il was proved, in that Union, that of 20,000
souls there were only eight families to which the rule would apply. 1
then requested nny one of the relieving officers to be called in, and
begaed him togive the name of any individual with o large family from
whom out-door relief had been withheld : he did so; and when hie was
asked the result, he stated that, on the very following day, the master
who employed the parents and the children increased the wages of
both, and that he himself was induced, in the course of the week, to get
out two of the children, whom he never dreamt of getting out before.”—
[9073.]

The evidence of Colonel A’Court may probably not be thought
quite conclusive, because he is a philosopher after another fashion
than the learned men of Petworth and Droxford. Such persons
consider the relief’ of want, in whatever form it may present
itself, as their only duty. It is for theorists alone, in their opi-
nion, to talk about the prevention of want. People that write
books and make speeches, they say, about the funds for the
maintenance of labour, and the necessity for keeping a balance
between those funds and the number of the labourers, are not only
silly but wicked. “ God is good ; and wherever he sends mouths
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he will provide foed for them.” And so God would, by the
patural workings of the great laws of society, if it were not for
the pretensions of those who have so long been interpreting these
luws by their own presumptuous prejudices,  But we ave digress-
ing, ad must give the philosophiers of Sussex and ITaunts some-
thing from the evidence of their own « practical men.”  We will
first try Mr. S]m'!)ley, a witness in his general opinions adverse to
the operations of the Amended Poor Law :—

“ o you know auy parishes in the Westhampuett Union in which,
three or four years ago, there were « number of wnemployed labourers?
—-Yes, of course I do.

“ 1o you know whether the same number of unemployed labourers
are to be met with now #—No, not the some number, because a great
pumber bave cmigrated and migrated.

“ Independently of those, do you believe that the amount of agri-
caltupal employment las not increased within the parishes of the West-
hampuett Union ?—Yes, it has in some particular instances, and T will
tell the Committee why 3 because those men were taken away from the
gravel-pits and roads, and thrown into the Hampuett workhouse, and
the farmers would rather take them at any employment on the farm
than have to keep them in the workhouse, whick they knew they must
do in the end if they drove it to an extremity,

“ Supposing that to be the motive governing the farmers, still, in
point of fact, from that or some other motive, the farmers do employ
wore men than they did before the law P—They do : it was a matter of
indifference at one {ime how the farmers paid their men, but now their
inclination is to keep the men from the parish as much as possible, and
to have ns much work done as they can on their farms, such as
grubbing hedge-rows and levelling; those jobs are going on before
their eyes.

«“ Since when has this change taken place ?—Since the Poor Law."—
[16891—5.]

My, Staves (of the Droxford Union) speaks to the case of
Iixton, mentioned by Colonel A’Court :—

“ Is it not the interest of the occupiers of land to give them wages
which will enable them to maintaiu their families out of the workhouse ?
—Certainly it has that effect. I know that there was a case at Exton,
a parish within our Union, some time since ; three of the paupers
applied for relief, stating that their wages were not suflicient to support
them ; they were married men with large families. I asked them the
rate of wages they were recciving : the impression upon my mind is,
that it was lower than the general rate of wages in the neighbourhoed,
and, as I was sure thut the men could not live npon that, 1 said, * You
had better have an order, and go into the Farcham house; I am sure
you cannot live upon the wages.” Two of the three families went inlo
the house : they had not been long there when the way-wardens of the
parish applied to me to know if they could not have them out again, I
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70 The Parish and the Union,

said, ¢ Certainly, we have no power to keep them there ; after three hours'
notice to the master, they can leave : what is your motive for employing
them?  They said that they were keeping them at o greal expense in
the house: * we must have them out again.’ 1 said, ¢ You are come to
that now, are yon ? I am very gll of it They then took them o,
and I have since heard nothing of the families. By the by, 1 did hear
(hat one of the men was employed at 2s, a week more than he had
Defore he went in, but we have Tnd no complaint to the Board since
from any one of the families.

« Your impression therefore is, that they are earning more Wages
than they were before 2—Yes, or we shoutd hiave heard a complaint
from them.

¢« And it is in that way that you consider the present system hos o
tendency to raise wages ?—>Mosl assuredly . —[7645—50.]

‘The tendency of the system to raise wages is the tendeney of
the system to maintain the labourer at that standad of diet and
of comfort whicl inevitably prevents a general depression of the
rate of wages. It prevents the lubourer being driven from wheaten
bread to rye bread, and from rye bread to potatoes, as the staple
of his dict. Mr. Goldsmith, of the Droxford Union, speaks to this
point :—

« You stated that there were some meu to whom you gave orders to
o into the workhouse, in consequence of their not receiving wages
enough to maintain their families ; do you mean that their wages were
ins;nrﬂicient to maintain their families with bread and other necessories?
—Yes.

« What were they 7—Very low, I recolleet, not sullicient to support
themselves and families.

“ Do you think they were sufficient to support their families upon a
potato diet ?—-1 do not know ; the potato diet would be very cheap, it
is true.

« You were a member of the Board of Guardians at that time ?—
Yes, I was.

« And the board took into consideration that their wages were nol
suflicient to maintain them upon & wheaten diet ?~We cousidered that
the wages were not sufficient for their support.

« Upon the principle of their receiving bread to cat ?~—Yes, bread
and other necessaries.

« "Phercfore, in that instance, the offer of the workhouse, under the
new systemn, was employed, and successf ully, to restore wages to a rale
which would maintain those large families upon a wheaten diet 2—Yes.

« Pherefore the new law, in that way, has the eflect of keeping up
wages to the scale required by the wheaten diet 7—I think that s a
proof of it, certainly, because immediately upon their being ordered
into the house they were taken out again by the farmers, and employed
at Dbetter wages."—[8636—43.]

Those who desire to raise the labourer's standard of enjoyment
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lave, however, no inclination 1o lower the standard of the class
next above the labourer, or onward through all the grades of
sociely. ‘I'hey reserve that task for the class of reformers who
may he supposed 1o ngree with the Hon, Member of the Com-
mitteo who put the following ingenious questions to Mr, Hawley
the assistant Commissioner :

My, . W, Hareey—*You have stated that, when you ave engaged
i the country, you receive a goinen per day; what is that intended to
embrace 2—"1he general expenses, | imagine,

« What ave those general expenses do they include your living?—
Living at inns,

« Will you have the gooduess to state (o the Committee what is the
average daily expense of yoursell living at an inn ?—Xrom 18s. to 20s.

« Does thut inelude merely the comforts of living #—1It docs.

“ 1o you apply in that estimate of 20s. o day to your own comfort
of living your view of s, u week being enough for the comfortable sub-
sistence of a labouring single mun ?—1 hardly know how to answer
that question.—[1468—72.]

Mr. Hawley might well say he lrardly knew how o answer this
(question, for a complete answer to it could searcely be made with-
out enfering into the whole theory of the interest which the labour-
ing claszes really have in the - maintenance of wealth,—a most
valuable exposition if it could be made, and understood by the
labouring classes, who, paradoxical as it may appeat, have an in-
terest. even in the maintenance of luxurics. Abolish luxuries,
and you destroy the motive to the labour for extra production
by which luxuries are obtained, and a multitude of artizans en-
gaged in producing the luxuries ave supporied.  Abolish luxuries,
and there will be fewer ugriculturul labourers, and the whole body
of the ugricultuml labourers will be degraded into the condition
of savages. Abolish luxuries in England, and if the rest of the
world follows the example, how much of the population of Bir-
mingham, Manchester, and our manufacturing districts will escape
destruction ! Without Iuxurics, how much of the higher labour
constituting civilization would be undertaken? The pseudo poor
man’s advocate and orator could not pereecive that in the questions,
wd invidium, to the Assistant Commissioner, he implied a theory
in the highest degree cuinous to the classes whose interests were
supposed to be involved. The Assistant Commissioner is a skilled
labourer, whose inducement was the stafus of an honourable con-
dition comprehending those same luxuries ; and he might have an-
swered the pro['cssional gcmlcman who questioned him, that the
justification of his charge of one guinca per diem for living wasto
be found in the bills of an attorney, in every one of which, .wlleu
absent from home, and by proibssional yule, three guineas 18 the
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charge.  When Mr. D. Whittle Harvey shall expound the theory
of his professional charges for living, as compared with the charges
of a common labourer, when he acts as an attorney in behalf of
some objects of charity, then the Assistant Commissioner may he

Alswances to able-bodied Labourers. 73

devoured by strangers.” 'The parishes therefore kept their stocks
(copital) for those who were born and died within the lines of
demarcation ; and if the rogues and vagabonds ventured within
the sacred precinets, they treated them with a taste ol another

called upon to defend his charge of one-third the amount, [} specios of stocks, which they could neither cat nor drink,~—the

"T'o return to the question of lubourers’ wages, M. Goldsmith  §i;
has stated, in a dozen words, the whele philosophy of the -
question of wages as aflected by & small snperabundince of g
labour, and we here leave the reply to M. Sockett’s assertion, ¥
that the workhouse system will grind down wages to any |}

% Dungeon scarce three inchies wide ;
With reof so low, that under it
I'hey never stand, Lut lie or sit 3
And yet so foul, thut whoso is in
Is to the middle leg in prison.”

thing :—

“CIfn farmer were to offer am able-todied man what be considers to
be an insuflicient remuneration for his Tabour, and he were to present
himself' to the parish workhonse, that fact being known, would he
receive any assistance from the parish #—Not any assistance from the

parish; but I should say that it would operate in this kind of way : i/’

the men had not sufficient wages given them, in all probability they
would be ordered into the house, and then we showld soon find an
insufficicncy of labour in the parich, and be obliged to give higher
wages on that account to those who remained in the parish.”—[8159.]

The statute of 1662 (13th & 14th Clar. 11.), the foundation of
the Law of Scltlements, which existed, with some modification, till
the passing of the Poor Law Amendment Aet, enounces the
tlieory upon which the entire labouring population of Lngland
were, for more than a century and a half, deomed to be ** heredi-
tary bondsmen,” « chained to the soil,” « dispossessed of the power
of acquiring property, or enjoying it openly and honestly.”  Fhe

[ b b

—Hubpipras, Part I, Canto 2.

To this ingenious machine for preventing the devouring of
stocks by strangers were the labourers of England doomed, if they
dared fo venture out of their own parish, even when in their own
parish they, the natives, had caten up all the parish could give
them. Other humane devices to prevent the desire for wandering,
and to reconcile them to starvation at home, were derived from the
good old times of branding and whipping. By degrees, however,
these excrtions fo prevent the labowrers wandering were in great
part superseded by the merciful consideration of the old poor law
functionaries, who employed a great portion of l'hen' time, and a
larger portion of the public money, i carrying the labourers
about from one end of the kingdom to the other, parcelling them
out with the nicest adjustiment amongst the fourteen thousand little
divisions ¢alled parishes, and determining that whatever circum-
stances existed in any one of these fourtcen thousand divisions to
make the presence of the labourers desirable or otherwise, they

i
preamble to that statute says,  whereas by reason of some defects E should go, and lhefr should stay where they had been born or ap-
in the law, poor people are not restrained from going from one  §{  prenticed or last lived for a year. The labourers were such
parish to another, and therelore do endeavour o settle themselves  §]  tender plants that they could not be acelimated except in their na-
in those parishes where there is the best stock.” Unquestionably, B} tive soil, or where they had taken a littie root : and so & perpetual
This is the effect of the great matural law of labour sceking [{  transplantation was going forward, which set the whole country

RIE exchange with capital; the labour went to the parishes “where  }:j  alive with the movements of vagrant carts, and filled the coacl.ws
M B there is the best stock ;" where the funds for the maintenance of  F1  and the inns with burly overseers and fat constables, travelling
RIS Jabour were most abundant, In that period of profound legisla-  §:  from all points between the Thames and the ‘I'weed, from Berk-
1 b itl | tion, when parliaments deereed that the superabundant produce  §  shire to Leicestershire, and from Sussex fo qunwa]l, with la])01|1-_
1L of our own country should not Le exchanged with the super- B ers and labourers’ wives, and astonished children, All this was
Ly abundant produce of another country, for fear the trade of our i  managed to the great safisfaction of the vestry and the overseers,
it *i" own country with countries which had nothing to exchange should ~ f§ . and the lawyers; under whose auspices it was generally arranged
ETSL EEY be destroyed,—in that period in which it was 1thought thie height of % that the labourers, and the wives, and the children, or some of
E‘J wisdom to declare that commerce should not be free, it was also ¥ them, with many of their fiiends aund -fellow-labourers, should
5 § 3 declared that labour should not go to capital, lest the labourers  ; make a journey to the county sessions as witnesses, and after the
oo should become * Rogues and Vagabonds,” “1o the great dis- 3 most solemn inquiry, travel back again to the plnace whence tllc:y
e ;{ L couragement of parishes to provide stucks, when it is liable to be | came and from whence they had been “illegally” removed. We
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know an instance in Borkshire of a man in gooit employ who had
been allowed 2s. a week upon a suspended order, heing at Jast
taken, with his wife and eight children, some hundred and fifty miles
in the public stago to their place of settlement,—being bhrought
back again at the expense of the parish to which they had been
removed, with the intention that they should thers obtain a set-
tlement by renting a tenement—so renting the said tenement for
a year, and then applying for relicf—heing again removed, o the
infinite delight of overseers, constables, vestry-clerks, and stage
coachmen, upon the plea that the tenement so rented was not
worth 101 a year, and that it was a collusive renting—and heing
finally Lrought back and scttled upon the parish from which they
had been first moved, after a solemn triu\ of two days, during
whicl an army of surveyors was produced by the appellants and
respondents, to prove the annual value of a cottago consisting of
four rooms and a pig-stye.  “This process occupied about a year
and a half, during which period the man’s labour was entirely
unscttled, and he and his wile and eight children were wcll-nigh
starved.  This law of settlement was the great source of ammuse-
ment amongst the parish functionaries mroughout Iingland for
the last forty years, It was played at the direct cost to the coun-
try of several millions annuuhy, and with an indirect cost in the
loss of many more millions of profitable labowr. The general
consequences of this system ave thus shortly stated :—

“ Soon after the close of the war, when the agricultural labourers
were increased by the disbanding of the army, and the demand for their
labour was diminished from various causes, agricultural parishes very
generally came to the resolution of employing none but their own pa-
rishioners, which ruined the industry of the country, and produced more
individual misery than can be conceived by those who were not eye-
witnesses : the immediale consequence of this delermination was the
removal of numbers of the most industrious families from homes where
they had lived in comnfort, and without parish relief, all their lives, to a
workliouse in the parish to which they belonged; and without mate-
rially affecting the ultimate numbers in the respeetive parishes, the
wrelched objects of removal, instead of happy and contented labourers,
became the miserable inmates of crowded workhouses, without the hope
of ever returning to their former independence. Since this period recourse
has been had to various plans, shifts, and devices, all bad in principle,
and seldon affording even temporary relief in practice. It must be
obvious that the evil of a superabundant population, even where the
excess upon the whole is not large, is greatly aggravated by confining
undue proportions within smalldocal divisions.”—Answers from Susser
to the Commissioners of Poor Law Inquiry.

The particular consequences of misery, and degradation, and
destitution of character to the labourers, may he summed up in
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the following narrative, which has been often printed, but which
cannot be too often read :—

«Mhe cheek to the circulation of agricultural labour is too notorious
to be talked of,  "The case of & man who has worked for me will show
the effect of the parish system in preventing frugal habits, This is a
hard-working, industrious man, named Willinm Williams, Ileis mar-
ried, and had saved some money, to the amount of about 70{,, and had
(wo cows 3 hie had also a sow and ten pigs. 1le had got a cottage
well furnished 3 he was o member of a benefit club at Meopham, from
which he received 8s. u week when he was ill.  1le was beginning to
fearn to read and write, and sent his children to the Sunday school,
1le had o legaey of ubout 461, but he got his other money together by
suving from his fair wages as o waggoner, Some circumstances oc-
curred which obliged me to part with him. ‘Phe consequence of this
Tabouring man having been frugal and saved money, and got the cows,
was, that no one would employ him, although his superior character
as o workman was well known in the parish,  He told me at the time
I was obliged to part with him,—* Whilst I have these things I shall
gyet no work. I must part with them all. I must be reduced foa
state of begyary before any one will employ me. I was compelled to
part with him at Michaelmas :—he has not yet got work, and he has no
chance of getting any until he has become a pauper; for until then the
paupers will be preferred to him,  Ile cannol get worlk in his own pa-
rish, and he will not be allowed to.get any in other parishes. Another
instance of the same kind occurred amongst my workmen. Thomas
Hardy, the brother-in-law of the same man, was an excpllent \}'orkmgu,
discharged under similar ¢circumstances ; be has a very industrious wife.
They have got two cows, & well-furnished cottage, and a pig, and
fowls. Now lie cannot get work because he has property, The pau-
per will be preferred to him; and he can only qualify himself for it by
becoming a pauper.  If hie attempts to get work clsewhere, he is told
that they do not want to fix him on the parish. Doth these are
fine young men, and as excellent labourers as I could wish to have.
The latter labouring man mentioned another instance of a labouring
man in another parish (Henstead) who had once had more property
than he, but was obliged to consume it all, and is now working on the
roads.”—Ar, Hickson's evidence given in My, Chadwick’s Reporl for
London and Berkshire, 1833, '

The law of settlements is abolished in its most mischievous
workings—scttlement by hiring and service no longer exists, and
consequently labour circulates—the capitalist is free to employ
the labourer without the dread that he may bring a burden on s
parish—the labourer is not kept at home, unemployed till l'nf isa
beggar, to consume the labour-fund in unprofitabie labour. There
can be no doubt that the increase of the labour-fund by an end
being put 1o the drains upon it of the want-fund has left a sur-
plus which will absorb all the labour, now that the barriers are
removed which prevented the accumulation. Col. A’Court says,—
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“ When first I beran my duties of Assistunt Commissioner 1 made it
my province to see all the land-surveyors thut I could get hold of, to as-
certain their feelings upon the subject of the superabundance of popu-
lation, and I recollect a very eminent surveyor telling me that hie never
went over a farm in his life to value it, even in the winter, where he could
not put out profitable lnbour for more servants than he found enguged.”

"I'he theory is sustained by the practice.  Mr.Woolridge suys,—

* You have stated that you used to have eight able-bodied men loose
upon your parish in the winter, and you have none now; do you think
that the railroad has oceasioned those to have employment 7—Not one
not one has gone to the railroad ont of all of them.

“ Do you know where they are employed 7—1 can tell several. Mer,
Aylward, in the adjoining parish, has got many acres of land in our
parish, a farm; Mr. Lillywhite has some land in our parish, and Mr,
Stoke has some land, and they will now tuke our labourers, and before
they did not care to take them at all.

“ Why ¥—They do not care whose labourers they take now, it is im-
malerinl; before they only took those of their own parish.” [65811-18.]

Most ingenious were the devices for keeping men “in their own
parish,” as we have shown; and even now those who cling to the
sleasurc of stinting the labourei’s growth by chaining him to the
soil, chuckle when they can stretch their authority to employ only
their own labourers.  The following dialogue between Mr, Scrope
(a member of the Committee) und worthy Mr. Kllis of Petworth
is amusing and instructive, and therefore our readers will not
complain of its length :—

Mr. Scrope.] * You have brought up the account of the way-warden
of last year ?2—1I have.

*“ I'his account is not made up ; is that owing to the close of the year
not having been come to —That is the cause,

“ Are there any considerable sums likely to be introduced which are
not found in this book 2—There are.

“ T sce entered in this account of the 50 weeks of the last year the
sum of 3317 19s. paid for day labour to able-bodied labourers; were
those the lubourers that were set on work on the parish account in con-
sequence of their not having work by private employment 2—Yes.

 On the other side of the account yon have disposed of stones and
sand, and other materials, the produce of the labour of these mmen, to
the amomunt 3167.?—Yes, so it appears; I know nothing of the book
myself; I received it from the way-warden.

** Then the Committee may presume, from this, that there has beena
demand within the parish of Petworth during the last year to the amount
ol 316L. for stone, sand, and other materials which have been supplied by
the parish 2—Yes, it has been supplied by the parish : there happens to
have been, during the last year, a great deal ot building going on. Lord
Egremont has been laying out a great deal of money upon Tillington
church, in enlarging the church and in building o room of his own, and
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we have been building o gasometer, and that has ennbled us to sell the
guantity of stones that hiave been sold and used.

“ I{ the parish had not undertaken to provide those materials for
Lord Egremont and others who have those works in hand, do not yon
think that persons undertaking those works would have required the
same amount of labour, nud would have fuken those same men into
employment which you have interfered yourselt’ to employ, that for the
same supply there would have been the same demand #—No, they conld
not have employed the men, beenuse they could not have had the heath
to dig wpon: those stones are dug upon private property, and there-
fore nuy person employing those men to dig those stones could not have
the heath to dig upon, because the heath is rented by the parish at 5/,
f yeur,

“ But still the persons carrying on these works would have required
the materinls, and must have procured them from some quarter or
other ?—Yes,

“ And in procuring those materials, they would have created a de-
mand for that surplus amount of labour that the parish have employed ?
—¥Precisely so,

 Therefore, is not your employing those able-bodied labourers on
account of the parish, aud selling the produce of their labour to Lord
Egremont and others requiring those materials, perfectly unnecessary,
and an interference with the ordinary demand for labour in that neigh-
bourhood %-—No; and perhaps I might explain that in this way ; that
Leath which is now rented by the parish, some few years ago, three or
or four years ago, was rented by another person, and that person, in-
stead of employing the people of the parish of Petworth, employed
very much oul-parishioners; therefore, we should not have so much
benefited by the employment of our own parishioners if that heath had
been in the hands of another person, as we have done by its being in
the hands of our own parish.

“ So that you have been able to employ your own paupers, and take
that employment from some neighbouring parish ?—No pousT,

“If you had refused to employ those labourers, do not you think that
some of them, by entering into competition with the labourers of other
parishes, would have ot that amount of employment —No, I think
not; I think that it has been a greater benefit to the parish, the parish
Leing enabled to employ their own people upon that heath: when I
speak of the parish, I am spenking of' the labourers of the parish.

*“ At all events, whatever benefils you have conferred upon your own
parish, you have injured to the same extent some neighbouring parish ?
—Yes; but charily begins at home; we take cave of ourselves first.

“ You say that the person who rented this heath was unwilling to -
employ any person who belonged to your parish; what was the reason
for that ?—1 did not say that he was unwilling to employ our labourers,
but that was the fact that he did employ the parishionars of another
parish.

Chairman.] * At that time were there a number of parishioners of
Petworth out of work ?—I have no donbt that there were.
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“ Do you know what wages he gave 2—No.

“ Do yon suspect that the wages of the out-parishioners were
lower than those paid in Petwosth 7—I suspect that they were,

« Then the person who rented the heath did no more than this, that
he obtained the labour that he wunted at the cheapest rate 7—Cer-
tainly; I do not blame him for it.

Mr. Scrope] *¢ If the parishioners of Petworth had been willing to
labour at t{Ie same rate as the parishioners of other pavishes, they
might have obtained employment upon this heath ?—They might.

& "Phereflore, the result is, that you have undertuken to interfeve with
the ordinary demand and supply of Iabour in the neighbourhood, solely
with a view to get your lnbourers employed instead of the parishioners
of another parish P—I have no doubt thut the way-wardens have taken
that heath with the view of getting the parishioners of' Petworth em-
ployment.” [1650—99.] o

« Charity begins at home,” says Mr. Ellis—Charity I—the
relief of want, but not the prevention. If Mr. Ellis and his
patrous had left the heath alone, the renter of the lieath would
have disposed of the stones and the sand at a profit instead of a
loss. That profit would have represented the amount of wnpro-
fitable labour saved, and the saving would have been capital to
encourage profitable labour.  But then ¢ Charity begins at
home !”—the labourers of Petworth would have been thrust oft
the heath by other labourers. And what then? They would
have looked out for better work than the heath could supply
them. The Rev. M. Brock, of Bishop's Waltham, will cn]ig}nen
us upon this, and several other points:—

“ Do you find that you have as large a superabundant population in
your parish now as you had previously to the passing of the Poor Law
‘Amendment Act ?—I canmot state; I should not think there were so
many, but I cannot state ; theve have been a great many works going
on, which would naturally take away some; there is the railroad, and
there are other works; and there might have been just as many, but
for those works, out of employment as there were before.

“ Then the tendency of the present law has been this, to lead the
superabundant population of the parish to go to look for work in other
parts of the country?—Yes; the tendency is, I think, to make them
o about secking for work, when perhaps there is no prospect of
obtaining it, to make them vagabonds over lhe country. 1f there
happens to be work in the neighbourhood, it is very well; if there is n

- railroad near our parish, they may find it, though I think that work is

very demoralizing ; but in case of want of labour it is a very greal
hardship to drive a poor man to search for work when there is a greal
probability of his not finding it ; he may be tempted to crime, and,
while he is searching for work without success, he may become de-
moralized.

¢ Are you aware that any labourers from your parish, in search for
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work without success, have turned vagnbonds 2—Many have gone to
raitroads, ond 1 think the eficet of the intercourse of the poor at the
raileoads s very demoralizing.

“ Jut ebill you helieve that they oll have obtained work?—Some
have,

¢ Which they had not before in your parish ?—7%ey might have had
it before if the work had been provided for them ; it was meing, there-

Sore, to the not giving the work, and not to the change of the law.

« Mr. Serope.] You state that you think that the employment on
the railrond is bad and demoralizing; do you think it as demoralizing
as the work formerly given by the parish in the gravel-pits and on the
highways?—I think that the old system was very bad, at the same
time it need not have been so.

« As demoralizing as the roilroad occupation can be #—Yes.

“'The labourers on railroads get double the wages that they had
when working in the gravel-pits 7—They get higher wages; but some
of their families have told me that they would rather have them at
home, working at lower wages, than working on the railroad at higher
wages, because of the expense of their having another house.

“ 1o you think that they are not better off than they used to be on
parish work?—1 do not think, morally, and I think we ought not to
consider, tn this question, pounds, shillings, and pence, but to consider
their religion and their morals.

“ But in respect of their amount of income, are they not betier off
than they were under the old system of employment?—I should say,
not; becanse there was an allowance of bread under the old system,
and therefore I should say that they were not so well off. )

“ 'fuke the case of the single men, who, having no fanilies, had not
their wages made up, but were employed at low wages by the parish
on the roads; bave not those Iabourers now employed on the railroads
a much lorger income than they had at that time ?—They have. [7417
—30.]

Here, then, is the short catechism of the political economy of
the rector of Bishop’s Waltham: persons who go about sceking
for work are vagabonds over the country—it is a very great hard-
ship to drive a poor man to search for work :—they have obtained
work, but they might have had it before, if the work had been
provided for them—Ilabourers on railroads get higher wages,
single men mueh higher wages, than when employed by the
parish, but they are not better ofl’ morally, and we ought not to
consider pounds, shillings, and pence, but their religion and their
morals :—and with respect to their amount of income, they are not
Letter off than under the old system of employment, because there
was an allowance of bread under the old system,

The allowance of bread!—

¢ P'o this complexion must we come at last.”

The superfluous labour ought not to go away in search of
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capital wanting labour, but stay at home, for tho sake of its re-
ligion and morals (we have & word or two to say presently on
the subject of veligion and morals), to find cmployment out of
the want-fund,—and the want-fund, opening its arms fo this su-
peifluous labour, does so by the degradation of the labour in the
parish that was not superfluous; and, keeping down the rate of
wages, pauperizes the whole labouring population, and, accord-
ing to Mr. Brock, makes them better off, with an allowance of
bread. Seriously, Mr. Brock, how long could this process of
providing unprofitable work, that labonrers might not go where
profitable work was wanted, and providing allowances of bread,
in addition to wages, that those who were employed might be
« better off,”" have gone on, even in Bishop’s Waltham ? Was i,
or was it not, this system that had almost caten up Lord Fgre-
mont? If it was, s the age of miracles has past, what would
have been done in Bishop's Waltham with the “multitude,” when
the fund for feeding them lad dwindled down to ¢ five barley
loaves?” MoralT_v," when the Jast loal was gone (—we speak
with reference to their « religion and morals”—), would your own
parishioners of Bishop's Waltham have stopped at the « trifling
offences,” as you call them, of “ turnip-stealing,” and “wood-
stealing,” and “ poaching.” ~ We rather fear your own house and
larder would have been indanger, Mr. Brock; and then, perhaps,
you would have corrected your belicf that persons going “ about
sceking for work” must necessarily be vagabonds over the
country.” ¢ Morally” speaking, if Petworth and Bishop's Walt-
ham, and parishes which still cling to allowances, could * keep
their paupers,” without any increase of their number, at the ex-
pense of the patrons of this mode of making the poor happy,
and without any degradation of those who do not want « allow-
ances,” we should be content to see the experiment tried, for the
reasons stated in the following extract of a letter from a manufae-
turer in the north, who had engaged above a hundred southern
labourers, under the system of migration :—

“ 'The independent migrant answers best, and soon seitles down with
his family, and provides for himself without troubling us : but the man
deep-rooted in pauperism is like a spoiled child, carried till he has lost
the use of his legs: such of these have been helped {ill they can help
themselves no longer, and give a deal of trouble. T do not wish to be
understood to discourage migration to any ; but I do think our good
wages and improved prospeets to the peor people deserve a greater dis-
crimination in those who send them. J¥e want honest, industrious,
quiet people ;. and the parishes which have made their paupers the con-
trary should keep them.”

But. Petworth and Bishop’s Waltham could not * keep their-
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paupers” without an increase of their numbers, There is no ba-
lance which can e held between the funds for the maintenanee
of labour and the number of the labourers, but through the un-
controlled oxchiange of capital and labour, each operating with
yerfeet freedom and perfeet seenrity,  Whenever the scales are
]ml(l by any other power than the natural power of exchange—
whenever there is a foreed demand for Jahowr produced by a forced
supply of capital—the natural proportions of’ capital and labour
are destroyed by a foreed addition to the number of labouvers.
All sehemes for « setting the poor to work™ by wnnatural encou-
ragements to labour assume that «the poor” is a constant quan-
tity ;—the wnnatural encouragement produces more poor, and the
funds that have been diverted from the regular labour-market are
devoured in an accelerated ratio.  The old Poor Law went fur-
ther than any other human device for diminishing the funds for
the maintenance of labour, aud at the same time increasing the
aumber of labourers.  Rewards for illegitimate children, rewards
for children wnder improvident mavriages, sustenance for the
pauper child from the hour he was born, increased sustenance as
he grew, a large and liberal allowance for him when lic prema-
turely married unother pauper, and the same round again till the
next pauper generation was quadrupled in nymber—this was the
system whiclh the Poor Law Amendment Act was designed to
put an end to, The process by which it proposes fo increase the
funds for the maintenance of labour, and by that increase to ab-
sorh the amount of superflucus labour, must be a gradual pro-
cess, but itis a sure one. Its progress is thus stated by Mr.
Harvison :—

Mr, Harvey.]—* A man residing al the present time in the parish
of Hambledon, aud who resided {wo years ago in the same parish,

_receiving then 9s. from his employer, and receiving now 10s. from his

employer, would be, two years since, in the receipt of 7s. Gd. a-week
from the parish, which he is not receiving now ?—Yes.

“That is, there is a difference in his weekly means of Gs. 6. ?—Yes.

“ And with the knowledge of this fact, do youn mean to state to the
Committee that you have heard no complaint from the labouring men,
and that you believe their condition is improved ?—I think itis, I think
I can satisfy the Committee that it is. The fuct is this: you are nof
aware thal since the new law took place every man exverls himself to
get his children off, whereas before, after married people had had

Jour children, the fifth child became « pauper ; it then remaived a

pauper till it was 11 years of age; then, at the expiration of 11 years,

this was the custom : the father used to be in the habit of saying to

the overseers, * ‘This child I cannot afford to keep for 18d., I must have

some more ;° then the overseers said, ¢ You must send him to us, and

we will employ him;’ and those children have beeu taken into the
G
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parish-field, at from 15d. to 3s. u-week, and remained there till they
went to church and got n wife, and then came into the parish-ficld the
next day, I have known several instances of that deseription, so that
they were paupers from their infancy, and remained and dicd paupers,
under the old system.

Sir J. Graham.]—* When this system of payment per head for
children above four prevailed, the head of the fumily had no interest
or desire to pui his children ont #—Not the least 5 they nsed to tell me
frequently, ¢ I have got another child for you to keep.!

“ Now since the payment has ceased, the hiead of the family has the
areatest interest in getting his children out 7—Muost assuredly, he goes
anywhere ; if he sces o chance, hie embraces it.

i And, in point of fact, they have not so many of their children
remaining in their honses as they used to huve ?7—"They have not,

“ You have observed that change, that they ave put out much more
than formerly they were —VYes,”—[40-43—10.]

The parish-field is shut up to the children of the able-bodicd,
and therefore the farmer’s field is open; the parish purse is
closed tothe children, and therefore the string of the farmer’s purse
is drawn; he has more funds in that purse to employ the
children.

“ You say that the farmers employ the children now more than
formerly : at what age do they begin to employ the children?—At 11
years and upwards,

“ Do you employ them younger than 11 ?—T have employed the child
of a labourer myself at the age of 10, and gave him 2s. a-week, and
very often two or three days in the week, to help to winnow the corn.”
—[Hayller, 13,554, 85.]

IHear another farmer, Mr. Goldsmith,

“ Would you and your DLrother farmers be able o employ the
children, if you paid head-money as heretofore >—1I do not think we
should, in that case, get the children to work for us us we do now; the
father would say, * He is not big enongh or handy enough,” and make
a hundred excuses, rather than fake the child fo work under him,

“ What you save in the rate you now expend in wages?—Yes.

“ And what you paid in the rate yiclded you nothing ?—No, it did
not,

‘;T Now what you pay in wages yields you a profit upon your farm?
—Yes.

 Therefore what was a dead burthen upon you before is now pro-
ductive to you?—Yes,

“ That makes a considerable difference in your situation ?~—Very
considerable, .

“ Excepting the casc of a large fumily who are all unable to labour,
the new law makes no difference to able-bodied labourers 7—T1 <o not
think it doex, except in the case of a family with children all under 10
years of age; it makes some difference there; but where the children
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are nble to do anything I do not think they are worse off’—[8,586—
92,

And what are the efieets upon the characters of the children,
as well as on their physical condition, produced by this restorative
process 7

“ You have heen asked some questions about their scanty fare dimi-
nishing their strength 3 do you find those boys less strong and healtly
since the allownnee system ceased, nnd as they are maintained by their
father, partly by their own earnings and partly by his?—No.

“ ‘Fhey work us well now 2—Yes, and better.

“ They are not hecome sickly 2—Not the least,

“ Do you find the fathers geuerally more ansions with youyself and
the other farmers to get their sons employed in thisway; do they press
the employment of their sons P—They are ; we could not formerly get
them to work, because the parents would say, I shall lose my head-
money.

4 Are they now carnest in their application to the farmers to take
their sons ?—Very eager to get them out,

“ And all those Jads are training up now to be good labourers very
fast —They will be belter labourers, at least they will know more of
the work tliat they have to do at 15 or 16, than they used to do at the
agre of 22 or 24,7—[7,858-—93.]

Again :(—

“ Ilave you observed, thal since the alterationt in the Jaw the able-
bodied men with large families have put their children out more than
they nsed 2—A great deal more; they are always anxious now to get
them to work.

“ Formerly had they that anxiety >—Not the least; the family were
always kept at home till they were men and women grown, and good
Jor nothing.

“ Ilad they not an interest to keep them at home ?—Yes,

* What was that ?—Head-money. )

“ Since that head-money has been withdrawn, have they an interest
to put them ont ?—Certainly, their interest is just reversed.

“ As bearing upon the character and conduct of the children, do you
think that it is better that they should be absent from home employed,
and carning their livelihood, or residing in their father’s house as they
heretofore hiave done, for the sake of preserving head-money ?—¥m-
ployed, most cerlainly,

“ What do you think is the effcet of this change upon those chil-
dren ?—That they will become better members of society, and good
servants,

“ Do you think that there was danger of their becoming themselves
puupers when they were kept at home by their parents, in order to
preserve head-money ?7—T can state instances where they have been
kept at home till they have become men aund women, and they have
been paupers always afterwards. 2
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