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1031

Die Jovis, 19° Julii 1838.
The Lord WHARNCLIFFE in the Chair.

Evidence on the Operation of the Poor Law 
Amendment Act.

Mr. ROBERT UNDERDOWN is called in, 
and further examined as follows:

WERE you Governor of the Workhouse before the 
Establishment of the Union?

Yes.
How long have you been there?
About Eight Years.
What was the greatest Number of People that you 

ever knew at one Time in the old Workhouse?
One hundred and three.
You are positive that there were as many as that?
I rather think my own Family was included 

in that Number.
How many Beds were there?
I cannot answer that Question.
Did the Paupers sleep more than One in a Bed?
Yes; Two or Three. We laid the Children 

pretty thick upon those Occasions.
How many Children did you put into One Bed?
As many as Three or Four.
How many grown People?
Two.
Ever more than Two?
Sometimes we put a Child between Two 

Women; when we were thick we used to do so, 
certainly.

Did you put Two grown Men together in the 
same Bed?

Yes.
You do not recollect how many Beds there were?
I do not.
Could you find out by any Books you have?
I do not think I can, for the Beds are all 

disposed of.
Could you find out by any Books at Bridgwater?
I could not.
But all the Beds that were in the old Workhouse 

were transferred to the Union, were they not?
The Board of Guardians rented the Beds and 

all the Furniture of the House from the 
Formation of the Union, June 1836, to December 
1837; they were after that Time sold by public 
Auction. The Board of Guardians would not 
buy them, because it was considered that they 

were not clean; that Bugs were in them.
1032 How many did the Board of Guardians buy?

None of them were bought by the Board of 
Guardians. 

Did they buy at any other Place?
They bought new Bedsteads.
How many did they buy; can you tell by the 

Books?
I do not think I can; they were bought at 

different Periods. examining the Accounts, I 
think.

Have you in London the Means of making out an 
Account of the Number of Beds that were bought?

Yes, I think I have.
Can you ascertain the particular Periods at which 

any Number of Beds were ordered?
I do not think I can ascertain the Period at all 

Times when they were ordered; for the 
Committee went and ordered them on some 
Occasions not by the Sanction of the Board, but 
obtained their Sanction afterwards.

Had the Visiting Committee Authority to order 
Beds without the Sanction of the Board of 
Guardians?

No, they had not Authority; but what they 
did was generally sanctioned by the Board. 
They ordered Beds as there was an Emergency.

Did they order Beds as they thought it advisable 
or necessary? 

The Committee have done so.
Frequently?
I do not say very frequently.
In Cases of Emergency when Beds were wanted 

they have ordered them without waiting for an Order 
from the Board?

Yes.
What Beds were ordered?
Iron Bedsteads; there were some made partly 

of Wood. 
Were they made in Bridgwater?
Yes, some of them.
Do you know how soon they could be supplied 

after the Order?
We waited a long Time for some of them, in 

consequence of the Person at the Foundery not 
having Iron to supply them on one Occasion.

You cannot tell in any Case how long they were 
waited for? 

No.
All the Beds that were proposed and were stated 
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by the Visiting Committee as being in their 
Judgment necessary were ordered?

Yes.
The Board of Guardians never objected to it?
No.
You were always present at the Board, and you 

state positively that no Objection was made to any 
Beds ordered by the Visiting Committee?

No Objection was ever made.
You have not known Three Men sleep in One Bed 

under the Operation of the new Law?
I never have.
You are sure of that?
I am quite certain.
How many Children have slept in One Bed?
I do not know; I very seldom see them in 

Bed.
You do not visit the Poorhouse?
I visit the Sick Wards, and other parts of the 

House, occasionally.
1033 Have you seen more than Two Persons in One 
Bed in the Sick Ward?

I verily believe I never saw more than Two.
Have you gone there for the Purpose of making 

that Observation?
No; sometimes I have accompanied Visitors 

and others through the Ward.
It is only occasionally you have gone there?
Yes, only occasionally.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Mr. JOHN CHINN is called in, and examined 

as follows:
WHERE do you live?
Weston Zoyland.
You are Relieving Officer of one of the Districts of 

the Bridgwater Union?
No. 3. District.
What Parishes does that District contain?
The Parishes of Weston Zoyland, Middlezoy,  

Othery, North Petherton, Thurloxton, Ling, 
Michael Church, Broomfield, and Goathurst.Did 
a Man of the Name of Robert Kidner ever apply to 
you for Relief? 

Yes.
At what Time did he first apply to you for Relief?
On the 25th of November 1836.
On what Account did he apply to you for Relief; 

did he state to you any of the Circumstances?
His Wife was ill?

And that was the Ground?
Yes.
Did he apply for Medical Relief, or for Relief in 

general?
He had had Medical Relief, and he applied to 

me for temporary Relief till the Board met.
Did you give him temporary Relief?
I did, to the Amount of 1s. 11d.
On what Day of the Week was that?
Saturday.
When did the Board meet?
The Friday following.
Then you gave him 1s. 11d, for that Week?
Yes.
How came you to give him only 1s. 11d. for the 

Maintenance of himself and Wife and Five Children?
He was earning 7s., and a Boy he had was 

earning 1s. 6d. I believe.
Had you ascertained that?
Yes.
Did he acknowledge that?
He acknowledged that he was earning 7s., 

and he had a Boy at work.
What was the Boy at work at?
As a Farmer' s Labourer.
What aged Boy was he?
Thirteen Years.

1034 Did you know this Man before?
Yes.
What Sort of a Man was he?
A drunken bad Character.
Had you ever seen his Wife before she complained 

to you of her Situation?
No.
When the Board of Guardians met what did they 

order him? 
They allowed him 7s. for One Week.
Was the 7s taken off the following Week, or was it 

again given him?
They then granted him 4s, and Three Loaves 

of Bread; the 4s, was granted by way of Loan.
Was that repaid?
Yes.
Who repaid it?
His Master' s Wife.
They stopped his Wages?
Yes.
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He appeared again before the Board?
Yes.
At what Time?
The 13th of December.
What happened then?
He was ordered to the Workhouse with his 

wife and the whole Family.
 Did he go into the Workhouse?
Yes, it appeared so on the Governor' s Books; 

I did not know it myself.
He came the following Week, on the 20th of 

December, before the Board again; what did he apply 
for then?

For Permission to leave the Workhouse.
Did he give any Reason for that? 
He said he did not like to stay in the Work 

house. 
Did he give any Reason why he did not like to 

stay in the Workhouse? 
No, he did not.
Did he say that there was Sickness in the House, 

or any thing of that Sort? 
Not in my Hearing.
Were you present the whole Time?.
Yes.
Did he say that there was Sickness in the House, 

and that he was afraid of himself and his Family 
catching that Sickness, and that therefore he wanted 
to go out of the House?

Not in my Hearing; not that I recollect.
Should you have heard it if he had said it?
Yes.
Could he have said so without your hearing it? 
No.
Did he give any Reason why he wished to quit the 

Workhouse, and to be put upon the Out - door List?
He did not like to remain in the Workhouse.
Did he make any Complaint of his Treatment in 

the Workhouse , or of Accommodation there?
No, none whatever.

1035 What did the Board do?
Allowed him Six Loaves of Bread and other 

Necessaries, to the Amount of 4s., when he was 
out of the House.

Did he go out?
He did not, he remained in the Workhouse 

till the 15th of January.
You know that he did not go out because he did 

not come to you for this Relief?

Yes.
What became of him on the 15th of January?
The Governor reported by his Books that this 

Man got over the Wall and deserted the House.
Did you ever hear of his having deserted his 

Family before?
Yes.
How many Times?
Three Times the Wife informed me.
Do you know of his ever having been committed 

to Prison before?
By the Information of the Wife.
You do not know it of your own Knowledge?
No.
Where did he go to after he had escaped?
To North Petherton.
Did you see him frequently?
I did.
Did you ever speak to him about going back to the 

Workhouse or taking his Family out of it?
Yes.
Did the Board direct you to do so?
Yes.
What did he say?
That it was not in his Power to take them out.
Had you during all this Time any Conversation 

with the Wife about their Treatment in the 
Workhouse?

No; I never visited the Workhouse.
What did you say to him when he said that he 

would not take his Family out of the Workhouse?
I requested him that he would take the 

Family out and appear before the Board, for 
them to allow him something towards 
maintaining them.

Did you tell him that the Board would allow him 
something?

I did.
He refused notwithstanding?
Yes.
Was he at work at this Time?
Yes.
How do you know that?
I went to his Master' s House where he was 

at work; Mr. Pring, at Road Farm, and Mr. 
Danger.

What was he earning?
7s. a Week.
How long did this State of Things go on; his Wife 

in the Workhouse, and he out, and he earning 7s. a 
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Week?

Till the 9th of March.
1036 So that the Parish supported his Wife and all 
his Family from the 15th of January to the 9th of 
March, while he was earning 7s. a Week?

Yes, and are still supporting them now in the 
Workhouse, 

Upon the 9th of March was he summoned before 
the Magistrates? 

Yes.
The Magistrates were Mr. Warry, Mr. King, and 

Mr. Allen? 
Yes.
When he was before them did they hear your 

Evidence?
Yes
Did they hear any body else? 
The Overseer, to prove the Delivery of the 

Summons. 
And you gave Evidence as to the Relief which had 

been afforded? 
Yes.
And the Governor of the Workhouse gave 

Evidence as to his Escape? 
We had the Governor' s Books.
Did they receive the Governor' s Books to prove 

the Escape of the Man? 
Yes.
Was the Governor there?
I do not recollect whether he was there or 

not; his Books were present 
Did Kidner deny having escaped?
No.
What did he say?
He confessed that he had made his Escape.
Did he give any Reason for it?
No.
What passed after the Evidence had been heard, 

and he had been heard to say what he had to say for 
himself?

He was offered to go back into the 
Workhouse, or take his Family out and help 
maintain them; but that he refused, and then the 
Magistrates said they must commit him to Gaol.

Then they offered him some Allowance out of the 
Workhouse?

They would have allowed him something; 
they told him that if he would help maintain the 
Family and take them out they would assist 
him.

But if he did not do that he must go to Gaol?
Yes.
And he refused, and went to Gaol?
Yes.
Did he at that Time state that he left the 

Workhouse either on account of the Treatment that 
he received or on account of the Illness in them?

No; I am sure he did not. 
He did not make that as an Excuse for running 

away? 
No.
You know that there was Illness in the House at 

the Time? 
I never was in the House, but I have heard 

so.
Did the Magistrates examine you upon Oath? '
Yes.
You have stated that on the 20th of December 

Kidner wished to go out of the House, and he was 
offered Six Loaves of Bread and other Necessaries, to 
the Amount of 4s., and still he would not go out?

Yes.
Did he give any Reason why he would not go?
Nothing particular; he said he could not take 

his Family out.
You state that he came to the Board asking 

Permission to go out, and that he was offered 
Necessaries, and that then he refused to go out; did he 
state any Reason for that Conduct, or can you give 
any Reason for that?

No, I cannot.
1038 You offered him 4s. a Week in Provisions?
Yes.
Do you think he could have earned 7s. more?
Yes.
How was the 12s. 6d. to be made up?
He had a Boy that went to his Master' s and 

would have earned 1s. 6d.
Giving a Total of 12s. 6d.?
Yes.
He could not have earned the 12s. 6d. unless he 

could have got Work? 
But he could have got Work, for he was an 

able - bodied Man. 
In what State of Health was his Wife?
She was ill.
Could she do any thing?
No.
On the contrary, did she not want some 
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Assistance?

Yes.
Were any of the Children ill?
No.
Mr. Tilsley is the Medical Officer of North 

Petherton?
Yes.
You were there when the Workhouse of North 

Petherton was used?
Yes.
How was the Medical Book sent from North 

Petherton to Bridgwater on the Board Day?
By the Carrier.
To whom was it directed?
To Ambrey, the Stationer, for me; I always 

called there for it, and took it down to the 
Board.

Whom did you give it to? 
I took it with my other Books to the Board; I 

put it upon the Table. 
Who took it away?
I did.
When the Workhouse was at North Petherton did 

you do so? 
I always took the Book.

No.
How did he know the Entries?
It was his Duty to examine it.
If you took the Book with you, and took it away 

after the Meeting, how could he see it?
All the Books were there, and he had an 

Opportunity of examining all the Books.
Was it his Practice to examine them? 
I do not know whether he did or did not; it 

was his Duty to do so.
Did you receive Directions from the Guardians of 

the Bridgwater Union at one Time with respect to 
giving Orders for Medical Relief?

Yes.
That was when there was a Disagreement between 

them and the Medical Gentlemen, and the Medical 
Gentlemen were to be paid for attending the Poor as 
for common Patients?

Yes.
1039 What were the Directions that the Board gave 
you at that Time?

The same Directions as I had before had.
What were they?
I was directed to be particular in giving 

Orders for Medical Relief, and to act with 

Discretion.
Was there any thing stated to you about the 

Expense?
No.
What are you reading from; what is that Paper 

which you have before you?
My own Writing.
Is that a Memorandum made at that Time?
Yes.
How came you to make a Memorandum at that 

Time?
To be particular in what I was doing.
You swear positively that that Memorandum was 

made at the Time that they gave you Directions in 
order that you might retain them in your Mind?

Yes; the principal Part; I do not say every 
Word.

Is that upon the same Paper as you wrote upon at 
first?

No; I pencil - marked it then.
Where is the Paper that you wrote it down upon 

at the Time; are the Pencil Marks there?
No.
How soon afterwards was that Paper written?
I do not know.
Was it not written a few Days ago?
This was; I have another in Town.
That is not the original Paper?
It is just like it.
Who were the Doctors in your District at that 

Time?
Tilsley and Addison.
Was there a great Increase of Patients during that 

Interval of Three Weeks when the Medical 
Gentlemen were attending the Poor as their private 
Patients?

No.
Did they increase the Number of Visits?
No.
Will you swear that you had ever any Directions 

to be discreet in giving your Orders before the 
Medical Men were to be paid for the Poor as for 
common Patients?

We were always to act with Discretion.
What do you understand by acting with 

Discretion?
To be particular whom we gave Orders to; 

whether they were deserving of Medical Relief 
or not.

Do you mean to swear that those Orders were 
ever given to you before the Poor were attended as 
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common Patients?

Yes.
When did you write that Paper?
A few Days ago.
Who told you to copy that from the Paper you had 

before written?
No one.

1040 When were those Directions given to you; was 
it when you were first appointed as Relieving 
Officer?

Yes.
Was there a Minute made to that Effect?
I do not know.
Who gave them to you?
The Chairman of the Board and Mr. Weale 

the Commissioner. 
Were all the Relieving Officers called in at the 

same Time? 
Yes.
And the Directions were given to you together?
Yes, they were all given to us in a Body.
Did the Chairman appear to be reading them from 

any Paper before him at the Time?
I do not recollect. 
And that you considered to be a general 

Instruction of the Board? 
Yes.
Then when you received that Instruction during 

those Three Weeks you did not consider it a new 
Instruction but the same as you had before?

Yes.
Did they not give you Instructions in Writing?
No.
Was there not a particular Order given you on the 

14th of July 1837, at the Time that the Medical 
Officers were attending the Paupers as private 
Patients?

Not that I am aware of. 
You did not understand that you were to be 

stricter than before? 
No.
Do you know a Gentleman of the Name of Brown, 

one of the Board of Guardians?
Yes.
Where does he live?
At Bridgwater.
How long has he been a Member of the Board?
There is one Mr. Brown who has been a 

Guardian for One Year last Lady Day, and the 

other was elected last Lady Day.
George Brown, Esquire?
He is a Magistrate; he has been a Guardian 

for One Year before last Lady Day.
Was this Resolution of the 14th of July 1836 

communicated to you: “ Resolved, — That it is the 
Duty of the Medical Officers to attend any 
Pauper upon receiving a written Order to that 
Effect from the Overseer of his Parish or 
Relieving Officer or other competent Authority, 
and that such Attendance be continued until 
otherwise ordered by the Board or the Patient 
be restored; but it is expected by the Board that 
such Overseer or other Authority will use great 
Discretion in granting such Orders ”?

I do not recollect.
Were you examined before Mr. Weale?
Yes.
Did you tell him that you had had the same 

Orders before as you have now?
Yes.
Will you swear that?
Mr. Weale knew that I had the same Orders , 

1041 Will you swear that you told him so?
No; I did not tell him so, because he knew it.
Though you were examined before him you did 

not tell him so?
No, I did not.
Were you referred, at the Time those Medical 

Officers were to be paid for attending the Paupers as 
for common Patients, to that Order which had passed 
the Year before, and directed to pay Attention to 
that?

We were called in, and ordered to act with 
Discretion as to the Parties we gave Orders to, 
and to take care that no Poor suffered from 
Want of Medical Relief.

You were called in, and received that Direction 
verbally, at the Time the Medical Gentlemen were 
paid for the Poor as for common Patients?

Yes.
Had you received that Order the preceding Year?
Not that we should see that they did not 

want, but that we were to use Discretion in 
giving Orders. We had a particular Order, when 
the Medical Men were to attend the Poor as 
common Patients, to see that no Poor suffered 
from Want of Medical Relief; but we were to act 
with Discretion, and we were to see that no Poor 
suffered from Want of Medical Attendance.

Do you remember giving an Order to a Person of 
the Name of Jennings, a Pauper belonging to North 
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Petherton, to receive Medical Relief?

No, I do not.
Do you remember being present at any 

Conversation upon that Subject?
I do not with that Jennings; I know the Man 

very well. 
Do you ever remember giving an Order upon Mr. 

Tilsley for Medical Relief?
It was Mr. Parsons I think that gave the 

Order; he was working in the same Parish.
Mr. Parsons is a Magistrate?
Yes.
What was George Jennings?
A Gardener.
Able to provide a Doctor for himself?
I do not think he is.
What are his Wages?
Nine Shillings a Week.
Single Man?
He has a Wife and Four Children.
Why did you refuse the Order?
I did not refuse the Order; I do not recollect 

any thing of it.
Was he in Employment at that Time?
Yes; he is always in constant Employment; he 

never loses a Day' s Work, unless it is for 
Sickness, or the Weather prohibits him from 
working.

The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Mr. JAMES SOMMERS is called in, and 

examined as follows:
WHERE do you reside?
At Othery.
What are you?
I am a Farmer.

1042 Are you a Guardian of the Bridgwater Board of 
Guardians?

I am.
When were you elected?
At the Commencement of the Union.
Have you remained a Guardian ever since?
Yes.
Are you a Guardian now?
I am.
Have you been one of the Visiting Committee all 

the Time? 
No; I was elected a Guardian on Lady Day 

1836, and a Member of the Visiting Committee 

Twelve Months ago last Lady Day.
You were Guardian from 1836 to 1837, and a 

Member of the Visiting Committee from 1837 to 
1838?

Yes.
And re - elected in 1838?
Yes.
In the Year from 1836 to 1837 was there a 

considerable Degree of Sickness in the House?
There was. I was not at the Time a Member of 

the Visiting Committee.
After that, when you came into Office as a Visitor 

in March 1837, was the Sickness still continuing in 
the House?

There was Sickness.
What Sort of Sickness was it?
It was called Diarrhea.
As a Member of the Visiting Committee were you 

in the habit of visiting the Sick Wards as well as the 
other Wards?

I visited the whole House.
In what State was the House at that Time?
The first Time that I visited the House there 

was Disease there, and the Atmosphere of the 
House was rather disagreeable.

Do you recollect the Date when you first visited? 
No, I do not; it was shortly after Lady Day 

1837.
Was the Smell of which you have spoken a Smell 

arising from Confinement merely, or was it a Smell 
as if Persons had not been able to retain their Stools?

I mentioned the Circumstance to the 
Governor of the House, and he attributed it to 
the unsoundness of the Floors; it was impossible 
to keep them clean; that was what he stated.

Was that Mr. Gover?
Yes.
What did the Smell strike you as being?
Not at all from the Stools.
But from some Defect in the Ventilation rather 

than from that Cause? 
Yes.
How many People were in the Workhouse?
I should suppose, but I cannot speak 

positively, about Ninety in the Bridgwater 
House; I mean in the whole House.

How many were sleeping in a Bed, not in the Sick 
Ward, but in the other Part of the House?

I do not remember seeing more than one in a 
Bed. 

Have you ever been there when the People were in 
Bed?  
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Yes, I have seen them in Bed.

1043 At Night?
No; those who were ill.
The Question referred to the Paupers that were in 

Health; you do not know how the Paupers in Health 
were accommodated as to Beds?

I never heard any Complaint, but I was never 
there during the Time they were in Bed at 
Night.

Did you ever hear any Complaint at the Board 
previously to your belonging to the Visiting 
Committee that there were not sufficient Beds?

I do not remember a Complaint of that Sort 
being made.

Do you remember Mr. Baker making any 
Complaint of that Sort respecting the Workhouse?

I heard Mr. Baker complain that Sickness was 
prevailing in the House.

At what Time was that?
A little previous to the Time of my being 

elected a Member of the Visiting Committee.
Did he make a Complaint of the way in which the 

House was crowded?
He complained that there was Sickness in the 

House, and he recommended that no more 
Paupers should be sent in; and I believe his 
Advice was attended to as much as we possibly 
could attend to it.

Was that the first Time you heard of any 
Sickness?

Yes, that was the first Time I heard of any 
serious Sickness; just before Lady Day 1837.

Were you Guardian from the Beginning of the 
Union?

Yes.
Were you a pretty constant Attendant?
From the Return which I received from the 

Clerk of the Board, and which contained the 
Number of Attendances of each Guardian, it 
appeared that I had attended during Three 
Quarters of the Year Forty - three Meetings.

In what Year?
From Midsummer 1836 to Lady Day 1837.
You were a very constant Attendant?
Yes.
You did not omit a single Meeting?
I omitted some Meetings; there were special 

Meetings.
But no regular Meetings of the Board Day you 

omitted?

I believe I did omit some; I attended Forty - 
three Meetings.

Did you ever miss a Meeting on the usual Board 
Day?

I believe I did.
How many do you think?
I cannot speak to that; very few.
Did you attend pretty constantly to the Business 

of the Board?
I did.
Did you come early and sit late?
I did.
So that you heard all that passed?
Yes.
And you took an active Part?
Yes.
You were anxious for the well - working of this 

Bill?
I was.
And you have taken pains as one of the 

Guardians, and attended the Board pretty 
constantly?

Very few more so.
1044 Did you hear up to this Time of Mr. Baker 
making any Complaint, or did you hear in the Board 
any Complaint made, either by the Visiting 
Committee or by any other Gentleman, or by the 
Doctors, of there being a great deal of Illness in the 
House?

The first Complaint that I can call to my 
Recollection was from Mr. Baker. 

When was that?
A little previous to Lady Day, just before I 

was elected Member of the Visiting Committee.
Was that the first Time you heard of any 

Complaint of great Sickness in the House?
I do not remember hearing any Complaint of 

any thing serious in the House before that.
Was the Visiting Committee' s Book laid before 

the Board every Week? 
It was.
Was it examined?
Yes.
Were you in the habit of examining it yourself?
Sometimes.
Did you ever collect from that that there was any 

serious Illness in the House?
I did not. The Report of the Visiting 

Committee was read aloud to the Board; I 
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believe scarcely ever omitted.

And you did not collect from that that there was 
any serious Illness in the House?

No.
Was your Impression at that Time that there was 

a very prevailing Illness in the House, or not?
I had no Impression that there was any 

Malady.
Was the Board ever informed by the Visiting 

Committee or the Medical Men that there was 
infectious Disorder in the House?

I never heard any such Complaint made.
Did the Governor attend at the Board?
He was occasionally called before the Board.
He attended sometimes before the Board?
Yes; sometimes he brought in some Book to 

the Board.
Did he attend always with his Book?
No.
Did he not attend with the Book of the 

Workhouse, the Discharge and Admission Book?
He may have done so; I am not certain as to 

the Number of Books that he brought.
You are not certain whether he came every Time?
No.
Could he have come if he chose?
Yes; I see no Reason to prevent him.
Did he ever complain that the House was over 

crowded, and that there was an Infection in the 
House?

I never heard any such Complaint from the 
Governor.

From the Medical Men?
The Medical Men addressed a Letter 

sometimes to the Board. 
On the 25th of October was that?
I cannot state.
Do you recollect the Purport of the Letter?
It was something with respect to the Dietary; 

he recommended Milk.
1045 From whom was it that that Recommendation 
came; from Mr. King or from Mr. Poole?

I believe from Mr. King.
Is this the Letter you allude to: “ On resuming my 

Duties at the Work. house I found that the Board had 
ordered that Oatmeal should be used for the Children 
instead of Milk. For some Days I watched the Result, which 
was given to the Visiting Committee as producing 
Diarrhæa; some Days after many of the Children became 
affected. ” Is that the Letter you allude to?

I believe it is.
What was done in consequence of that Letter; do 

you recollect?
I believe whenever the Medical Officer 

proposed any Change of the Dietary it was 
strictly adhered to.

That is, his Proposal was adopted?
Yes.
Do you recollect, in point of fact, what was done 

in consequence of this Letter that was received from 
Mr. Abraham King on the 25th of October?

No, I do not.
Do you recollect there being a Letter from Mr. 

Poole on the following  Board Day, the 1st of 
November, stating that great Benefit had been 
derived from the Alterations that had taken place in 
consequence of the Directions of the Board of 
Guardians, given in compliance with that Letter?

I cannot say that I do remember it.
Was there ever any Statement made by any 

Person that the Diet Table was unwholesome, and 
that the Diet Table was producing Disease in the 
House?

There was a Suggestion of that Sort made 
about Lady Day 1837.

But previous to that?
No, I do not believe there was.
Previous to that you never heard any thing of the 

Sort suggested by the Visiting Committee, or by the 
Medical Men, or by the Governor?

No.
Did you ever hear of the Governor being ill, and 

having caught the Infection himself?
I remember the Governor being ill.
What did you understand was the Nature of his 

Disease?
I understood it was Diarrhæa.
Was it stated to the Board that that was owing to 

Infection caught in the House?
I do not recollect whether it was or not; I 

remember that he was ill, and that he left the 
House for a short Time.

Had you heard of there being any infectious 
Complaint or any great Extent of Malady in the 
House till Mr. Baker made this Complaint, just 
before Lady Day 1837?

That was the first serious Complaint I heard.
In what Way did he make the Complaint? There is 

a Bye Law in your Board that nobody is to make a 
Motion except in Writing, is there not?

That is one of our Bye Laws, that all Motions 
are to be made in Writing.
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Have you any Rule as to the Time of making 

Motions, either before the Admission of Paupers or 
subsequently?

I think at the Commencement of the Union 
Motions were made some Time previous to 
going into the Pauper List; but some Time since 
I have been a Guardian there was a Motion 
made that after reading the Minutes we should 
go into the Pauper List, in order not to detain 
the Paupers so long.

Then the Motions are made after the Pauper List 
has been examined?

Yes.
1046 Did that Practice exist at the Time Mr. Baker 
made his Motion? 

No; it has been since adopted.
So that at that Time the Motions were made 

before you went into the Pauper List?
I believe they were.
Did Mr. Baker make a regular Motion?
I do not remember that he did.
Did he make a Speech, and propose a Motion, and 

discuss the Matter? 
I believe not.
You heard something fall from him upon that 

Subject?
Yes; I heard from Mr. Baker this, — that he 

would urge upon the Board not to press more 
Paupers in, as there was Disease in the 
Workhouse.

At what Time was it that Mr. Baker made this 
Observation; was it at the Time of making Motions, 
or at any other Time of the Proceedings?

I think it was previous to going into the 
Pauper List. 

Did he urge that publicly in a Speech?
Yes; he did not speak to any great Length; he 

merely made an Observation that there was a 
Disease in the House.

Did he state that that was an infectious Disease?
No. I never understood it to be an infectious 

Disease; I understood it was Diarrhea.
He did not make the Motion in Writing?
No.
Was there any thing stated by any body at that 

Time, either by the Chair. man or by any body else, 
with a view to put him down, and prevent his 
making the Motion?

Never; I never observed any such Conduct 
from the Chairman to any Guardian.

You have observed Mr. Warry' s Conduct pretty 

accurately; has it been such that any Guardian was 
afraid of offering any Opinion, and was put down 
when he expressed an Opinion?

Certainly not; I have never myself hesitated, 
and never shall in expressing an Opinion.

Have you made any Motions?
Yes.
Have they always been in accordance with Mr. 

Warry' s Wishes? 
Not at all Times.
Does he vote?
I never saw the Chairman vote, as far as Mr. 

Warry is concerned, but on one Occasion, and 
that was on the Election of the Master of the 
House.

If some of the Proposals that you made were not in 
accordance with Mr. Warry' s Opinions, did Mr. 
Warry put you down or prevent you from stating 
what you wished to state, or from moving what you 
wished to move? 

Never.
Did he do any thing on this Occasion to prevent 

Mr. Baker from making a Motion?
No, he did not. 
Did Mr. Baker propose that the Dietary should be 

altered?
As far as I recollect Mr. Baker did not 

propose it; I think it came from Mr. King the 
Medical Officer.

At what Time?
About Lady Day 1837.
But Mr. Baker proposed that they should not send 

more Paupers than could be avoided into the 
Workhouse?

Yes.
1047 Was that Suggestion complied with?

I believe it was, as far as practicable; that was 
the Impression upon my Mind.

Do you recollect at a former Time a Letter coming 
from Mr. King suggesting that Paupers with 
ulcerated sore Legs should not be admitted into the 
House?

I cannot say that I do remember it.
You say that you never heard any Proposal made 

with respect to altering the Dietary of the Persons in 
Health in the Workhouse before Lady Day?

About Lady Day; I cannot speak to the Week.
Are you quite sure that no Proposal was made 

before Lady Day as to altering the Diet?
I believe it was about Lady Day 1837, a short 

Time previously.
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Are you sure that there was no Conversation at 

the Board with respect to the Possibility of the Diet 
generally being altered, not with reference to the Sick 
only? Did you ever hear the Medical Officers told 
that they had nothing to do with the Diet of the 
Persons in Health, but that they might order what 
they pleased for the Persons who were sick?

I do not remember any Conversation of that 
Sort; but certainly that was the Impression upon 
my Mind that that was the Case, and that the 
Medical Officers had no Authority whatever to 
order for those in Health.

Whatever the State of the Workhouse might be 
they had no Authority to order for those in Health, 
but they had Authority to order for those who were 
sick?

As far as those in Health are concerned that 
is my Impression. 

When Mr. Baker stated this at the Board, just 
before Lady Day 1837, what was Mr. Warry' s 
Answer?

I do not recollect.
What was it that Mr. Baker stated?
He stated that there was Disease prevailing 

in the House, and therefore he would 
recommend that no more Paupers be sent in.

What was the Answer he received from Mr. 
Warry?

I cannot say.
Was he told that the House would hold more, and 

therefore that more must be sent in?
I do not remember that he was.
Can you state that he was not told so?
No, I cannot.
Can you state that he was told that the House 

being calculated for 140 there was still Room for a 
Number of Paupers, and that they must be sent in?

No; I do not remember such a Conversation 
taking place.

Can you say that such an Answer was not given 
to him?

No.
But you can say that the Guardians abstained as 

much as they could from sending in Paupers?
Yes, I can.
Do you remember a Man of the Name of Kidner 

going in?
I do not particularly recollect him.
Did you ever hear any Proposal made that the 

Diet should be altered for both the sick and the 
healthy, on account of the Gruel being unwholesome 

for the Paupers?
A short Time previous to Lady Day I did 

hear that Proposal.
Who made that?
It was a Member of the Visiting Committee; 

whether it was Mr. Ruddock or not I am not 
certain.
1048 Did Mr. Warry upon that Occasion say that he 
could not put such a Reso lution from the Chair?

I do not think he did.
That it was contrary to the Orders of the Poor 

Law Commissioners, and that he could not put such 
a Motion from the Chair?

Such a Motion was put, that Application be 
made to the Commissioners for Permission to 
alter the Dietary.

That was after Lady Day?
It was.
But before Lady Day was the Person who moved 

that told by Mr. Warry that he could not put such a 
Question as that from the Chair?

I do not believe he was.
Are you sure that he was not?
I cannot swear that he was not, but I do not 

believe he was.
If a Person has said that Mr. Warry did so, you 

cannot swear that that Person has said what is not 
true?

No, I cannot. I do not remember such an 
Observation being Mr. Warry.

Do you remember the Governor being ill?
I know that he was ill.
Of Diarrhoea?
I heard so.
He was ill for some Time?
I cannot say how long.
Did you hear of his Wife having the Diarrhoea?
No; I do not remember that.
Did you never hear of his Children having 

Diarrhoea? 
I never heard any Conversation respecting 

the Children. 
Did you ever hear that they had it?
No.
Were you present when the Governor or 

somebody upon his Part asked for Leave of Absence 
for him?

I believe I was. 
Upon what Ground was Leave of Absence asked 

for him? 
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Upon the Ground of his being ill of this 

Diarrhea.
And that it was necessary for him to have Change 

of Air; was that stated?
That was recommended by the Medical 

Officer, — that Change of Air would be 
beneficial to his Health.

That was reported to the Board?
Yes.
And was the Ground of his having Leave of 

Absence? 
Yes.
At what Time was that?
I cannot say.
Was it not the very Beginning of March 1837?
I should think it must have been about that 

Time, but I cannot say whether it was or was 
not.

And he stayed away Three Weeks?
I do not know the Time; he stayed away a 

short Time. 
Was Mr. Parsons at that Time a Member of the 

Visiting Committee? 
I believe he was.

1049 Did he never say any thing at the Board of this 
Diarrhoea being infectious? 

I do not remember that he did.
Do you remember his ever having stated in the 

Board that he had been warned not to go into the Sick 
Wards?

Never.
Did you ever hear of that Fact, that the Visiting 

Committee were warned not to go into the Sick 
Wards?

It is the first Time that I have heard such a 
Thing mentioned that they were warned not to 
go.

Did you ever during that Time make any 
particular Inquiries as to the State of the House 
yourself previous to Lady Day 1837?

No, I did not.
Do you remember Mr. Baker coming with the 

Death Book, and producing that before the Board, 
and stating how many Deaths had taken place?

I do not remember that he did.
Could he have done so when you were present 

without your seeing it?
No; I should think not.
Then you do not remember his ever having come 

to the Board with the Death Book, stating the 
Number of Deaths that there were in it, and im. 
pressing upon the Board the Necessity of doing 

something in consequence of the Disease that was 
raging in the House?

I do not recollect it. I do not mean to swear 
that he did not.

Could such a Thing have happened without your 
remembering it, if you were present?

Yes, it may have happened. Not making a 
Minute of those Things, we cannot carry all 
those Things in our Memory. I have other 
Business to attend to besides the Business of the 
Board.

Did he refer to the Death Book, and did he make a 
Proposal that no more Paupers should be admitted 
into the House?

I do not remember that he did.
About the Middle of December 1836 did you hear 

any Complaint of the State of the House?
I do not remember any particular Complaint.
Do you remember any thing being said about 

removing some of the Children from the House in 
consequence of the State of the Workhouse?

The Children were removed at different 
Times to the North Petherton House.

When was the Order given for the Removal of the 
Children?

I cannot say.
Was it the Middle of December?
I cannot say.
Do you know why they were to be removed?
I suppose that there was more Room in the 

Petherton House than in the Bridgwater.
Do you know what was the Cause of their 

Removal, or do you not?
We generally sent the Children to the North 

Petherton House. I do not remember that it was 
in consequence of the Disease prevailing in the 
Bridg water Workhouse.

When you say generally, do you mean that it was 
done before December, or was there not a particular 
Order given in December for the Removal of some of 
the Children to Petherton?

There might have been, but I cannot call it to 
Remembrance.

Then you do not know the Grounds upon which 
that took place?
1050 Were you in the habit of sending Children to 
the North Petherton House at the Beginning of the 
Union?

Yes; we took the North Petherton House very 
shortly after taking the Bridgwater House, and 
our Plan was to send the Children there; we had 
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a Schoolmistress there.

Upon your Oath, were they not sent there because 
they were ill, and to have a different Air?

Upon my Oath, I do not remember that that 
was the Case. 

Will you swear it was not?
I will not.
The North Petherton House was originally taken 

for the Paupers, but the Children were sent there 
because it was more convenient to have the Children 
there, in order to make more Room in the other 
House; was that so?

Yes, that was the Case; we appointed a 
Schoolmistress at North Petherton; there was 
none in Bridgwater.

When was she appointed?
A very short Time after the House was taken.
When was the House taken?
A short Time after the Commencement of the 

Union.
You do not know whether this Order for the 

Removal of the Children in December was given in 
consequence of the Disease in the House?

I do not know that it was.
Will you swear it was not?
No, I will not. I will swear that the House 

was not taken for the express Purpose of 
removing them.

Do you remember whether the whole of the 
Children who the Board considered would be likely to 
be permanent Inmates of the Workhouse were 
removed to North Petherton Workhouse, and that 
those Children whose Parents were considered to 
have come in temporarily were allowed to remain in 
Bridgwater Workhouse; was that the Line of 
Distinction made by the Guardians?

I do not believe we made that Distinction. 
The North Petherton House was used for 
Children in general. Very few adult Paupers 
were sent to the Petherton House.

How came it then that there were any Children in 
the Bridgwater House?

That was taken previously to the other, and 
then it was recommended that the other be also 
taken, considering the Bridgwater House not 
sufficient to contain all the. Paupers which it 
was necessary to take into the House.

Do you remember whether there were at any Time 
many Children in the Bridgwater Workhouse?

Not being a Visitor at the Time I cannot say 
how many there were.

Gover had the Management of the North 

Petherton Workhouse, had he not?
Yes.
Did he send those whom he thought fit to the 

North Petherton Workhouse without an Order of the 
Board of Guardians or the Visiting Committee, or 
was it done by the Visiting Committee?

I do not know that.
The North Petherton House was not given up 

during the Time that you were a Member of the 
Committee?

No.
Did you give Orders about removing Children, or 

was it left to the Governor?
I never remember to have given an Order 

myself.
Were they removed by the Governor without an 

Order of the Visiting Committee?
I really cannot speak positively to that.

1051 You never heard or had any Reason to 
conclude that there was any contagious or infectious 
Disorder there during the Winter of 1836, during 
which - Time you were Guardian in the Bridgwater 
Workhouse?

I never heard that there was any infectious 
Disease in the House.

Up to Lady Day 1837 you never heard of it?
No.
You became a Guardian in Lady Day 1836?
Yes.
You were Guardian up to 1837?
I was.
Will you swear that there were not repeatedly 

from Time to Time Applications from a Member of 
the Visiting Committee during that Period, stating 
that the Diarrhæa was prevailing to a very great 
Extent in the Workhouse?

I remember Mr. Baker complaining a short 
Time previous to Lady Day. 

How long before Lady Day?
I cannot speak to a Week.
Will you swear that it was not over and over 

again discussed at the Board, on the Application of a 
Visiting Guardian, the Subject of the Diarrhæa 
prevailing in the Workhouse?

I do not remember its being discussed.
Will you swear that it was never discussed; 

because, as you were a constant Attendant, you must 
know it?

It was stated by Mr. Baker a short Time 
before Lady Day.

Will you swear that, long before that Application 
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of Mr. Baker, it was not stated, by different Members 
of the Visiting Committee who attended, that there 
was Diarrhæa prevailing in the Workhouse?

I will not swear that it was not stated.
Do not you know that it was?
I do not.
Will you swear that long and long before Lady 

Day 1837 it was not stated that the Diarrhea had got 
to such a Height that it was become infectious in the 
Workhouse?

I will not swear that it was not stated; I will 
swear that I do not remember its being stated.

Is it possible that you, an attentive Guardian, 
could have sat at that Board, and if those Things 
were stated you must not have heard them and 
remembered them?

Things might have been stated which might 
have escaped my Memory.

Was it not a Matter of Discussion at the Board 
frequently?

I do not believe that it was.
Will you swear that it was not?
I will not swear that it was not.
Not confining you to One Time, but, upon your 

solemn Oath, was it not over and over again stated at 
the Board, by different Members of it, that there was 
Diarrhæa prevailing to the Degree of its being 
infectious?

Upon my solemn Oath I do not remember its 
being discussed over and over again long before 
Lady Day.

Did you hear it once discussed?
No.
Did you hear it mentioned?
It might have been mentioned.
Upon your Oath was it not?
I will not swear that it was not.

1052 Do you remember the Medical Men applying 
to the Board for an Alteration of the Dietary in 
consequence of the Diarrhoea prevailing?

As far as I can remember the Application was 
about Lady Day 1837. 

Upon your solemn Oath was it not made long 
before? 

I do not believe it was.
On your Oath was it not agreed to as far as 

regarded those that were actually ill, and did not the 
Chairman tell the Person who made the Application, 
when he asked to have the Indulgence extended to 
those that were not ill, that he had nothing to do with 
that?

The Orders of the Medical Men were always 
agreed to with respect to the Dietary of the sick 
Inmates of the House.

When the Medical Man applied to have the 
Dietary altered, was it altered as to the Sick, and was 
he not told that he had nothing to do with those who 
were well?

I do not recollect.. Upon your Oath was he 
not told so by the Chairman? Upon my solemn 
Oath I do not recollect.

When was it that the Governor of the Workhouse 
was taken ill; how long before Lady Day?

I cannot speak exactly to the Day.
Will you swear that you did not know that his 

Wife and his Children were also ill of the Diarrhæa?
I will swear that I did not know it.
Will you swear that you did not hear it?
I will not swear that I did not hear it.
Will you swear that you were not cautioned not to 

go into the House? 
I will swear positively that I was not 

cautioned.
You have said that you heard something at the 

Board about not sending in more Paupers, for that 
there was a Disease in the House?

That is the Case. After that were there not many 
more Paupers sent in? 

I cannot swear that there were not.
Did you not know Week by Week how many were 

sent in?
I cannot call to my Recollection how many 

we sent in weekly; that was the Impression 
upon my Mind, that we sent as few in as 
possible knowing that there was Disease in the 
House, and I should hope that that was the 
Impression upon the Mind of every Guardian 
present.

Will you undertake to say that within a Month 
afterwards there were not Twenty sent in?

I cannot say.
You say that you do not very accurately recollect 

every thing that passed at the Board; but you never 
received, though you were constantly attending the 
Board, an Impression from any thing that did pass 
that there was an Infection in the House, or a greater 
Portion of Disease in the House than out of it?

Till a short Time before Lady Day I had not 
that Impression.

From the Beginning of the Union up to Lady Day, 
or a short Time previous to Lady Day, though you 
were attending constantly at the Board, though you 
had your Eyes open, and were awake to all that 
passed at the Board, .. never went away with the 
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Impression that there was an infectious Disorder. " 
the House, or a Disorder so great that there was any 
Objection to selling fresh Paupers into the House?

I never had such an Impression.
Did you ever hear of the House being crowded? 
I think Mr. Baker was the principal Person 

that spoke of its being crowded.
1053 When was that?

A short Time before Lady Day.
Was Mr. Baker a pretty constant Attendant at the 

Board?
He was not regular; he attended as much as 

most Guardians.
And did he frequently bring forward the crowded 

State of the House?
I do not remember that he did.
But you heard him state that the House was 

crowded?
The principal Thing I heard him say was, that 

there was Disease there, that he did not mean to 
say that the House was crowded if there was no 
Disease in the House, but that as there was 
Disease he would recommend no more Paupers 
to be sent in.

And that was just before the Period of Election, 
just before you ceased to be Guardian?

Just before I ceased to be Guardian.
Do you recollect how long before?
I cannot recollect.
A Month?
It may have been a Fortnight or Three Weeks 

or a Month.
Did you ever hear a Complaint that there were not 

Beds enough in the House?
There might have been Applications for 

Beds,  and I believe they were sent if there were 
more wanted.

Whose Business was it to make those 
Applications?

The Visiting Committee.
Was any Application of the Visiting Committee 

ever refused?
Never.
Did the Visiting Committee occasionally order 

those Things without the previous Sanction of the 
Board?

Not very extensively; they may to a small 
Extent have ordered Things, but generally a 
Report was made of what was wanted, and it 
was put by the Chairman, “ Is it the Pleasure of 
the Board that such Things be ordered? ”

And it was never refused?
I never heard it refused.
Will you take upon yourself to say that it was 

never refused?
I believe it never was refused.
You say it was about a Month before Lady Day 

that you heard that the House was infectious; how 
many were sent into the House between that Period 
and the Time when you became Visitor?

I cannot say.
Ten?
There may have been Ten.
Thirty?
Certainly there were not Thirty.
You have stated that you were not a Member of 

the Visiting Committee previous to Lady Day 1837. 
Do you reside in the Town of Bridgwater?

Seven Miles from Bridgwater.
The Board of Guardians does not meet at the 

Workhouse, does it?
It did not then, it met at the Town Hall.
Though you were not one of the Visiting 

Committee, did you yourself visit the House between 
October 1836 and March 1837?

I did not make a Practice of visiting the 
House; I believe I was in the House.
1054 Did you for your personal Satisfaction go into 
the House to see what the State of it was?

I do not believe I did.
Then you cannot state of your own Knowledge 

any thing that occurred in the House, but you 
trusted to the Report of the Visiting Committee and 
the Books which were laid upon the Table of the 
Board of Guardians?

That is what we have to trust to.
Did you yourself ever examine the Sick Book of 

the Workhouse to see whether there was any Disease 
in the House?

No, I do not believe that I did.
Those Books would if they had been examined 

have shown the Number of Persons sick in the 
Workhouse and the Number who had died?

They ought certainly to have shown that.
But you did not happen to examine those Books to 

satisfy yourself whether there was or was not Disease 
in the House at that Period?

I do not remember examining them.
Did you or did you not hear that in the Month of 

December the House was so full that when a Pauper 
and his Family who were ordered to come in, did so, 



Evidence to the Parliamentary Select Committee enquiry on the Operation of the 
Poor Law Amendment Act.

Day14, 19 July 1838
Evidence of Robert Underdown, p 1031; John Chinn p 1033; John Somers, p 41 George Warry, p 1066;

Mary Reed, p 1077;
Edited by Tony Woolrich 13/04/2021

16
it was necessary to remove a Corpse from the Bed 
that that Corpse had occupied in order to provide 
Accommodation for this Family?

I did not hear it.
Are you aware that during the Prevalence of 

Diarrhæa in the House the Sick Wards were so 
offensive in consequence of Disease that the Emuvia 
therefrom reached the Kitchen?

I entered the House previous to Lady Day 
1837, but never walked over the House.

Did you go into the Kitchen?
The Sitting - room I went into.
During the Prevalence of the Diarrhæa did you 

ever enter the Workhouse?
I believe Diarrhæa was prevailing when I 

first visited it; it was about Lady Day 1837.
Did you ever yourself perceive or hear others state 

that they had perceived this very obnoxious Smell in 
the Workhouse in consequence of this prevailing 
Disease?

I never observed it.
You did not observe any Smell?
The first Time I visited it as a Member of the 

Visiting Committee I observed a Smell which 
was disagreeable in the House.

When you went as Visitor you perceived this 
disagreeable Smell; you had never heard of the 
disagreeable Smell before that?.

No, I had not, to the best of my 
Remembrance.

Were you surprised at it?
Yes.
If you had heard of it before you would not, of 

course, have been surprised?
No.
In what Part of the House was it?
In the Rooms above Stairs.
The Sitting - room, or the Bedrooms?
The Bed - rooms.
The Sick Wards?
Generally over the House.
Did it extend to the Kitchen?
I do not remember that it did.

1055 What Sort of Smell was it; was it a Smell 
arising from Human Ordure in the House or arising 
from Drains or any other Circumstance?

From Closeness.
Want of Ventilation?
Yes.

You have said that the Floors were in a very bad 
State?

Yes.
Did you ask the Master of the Workhouse the 

Cause of the Smell?
I did.
What was it you said to him?
I remarked that it was very disagreeable, and 

he accounted for it by saying the Floors were in 
a decayed State, and that it was difficult to keep 
them clean.

Are you sure about that?
Yes.
Can you recollect the Words which he made use 

of?
That the Floors were old, and that it was 

impossible to keep them clean.
Were the Floors very much Worm - eaten or 

rotten?
Worm - eaten, as old Floors are in ancient 

Houses.
Were they washed frequently?
They were.
When washed a large Portion of the Moisture 

might drain through them, and remain there, giving 
out a noxious Smell?

Yes.
You have been over Rooms where the floor is 

getting rotten?
I have.
Was it any thing like that Smell?
I cannot say that it was.
But Gover told you that that was the Cause of the 

Smell?
Yes.
You accounted for it to yourself from Want of 

Ventilation, or being too closely inhabited?
Yes.
Did you not connect it in your own Mind with 

the State of Disease in the House?
I really was not Judge enough of the Disease 

to know whether or not the disagreeable Smell 
would arise from the Disease; I must say that it 
was very strange to me.

Do you suppose that it arose from the diseased 
State of the Inmates of the House?

I could not account for it, and that led me to 
ask the Governor and he told me that the Floors 
were old.

Did you think that sufficient to account for the 
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Smell?

I did.
Have you been in the Workhouse since?
I have.
Do you find that Smell there now?
I have not been there since the Paupers left 

the House; that was about. Christmas.
Were you there a short Time before they left?
Yes.
When you were last there did you find the same 

Smell?
Not so disagreeable.

1056 Did you find any Smell?
It was not so pleasant as in other Houses.
Was it very different from what it was when you 

first went? 
It was very different; there was much less 

Smell. 
Was the House in a healthy State?
Yes, tolerably healthy.
Then was there this Smell whether the House was 

healthy or not? 
The House did not smell so sweetly as others; 

it was an old House.
You visited the old House at a Time when the 

Inmates were perfectly free from Diarrhea, and yet 
you perceived Traces of that unpleasant Smell? "

Yes; it was not so bad as when I first 
observed it. 

Was it not, in point of fact, the Smell of dirty 
Privies?  

No; I do not believe it was. 
You thought it was the Smell of rotten Wood?
Not exactly rotten Wood, but the Smell 

arising from a close and thick is inhabited 
House.

Did you ever happen to visit an Hospital in which 
Diarrhæa was prevalent?

I never visited a Hospital in my Life.
Therefore you cannot state what is the Sort of 

Smell that arises in the Hospitals?
No.
You asked Gover, you not being able to account 

for the Smell, from what it arose; and he stated that 
which you have told us?

He did.
The Governor' s Information appeared to you to 

be as reasonable as an other Opinion you could form 
upon the Subject?

Yes; I was satisfied with that Information.
When you were last there were there any Patients 

suffering from Diarhoea in the House?
I cannot say whether there was or was not.
Did you recommend Gover to take any Steps in 

order to procure better Ventilation; to open the 
Windows and Doors, and establish a Current of Air 
through those offensive Places?

I believe that was attended to.
You consulted with him whether he did so?
I saw with my own Eyes that the Windows 

and Doors were kept open. 
It appeared to be attended to as much as the 

Premises would admit of it?
Yes.
Were the Ground floor Rooms paved, or were they 

floored?
I cannot speak positively, but I think Part 

was paved and Part floored. 1 know the Sitting - 
room where the Visiting Committee sat 
sometimes was floored, but whether the whole 
was floored I do not remember.

But the offensive Smells were principally in the 
upper Part of the House?  

Yes.
Though it was ventilated there was still a Smell, 

was there? 
There was.
It is not within your Knowledge that any one was 

deterred, in consequence of the State of the House, 
from visiting the Sick Wards? 

Never.
You were not deterred yourself, and you do not 

know of any others being deterred?
I visited the House. Thomas Withey Inman, 

Esquire, was over Part of the House with me.
1057 When was that?

About Lady Day 1837.
Pretty soon after you were elected a Visitor?
Yes.
Was he elected at the same Time?
No; he was a Member of the Visiting 

Committee from the Commencement.
You became one of the Members of the Visiting 

Committee at Lady Day 1837; was Mr. Bowen a 
Member of the Board of Guardians at that Time?

He was.
When did he become a Member of the Board of 

Guardians?
He was elected at Lady Day 1837.
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He came in about the Time you were elected a 

Visitor?
He did.
Do you remember his making a Representation to 

the Board of Guardians respecting the State of the 
Workhouse?

I cannot speak from my Recollection to any 
thing particular which he stated.

Do you remember that the Dietary was altered?
Yes.
When was that?
Very soon after I became Visitor.
In consequence of what was that Alteration in the 

Dietary made?
I believe from the Recommendation of the 

Medical Officers; I believe it emanated from 
that.

Was there any Conversation at the Board upon 
that Subject?

Yes, there was.
Do you remember Mr. Bowen taking any part in 

those Conversations?
I do not remember; and I do not remember 

that Mr. Bowen attended when we were making 
the Alteration in the Dietary.

You do not remember Mr. Bowen saying any 
thing to the Board on discussing the Question how 
far this Dietary was unwholesome and ought to be 
altered?

I do not remember Mr. Bowen making 
Remarks about the Dietary; it was from other 
Quarters, either from the Medical Officer, or 
from Mr. Ruddock or Mr. William Pitman King. 
He was then elected a Visitor.

When the other Persons began the Discussion did 
Mr. Bowen take any Part in it?

I do not remember that he did; I will not 
swear that he did not, but I still do not 
remember that he did.

Upon what Grounds did the Medical Man 
recommend the Alteration of the Dietary?

Upon the Ground that it would tend to the 
Improvement of the Health of the Inmates of the 
House.

Did they recommend that in Writing?
I do not recollect.
Were the Medical Officers before the Board?
At different Times they were; sometimes one 

and sometimes another upon different Business.
The only Medical Gentlemen who could speak to 

the Workhouse were Mr. King and Mr. Poole; did 

they come, and represent to the Board the State in 
which the Workhouse was?

They attended sometimes.
But before this Alteration in the Diet?
I believe we heard from Mr. Poole through 

the Visiting Committee, or by Letters, one or the 
other; I believe the Alteration emanated from 
him and Mr. Abraham King.

1058 Was Mr. Poole before the Board, and did he 
bring it personally before the Board, or was it 
brought before the Board by Letter?

I cannot speak positively.
Then you cannot say what Members of the Board 

took up Mr. Poole' s Suggestion, and moved that an 
Application should be made to the Poor Law 
Commissioners to be allowed to alter it?

That came afterwards. I recommended 
myself to try the Experiment. I thought there 
could be no Objection to our trying the 
Experiment, and accordingly we tried the 
Experiment of a Change of Diet, and the Result 
proved satisfactory; and upon that a Resolution 
was moved by Mr. King, and seconded by Mr. 
Ruddock, at least those Two Gentlemen were 
the Mover and Seconder, that an Application be 
made to the Poor Law Commissioners.

Which Mr. King? 
William Pitman King of Bridgwater; and that 

Resolution was carried.
Upon what account was it that the Medical 

Gentlemen suggested the Alteration of the Diet?
It was on the Ground of Disease prevailing.
Was it the Medical Gentlemen who suggested it 

or the Visiting Committee? here is this Entry in the 
Minutes on the 21st of April: “ On reading the Minutes 
on the Bridgwater Visitors Book it appeared that Diarrhæa 
still prevailed in the House, and that the Inmates were not 
generally healthy. It was thereupon moved by Mr. William 
Pitman King, and seconded by the Reverend Noblett 
Ruddock, That the Medi cal Officer be requested to attend 
the Board for the Purpose of giving Information as to the 
State of the Health of the Paupers relative to the Minute 
above stated. Carried unanimously. Mr. Abraham King, 
Medical Officer, was thereupon sent for, who soon after 
attended at the Board, and con firmed the Report of the 
Visiting Committee, and stated that the Paupers above 
Sixty who were allowed Tea and Sugar did not suffer from 
Diarrhæa so much as those that were dieted on Gruel, and 
recommended for the present that Rice be substituted for 
Gruel, which the Board agreed to. ” That is in the 
Minute on the 21st of April; and on looking at the 
Visitors Book for the same Date there is the Entry, « 
The Inmates are not generally healthy, but Diarrhæa 
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prevails. ” Was there any other Report from the 
Medical Officers besides that from the Visitors?

There may have been a Report from the 
Medical Officers, but I cannot say whether there 
was or was not.

You do not remember Mr. Bowen pointing out the 
State of Things in the Workhouse, and urging upon 
the Committee some Alteration of the Diet?

No, I do not remember that.
Since the Paupers have been removed into the 

New Workhouse, have you been still upon the 
Visiting Committee?

I have.
Do you recollect a Vagrant being brought into the 

House, who was very ill in the House, of the Name of 
Briffet, who was infected with Vermin and the Itch 
also?

I do not remember the Name.
Do you remember shortly after that Man came in 

several Persons falling ill, and there being several 
Deaths in consequence?

No, I do not. 
Do you remember signing the Book on the 5th of 

January 1838?
Yes.
Do you remember Mr. Parsons interlining your 

Entry with a Variety of Observations?
Yes.
Do you know what Mr. Parsons' s Entry was?
He stated that there were a great Number of 

Cases of Itch, and that the Atmosphere of the 
Wards, or something of that Sort, was 
disagreeable.
1059 The Second Interrogatory in the Visitors Book 
is “ Are the Inmates gene rally healthy, or is there any 
Sickness prevalent among them; if so, state Particulars, 
and especially if any dangerous or highly infectious Case 
of Illness exists in the House? ” The Answer you have 
put is, “ They are gene rally healthy” To that Mr. 
Parsons adds, “ I went round the Wards with Mr. Ward 
the Medical Officer on Sunday the 31st of December, and 
found that no less than Sixty - three Children were afflicted 
with the Itch; some of them in a great Degree, and that the 
Children who were supposed to have intro duced the 
Infection were admitted into the House without previous 
Examination. I further noticed that the Atmosphere of the 
Wards was generally very offensive, and upon Inquiry I 
was informed that there was not a sufficient Supply of 
Water to cleanse the Water Closets; and I request that an 
immediate Investigation of these Matters of Complaint may 
be had. ” Do you remember that?

Yes.
Was this Report submitted to the Board at the 

next Board Day?
Yes.
Was that the old or the new House?
The new House.
Were you questioned by the Board respecting 

your Entry, “ They are generally healthy ”?
No, I was not.
What did the Board do about this Entry of Mr. 

Parsons?
I believe the Report came before them very 

late in the Day, and Mr. Warry was not present 
on that Day.

Who was Chairman?
The Reverend Samuel Starkie.
Was there any Inquiry directed to be made into 

this Subject?
There was a Meeting. I complained of the 

Conduct of Mr. Parsons, in taking Possession of 
the Page in which I had made my Report; that it 
was very unhandsome, and that I thought he 
stepped beyond the Bounds of his Duty to do 
so; and I believe the Chairman said, there was 
no Motion before the Board, and that he could 
not hear any of those Discussions.

Was Mr. Parsons a Visitor?
By virtue of his being a Magistrate, I believe, 

he was.
Was it true that there were Sixty - three Children 

in the House at that Time with the Itch upon them?
There were Children with the Itch, but not to 

that Extent. I believe there may have been many 
anointed as a precautionary Step, thinking that 
they would be affected with the Itch, as they 
had been together at School.

How many were there?
It is stated there Sixty - three.
Do you know whether that is correct?
I do not.
Were there a great many?
There was a good Number.
Why did you not notice it in your Report?
In that respect I must own myself to be guilty 

of an Error, in not giving the Answer so fully as 
I ought to have done, but I trust it was from no 
vindictive Feeling towards the Inmates of the 
House; but I remember the Impression upon my 
Mind was, that, as far as any serious Disease 
was concerned, the House was in a much better 
State than it had been. As far as the Itch was 
concerned, I did not think it at all serious; they 
had been anointed, and had generally 
recovered.
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It is not considered a very serious Disease out of 

Doors, is it? 
So far from it, I have been told that Persons 

were afflicted with the Itch who attended to 
their Labour, and it did not not prevent them
1060 taking their Meals and I look upon the Itch 
as an Uncleanness.

You were quite satisfied that proper Means were 
taken, by Brimstone and other Modes, for its 
Removal?

They were confined in a Room, and all of 
them anointed, and attended by the Medical 
Man every Day.

But you took no notice in your Report of any such 
Thing being in the Workhouse?

I did not. 
They were under the Care of the Medical Officer? 
Yes.
Therefore if any Observations arose upon it, you 

thought it his Duty to make them rather than yours?
Yes. 
Did you happen to look at the Report of the Week 

before?
I do not think that I did, but I was aware that 

there was Itch in the House; it was generally 
known by the Board.

Were you aware that that had been taken notice of 
before? 

Were you aware that the Entry for the Week 
before is in these Words: “ There is a good deal of 
Sickness in the House, and the Children are mostly 
confined to their Beds by a violent Eruption. ” Were 
you aware of that Report the Web before?

No. 
Did you look back to see what Report was made 

then? 
I cannot recollect whether I did or not.
Did you inquire at all in respect to the way in 

which the Itch had got into the House?
I understood that it was brought in by some 

Person who was introduced without being 
properly examined.

Whose Business was it to examine them?
I believe the Master of the House.
Did you ask the Master of the House why he had 

not previously examined them?
I do not think I did.
Do not you think, as one of the Visiting 

Committee, it was your Business to inquire into such 
Circumstances as these?

I believe he was spoken to on the Occasion 

by some other Guardians. 
Were you present when he was spoken to?
I believe I heard a Conversation upon the 

Subject.: 
Was it inquired into how the Itch had been 

brought in, and why the Person who had brought it 
in had not been properly examined?

The Visiting Committee meet on Tuesdays; it 
might have been done then; there are four or 
Five Members of the Visiting Committee 
resident in Bridgwater.

The Fact of the Itch being in the House was under 
the Cognizance of the Board of Guardians?

They knew it.
Had they taken any Steps in consequence?
Nothing particular; not that I know of 

particularly. 
When you went through the Wards was there an 

offensive Smell?
I did not perceive it above Stairs; there was 

rather an offensive Smell below Stairs, at the 
Relieving Officer' s Room.

What was the Name of the Medical Man at that 
Time,  when the Itch was so prevalent in the 
Workhouse?

Mr. Ward.
1061 Considering the Habits of the lower Orders, 
and particularly of the Children of those that are 
ordered into the Workhouse, is it not rather difficult 
to prevent the Admission of that Disease 
occasionally?

I should say that it is; but there is a Receiving 
Room, and they are properly examined and 
washed before they are admitted.

But it will sometimes baffle Investigation, will it 
not?

It may.
How long had the Paupers been removed into the 

House at this Time?
About Christmas.
They had been there then about a Week or a 

Fortnight?
I think longer than that.
You were offended with Mr. Parsons for 

introducing the Memorandum that he made?
I was offended so far as this, that I thought 

that Mr. Parsons might make what Observations 
he had to make on the other Side. Mr. Parsons 
looked over my Report; and if I had been guilty 
of an Error, and had not done it to his 
Satisfaction, he might have called my Attention 
to that Point, and I might have corrected it.
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When did Mr. Parsons write this? 
On the Friday Morning, the Day that the 

Board met. Mr. Parsons visited on the Sunday 
previous to the Friday. On the Board Day I saw 
that Mr. Parsons had Possession of the Book, 
and by and by I saw that he had made that 
Entry.

Was it not his Duty to make the Entry if he was of 
opinion that the Board ought to be made aware of 
those Circumstances?

I think that he might have called my 
Attention to it, and asked me why I did not give 
the Answer more fully.

Was this Smell which arose in the Relieving 
Officer' s Room attended to immediately?

Yes, I believe it was.
Do you know the Fact?
I know that it has been attended to since that 

Time.
In the following Week it is referred to again?
 It was, in consequence of the Builder being 

out of Town; it was part of his Duty.
Did you know that Thirteen Persons died in the 

new Workhouse between the 17th of January and the 
1st of March?

I was not aware of so many dying in so short 
a Time. 

Were you aware that at any One Time in that 
Period there were Four or Five died in the course of a 
very few Days?

No, I was not.
How many did you hear had died?
I cannot say how many, but I remember 

seeing One Man lying ill for some Time with a 
bad Knee, and afterwards I heard that he had 
died.

Did you not hear that several Persons had died?
I did hear that Persons had died, but how 

many I could not state.
Did it strike you that the Number that you heard 

had died was a great Number to die in so short a 
Period?.

No.
You became a Visitor in 1837?
Yes.
And very soon after that you and Mr. Inman 

entered in the Visitors Book that Diarrhæa was 
prevailing in the House?

Yes.
1062 And immediately afterwards the Board of 

Guardians took notice of it, and consulted the 
Medical Officers?

The Impression upon my Mind was that that 
was very soon after the Disease was prevailing, 
and it was said that the Dietary was the Cause 
of it. and therefore we went about to alter the 
Dietary.

But you and Mr. Inman signed an Entry in the 
Book that Diarrhoea still prevailed on the 21st of 
April?

Yes. 
Was not that noticed by the Board of Guardians 

on that Day?
That was about the Time that it was moved 

to apply to the Commissioners for Permission to 
alter the Dietary.

Did the Board send to Mr. King to attend?
Yes, I believe it did.
That was the 21st of April, was it not?
Yes.
You reported at that Time that Diarrhoea still 

prevailed in the House?
Yes.
Is not that your Writing?
It is my Signature at the Bottom, it is the 

Writing of Thomas Withey Inman.
That Minute was read at the Board on that Day?
It was.
In consequence of that was not Mr. King desired 

to attend? 
He attended about that Time.
Did he not recommend a Change of Diet; did he 

not recommend that Rice should be substituted for 
the Gruel?

I believe he did. 
Did the Board adopt the Recommendation that he 

made? 
We altered the Dietary.
Then they did adopt it?
Yes.
Then you tried the New Diet?
We tried it for about a Fortnight, and found it 

answered. 
What did you do then?
There was directly a Motion made at the 

Board, — Mr. Ruddock and Mr. King were the 
Mover and Seconder, “ That Application be 
made to the Commis sioners for a Change of the 
Dietary, " and it was carried unanimously, and 
in the next Week it was granted by the 
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Commissioners. We received a Letter from 
them.

In that Time did the Health of the Inmates 
improve? 

It did.
Did the Diarrhæa disappear?
Almost so.
Did the House become sweet?
The old House was much sweeter. It was 

some Time when I next visited it after the Time 
when I first visited it.

Did it become quite sweet?
Not so sweet as Houses in general are.
When the Paupers left it was it sweet?
I do not remember visiting it for some Time 

before they left. I believe there were Eight or 
Ten, or a considerable Number of Visitors, and 
each took their Week.

When you last visited was it become quite sweet?
No, it was not.

1063 Was it always the same Sort of Smell which 
you described just now, and which the Governor 
explained by saying it was from the old rotten 
Boards?

Yes.
This Smell that was complained of by Mr. 

Parsons in the new House was from the Water 
Closets not operating properly, was it not?

Yes.
Was that remedied?
As soon as it conveniently could be. The 

Builder was out of Town at the Time.
Was that in the Relieving Officer' s Room?
Yes. I remember a disagreeable Smell in one 

of the Sick Wards of the new House; that I 
attributed to the Incompetency of the Master of 
the House; I thought he did not pay proper 
Attention. Very soon after, a Nurse was ap. 
pointed, and within a short Time a very great 
Improvement took place in that Department; it 
was as clean as a House could be.

Did you mention that to the Master?
I observed how disagreeable it was.
Did you tell him you thought it was his Fault?
No, I cannot say I did.
Had you Occasion to find Fault with Gover the 

old Master?
I do not know that I particularly found Fault. 

It was the Opinion of some of the Guardians 
that he was not competent to the Duty, and 

upon that there, was a Committee appointed to 
examine into the Point, and upon Examination 
we found him altogether incompetent. We had 
no Reason to complain of the Accounts; the 
Accounts were tolerably correct; but it appeared 
that not a single Entry was that of the Master, 
but of some other Person.

In any other respect had you any Fault to find 
with him?

As to his Conduct in the House I never heard 
any Complaint.

When you were One of the Visiting Committee 
you saw no Cause to complain of him?

No.
Were not the Accounts perfectly correct, though 

kept by another Person?
There was no Complaint of the Accounts.
Were they correct?
They were correct.
You have said that the Application of the Board of 

Guardians was immediately acceded to by the 
Commissioners: was that to change the Dietary of 
those that were in Health as well as of those who were 
ill?

Of the whole House.
Do you recollect the Report of Mr. Ruddock' s in 

the Visiting Book, “ There is still Diarrhæa, and a 
Disposition to increase; and the Medical Officer 
recommends Rice and Milk as a Substitute for Bread and 
Cheese Dinners on Two of the Days.  Do you recollect 
Mr. Ruddock making a Motion or some Remarks 
with reference to that Entry of his in the Visitors 
Book on the 14th of April?

Upon it being mentioned now I remember 
that he said something upon that Subject.

What did he say?
I do not remember.
Did he press upon the Board of Guardians to 

make an Alteration in the Dietary upon that 
Occasion?

That was some Time previous to the 
Alteration , 

The Week before?
I am not certain whether it was altered on 

that Day.
Do you remember Mr. Ruddock proposing that it 

should be altered?
No.

1064 Do you remember upon that Occasion a 
Member of the Board stating that Thirty Persons had 
died in the Workhouse in Nine Months?
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I do not remember it.
It appears from the Entry that you were present 

on that Occasion; do not you recollect the Reverend 
Mr. Ruddock referring to his Entry, and pressing the 
Board to make an Alteration in the Diet on the 14th 
of April?

I cannot say as to Date, but I know that the 
Dietary was changed. 

Do you remember Mr. Ruddock at any Time 
doing it? 

I remember his saying something about Rice 
in lieu of Gruel.

Do you remember any body stating at that Time, 
that in the last Nine Months, out of an Average of 
Ninety - four Inmates, Thirty Persons had died?

I do not remember it; I do not mean to swear 
he did not. 

Upon Friday the 21st of April, do you remember 
Mr. Bowen stating to the Board of Guardians any 
thing upon that Subject?

No, I do not.
You do not remember his suggesting any 

Alteration in the Diet at that Time?
I do not remember his taking any active Part 

in the Alteration. 
Did he take any Part?
Mr. Bowen did not meet with the Committee.
Upon the 14th of April, when Mr. Ruddock made 

this Remark upon his own Entry in the Workhouse 
Book, do you recollect it being stated to him that it 
was not competent for the Medical Men to prescribe 
any Diet except for the Sick; that the Dietary was an 
important Part of the Regulations of the Poor Law 
Commissioners, and that the Board might as well talk 
of altering the Poor Law altogether as of making any 
Alteration in the Dietary?

I do not remember an Observation of that 
Sort being made to Mr. Ruddock; but, as I 
before stated, that was my Impression, that the 
Medical Officer had no Power whatever to alter 
the Diet generally but only as far as the Sick 
were concerned. I believe, when there was a 
Pauper that was ill, whatever the Medical 
Officer ordered as a Dietary for him that was 
strictly complied with.

But on the Day that Mr. Ruddock made those 
Remarks at the Board, do you recollect that Answer 
being given to him?

I do not remember it.
Were you present during the whole of the 

Meeting?
I cannot say whether I was or not. 

But you do recollect Mr. Ruddock making some 
Observations?

Yes.
Did he make any Motion?
I believe not.
Do you know whether he wished to make one, and 

the Chairman said such a Resolution could not be 
put?

I do not recollect Mr. Warry refusing to put 
any Resolution at all.

The Question was whether the Chairman said 
that if such a Resolution was put into his Hands he 
could not put it to the Board?

I do not recollect Mr. Warry saying so.
Was there nothing to that Effect said by the 

Chairman?
I do not recollect.
Will you swear there was not?
I will not swear there was not.
You say it was not said to Mr. Ruddock; was it 

said to any body else at the Board that they could not 
extend the Change to those that were well? 

I do not remember it being stated by any 
individual Guardian at the Board , but that was
1065  my Impression, that it could not be done 
without the Sanction of the Board of 
Commissioners.

Whatever your Impression was will you swear 
that it was not said by some Guardian or other, or by 
the Chairman, that the Change was not to be 
extended to those who were well?

I will not swear that it was not stated by the 
Chairman, but I do not recollect that it was.

Supposing one of the Guardians who was present 
at the Meeting has stated that such a Circumstance 
did occur, are you prepared to say that he must be 
mistaken?

No; I cannot say that the Guardian would 
state that which was not true; if so, I must 
positively say that the Chairman refused

Are you prepared to say that if such a Statement 
has been made to the Committee it is wrong; if a 
Person has sworn that that has taken place, are you 
prepared to swear that he has forsworn himself?

No.
But to the best of your Recollection neither the 

Chairman nor any other Person did express that?
To the best of my Belief he did not.
If Mr. Ruddock had been very zealous in 

consequence of this great Complaint in the House to 
press this Change of Diet, and was prevented by any 
Opposition on the Part of the Chairman, do not you 
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think you should have recollected that?

I think I should.
But you will not swear that it did not take place?
No.
When this was brought forward on the 21st of 

April, who brought it forward?
Mr. Ruddock or Mr. King; one of the Two.
Was there any Discussion upon it, or was it 

agreed to immediately?
It was agreed to immediately that we should 

try the Experiment.
Are you sure that Mr. Bowen did not make a 

Speech upon that Occasion? 
I will not swear that he did not, but I do not 

recollect his doing so.
Was he in the habit of making Speeches?
Not generally.
Were they Speeches or Observations?
He made very few Speeches; he attended 

very few Meetings.
What was the Length of those Speeches?
Never more than Five Minutes.
When they make a Speech do they stand up?
Yes; that is one of the Bye Laws.
Did Mr. Bowen stand up, or sit down?
I believe he always stood up.
You do not know whether he stood up upon this 

Occasion?
No.
You are a Member of the Visiting Committee; are 

you able to say whether each Male grown - up 
Pauper has a separate Bed in the Workhouse?

They have each a separate Bed.
Are they Iron Bedsteads?
They are.
They have been ordered with that view, that the 

Male adult Paupers should have small single Beds to 
themselves?

We have single Beds and double Beds.
1066 The double are used for the Women?

Yes.
Do you put Two Women together in a Bed in the 

new Workhouse?
There may have been Cases, but it is not from 

Necessity; we have more Beds than we make 
use of.

A Woman with a Child? 
If it is a Woman and an infant Child they 

sleep together. 

Have you a Schoolmistress?
We have a Schoolmaster and Schoolmistress.
A Chaplain?
Yes.
And a Sick Ward?
Yes.
A Lying - in Ward?
Yes; and a Nurse.
In what Part of the House is the Sick Ward?
It is near the Front.
Is it over the Board Room?
That is the Children' s Sleeping Room over 

the Board Room. 
Is this Room higher up than where the other 

Paupers live? 
It is on the same Floor as the Children' s 

Sleeping Room. 
Quite apart from it?
Yes.
There is no Communication with it?
No; one is at one End, and the other at the 

other End, and there are Two or Three Rooms 
between.

What are those Rooms?
One is the Lying - in Room; there is a Fever 

Ward and a Sick Ward. The Fever Ward is in the 
Front of the House.

Have you any Diarrhea in the House now at all?
No.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
GEORGE WARRY Esquire is called in, and 

further examined as follows:
YOU were Chairman of the Board of Guardians 

in the Parochial Year beginning the End of March 
1836 and ending the End of March 1837?

I was.
The new Dietary was introduced in the Month of 

August in that Year, was it not?
I do not exactly know the Time at which it 

was introduced; it was introduced early at the 
Commencement of the Union.

Previous to that Milk had been used in the House 
for the Paupers?

I cannot speak from the Detail of the House 
generally; it is a thing that I did not attend to.

When was the first Complaint made that the 
Dietary disagreed with the Inmates?

I think the first Complaint that I can refer to 
was a Complaint in a Letter of the 25th of 
October, but I cannot speak from my personal 
Recollection; that is the first Letter which I can 
call to Mind, and I have not any Recol lection of 
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the Letter being brought to the Board; and, as I 
stated to your Lordships on my former 
Examination, I account for it in this Way: that it 
came to the Board on the Day on which there 
was a considerable Meeting in the Town in 
consequence of a Visit from the Bishop 
respecting the Church Building Society, and
1067 business of the Board was interrupted, or 
rather my Business there was interrupted, 
because I was called away to move a Resolution 
at that Meeting; and I think the Clerk has told 
me that the Business of the Board went on in my 
Absence, and not having an accurate Recollect-
ion of that Letter I think it very likely that the 
Letter was read when I was not there.

Who was in the Chair in your Absence?
I do not know.
You do not know what passed at the Board on that 

Day?
I do not, whilst I was absent. I give this as the 

Reason why I have not a sufficient Recollection 
of the Letter, which I think I should have if I had 
been present at the Board when it was read.

When was it after that that any thing was said to 
the Board on the Subject of Diet?

I really cannot state.
Did you ever hear Mr. Baker at any Time say any 

thing upon that Subject?
I cannot recollect any particular Time when I 

heard Mr. Baker speaking of the Diet.
Did he do so more than once, to your 

Recollection?
I have not an accurate Recollection of any 

particular Time in which the Subject was 
mentioned with regard to Diet.

Had you any private Communication with Mr. 
Baker upon the Subject of this Alteration of the Diet?

I think, some Time in the Spring of the Year 
1837, early in the Commencement of the Second 
Parochial Year, something then was stated to me 
with regard to the Dietary; and I state this 
because the Assistant Commissioner has 
reminded me of some Communication I made 
to him upon the Subject, when the Matter was 
before the Board in August last Year. I stated to 
him then that late in the Day a Communication 
was made to me with reference to an Alteration 
in the Diet, and that I thought it was so late in 
the Day that it had better stand over till the next 
Day the Board met. But this Conversation could 
not have been with Mr. Baker, as he was not 
then a Guardian; I cannot call to my Mind any 
private Communication with him on the 
Subject.

Did you ever say to Mr. Baker, or to any other 
Person who was suggesting an Alteration of the Diet, 
that no Alteration could be made in the Diet; that it 
was fixed by the Order of the Poor Law 
Commissioners, and that therefore it could not be 
altered?

I do not remember to have stated that.
Was that your Opinion?
My Opinion was that the Board could not 

alter the Dietary.
Not even temporarily?
I think the Board had the Power to alter the 

Dietary temporarily, if there was urgent 
Necessity for so doing.

If the Opinion of the Medical Officer had been 
stated to you that the Diet was unhealthy and was 
producing Disease, should you have thought yourself 
authorized to alter the Diet temporarily and then 
applied to the Poor Law Commissioners?

Most undoubtedly; nothing should have 
prevented me from doing so.

Then your Opinion is that there is nothing in the 
Law or in the Regulations of the Commissioners 
which would have prevented you from doing so?

In a Case of urgent Necessity I should have 
done so. If I had been told that the Dietary was 
producing Disease I should have taken some 
Steps to alter it.

Do you remember Mr. Ruddock eyer suggesting 
that the Dietary should be altered for Persons who 
were healthy?

I cannot state that I do remember it. Such a 
Suggestion might have come from him, and if it 
did, I think it must have been then that I 
recommended the Postponement of the Subject
1068 as I have before stated. When I have been 
sitting in the Chair the Guardians have come 
behind me, and asked Questions in the Progress 
of Business, which I may not remember; nothing 
was addressed to me from a Seat in the Board as 
addressed to the Board generally.

It was their Habit to come and ask you Questions 
privately?

Yes; and I may have given Opinions that I 
cannot charge my Memory with. when a 
Guardian communicated with me in that way.

You cannot say whether you did state to any of 
those Gentlemen that you could not entertain a 
Proposition for the Alteration in the Diet?

I do not remember such a Conversation 
passing. 

That you could not put such a Question from the 
Chair?
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I do not remember that; I do not think that I 

expressed myself so strongly as that, that I 
could not put such a Question from the Chair; I 
think I never was asked to do such a Thing, not 
to put such a Question from the Chair.

If you have been asked, is it your Opinion that 
you could have put the Question?

If a Question had been placed in my Hands 
to put from the Chair, if I had been of opinion 
that I could not do it I should have told the 
Board so, and asked their Leave to give up the 
Chair in order that some other Gentleman might 
put it; that I did on One Occasion, when a 
Question was pressed which I thought was out 
of all Rule.

What was that?
You will find it in the Minute of the 27th of 

December 1836, a Motion for a general Increase 
of Allowance to all the Paupers on the Books; I 
thought that was an irregular Question, and 
such as I could not put, but still I stated to the 
Board that if they chose to carry the Resolution I 
would willingly give up the Chair and allow 
another Gentleman to take it.

Who was it that made that Motion?
It appears on the Face of the Minutes.
What was the Irregularity of it?
I considered that every person coming before 

the Board should be relieved separately. When 
that Motion was put into my Hands the 
wording was con fused, and did not appear to 
convey the Meaning of the Party advocating it, 
and I absolutely altered it, and put it into proper 
Form, so that I was not against its going to the 
Meeting; but the Principle of it was illegal.

You being still desirous that the Board of 
Guardians should have an Opportunity of expressing 
an Opinion upon it?

Yes.
But that they should do nothing illegal?
I thought the Motion irregular, but it was not 

worded in the Way I wished.
This was the Motion: “ Moved by Mr. Axford, and 

seconded by Reverend N. Ruddock, That in consequence 
of the Inclemency of the Season, and the Increase in the 
Price of Fuel and other Necessaries of Life, the Relieving 
Officers of the several Districts be directed to advance the 
Relief given to the Aged above Sixty, and the Infirm who 
are now in the Receipt of Relief as such in the Proportion 
of 3d. in 1s. for One Month. Moved, as an Amend ment, by 
Reverend Henry Parsons, and seconded by Jeffery Allen, 
Esquire, That in consequence of the Inclemency of the 
Season, the high Price of Fuel, and other Necessaries of 
Life, the Relieving Officers of the respective Districts be 

directed to advance the Relief given to the Aged above 
Sixty, the Infirm, and all Persons having more than Three 
Children under Nine Years of Age, who are now in the 
Receipt of Relief as such, in the Proportion of 3d. in each 
Shilling per Week. The Amendment was negatived, and 
the original Motion carried. ” Was that the Resolution to 
which you referred?

Yes.
In reference to the Letter from Mr. King, 25th 

October 1836; it begins thus: “ On resuming my Duties 
of the Workhouse I found that the Board had ordered that 
Oatmeal should be used for the Children instead of Milk”.
1069 The Children before that had had Milk?

That is a Circumstance that is quite unknown 
to me; I cannot call to my Mind any Order that 
the Board had given to which that Letter refers.

Have you looked into the Minutes for such an 
Order, or have you had the Minutes examined with 
that view?

I think the Minutes have been examined; I do 
not remember any Circumstance occurring to 
which that could allude.

It goes on, “ For some Days I watched the Result, 
which was given to the Visiting Committee as 
producing Diarrhæa; " that is stated on the 25th of 
October. Did you ever make Inquiry into that 
Circumstance, and ascertain how far it was true that 
the Alteration in the Diet from the Milk to the Gruel 
had produced the Diarrhoea?

I did not; and, as I told your Lordships at the 
Commencement, the Letter is so strange to me 
that I think I could not have been present at the 
Board at the Time; if I had been there my 
Attention would have been called to it.

Do you remember after that the Governor of the 
Workhouse being ill of the Diarrhæa?

I remember in the Spring of 1837 the 
Governor appeared personally before the Board,  
and applied for Leave of Absence in 
consequence of Sickness. I do not recollect that 
the Nature of his Sickness was mentioned; but 
his having the Diarrhæa may have been 
mentioned.

Did you know previously to that that he had had 
the Diarrhoea?

I do not think I did.
Did you know that his Wife and Children had all 

had the Diarrhea?
I did not.
Under those Circumstances he applied for Leave 

of Absence; was that granted to him?
Yes.
Did you make any Inquiry of the Medical 

Gentlemen with respect to Gover having the 
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Diarrhæa?

No.
You did not in consequence of that Application 

make any Inquiry as to what State the Workhouse 
had been in during those preceding Months?

No; there was no Inquiry made.
Is not the Visitors Book laid before you weekly?
Yes.
And that purported to give an Account of the 

State of the House?
Yes.
And that was read every Week at the Board?
Yes; read by me from the Chair.
Did none of the Visiting Committee make any 

further Remarks but those contained in the Book?
I do not remember that the Visiting 

Committee ever brought before the Board any 
substantive Motion or Statement of the State of 
the House.

Was there ever any thing said by Mr. Baker, for 
instance, upon the Subject of the State of the House?

I remember Mr. Baker stating something, and 
I think it must have been about that Time, 
before we went into the Relief List.

About what Time?
About March. The Circumstance is not fixed 

in my Mind to any particular Time.
March 1837; shortly before he left the Board?
Yes. Mr. Baker stated, “ Mr. Chairman, I beg 

to state to you that the House is unhealthy, and 
it will therefore be desirable not to order more 
Paupers in than is absolutely necessary. " Mr. 
Baker certainly stated that ; and the Impression 
1070 upon my Mind was, that we should 
certainly at end to Mr. Baker' s Suggestion in the 
course of the Business of the Day.

Was it ever stated to him, to your Knowledge, by 
yourself or any body else that the House would hold 
more, and that therefore you must order more into 
the House?

I do not recollect that; if I know my own 
Heart, I do not think I could have stated that; I 
think it a most unlikely Statement to have been 
made to the Board, for such Feelings as those 
have never been manifested at the Board.

Such a Feeling has never been manifested by any 
body? 

No, not by any body at the Board.
By Mr. Poole?
I think not. I am sure I should have 

recollected that if it had taken place.
Do you remember a Person of the Name of Kidner 

being sent into the Workhouse?
The Circumstance of an individual Pauper 

being sent into the Workhouse is more than I 
can charge my Memory with.

Do you remember Mr. Baker addressing the 
Board, and begging that they would not send People 
in, for the House was too full, and that they had no 
Bed to place Kidner' s Family upon, and that they 
were obliged to remove the Corpse of a Person who 
had just died in order to give them a Bed?

No, I think not.
Have you any Doubt about it?
No.
Are you aware that such a Fact did occur?
No.
Did any Medical Man ever communicate with 

you upon the Subject of the State of the Workhouse at 
that Time; Mr. King or Mr. Poole? 

No, I think not; not to me personally.
To the Board?
I do not remember that any Statement was 

made.
Either to the Board or you personally?
No.
Were the Medical Men told that they had nothing 

to do with the Diet of the healthy, — all they had to 
do with was the Diet of the sick?

I have heard that Report, that such a 
Statement fell from me, but I do not remember 
stating that or any thing like it to the Medical 
Men.

If they had made an Application to you, as 
Chairman of the Board, at the Board, that would have 
been entered upon the Minutes?

Yes, I should think it would; and if it had 
been made by Letter it would have been entered 
in the Letter Book.

And if it had been made by Word of Mouth, if it 
had related to any material Change of Diet, it would 
have been entered there?

It should have been entered there.
If a Person has stated that this did pass, you are 

not prepared to say that he has stated what is not 
true?

I can only say that I do not recollect that that 
did take place, and I have a Recollection of most 
that did pass; for any thing that passed out of 
the common Way I should have made a Note of; 
for I keep a Journal of every thing I do in the 
Day.

But you do not attend to the Detail of the House? 
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No; I sit in the Chair; and Conversations 

might have passed between individual 
Guardians of the Board which I should not hear 
unless it had come formally before the Board.
1071 You say you keep a private Journal of every 
thing remarkable that occurs to you; if any thing had 
occurred remarkable, and which excited a good deal of 
Feeling on your Part, or on the Part of other Persons, 
should you have entered it in your Journal?

I think I should, for I find such Entries as 
those in in my Journal.

When you first heard of the Governor having the 
Diarrhoea, was it reported to you that Diarrhæa 
existed in the House? In the first place, did you know 
that the Governor had the Diarrhæa?

I knew that he applied on account of 
Sickness, because he appeared at the Board; I 
did not know till then that it was Diarrhæa, if 
the Cause of his Illness was then stated.

Was not the Cause of his Sickness stated?
I do not recollect that it was.
Were you aware that a contagious Disorder 

prevailed in the House?
I never heard of any infectious Disease in the 

House; as I stand here before God and my 
Country I never knew at that Time of an 
infectious Disease in the House 

What Disease was it that affected the Governor 
upon which he requested Leave of Absence?

It was about the Time that the Influenza had 
been very prevalent, and it was so general 
throughout the Country that I naturally 
attributed the Governor' s Sickness to that.

Are you quite satisfied that nothing was stated to 
you to induce you to suppose that it was Diarrhea?

I cannot remember any thing being stated 
one way or the other.

Had you previously to that heard of Diarrhæa 
existing in the House?

I do not think it had been stated as a Matter 
of Complaint at the Board, and the Subject of 
Diarrhea in our Visitors Book was scarcely ever 
mentioned as Diarrhæa, it was said to be 
Sickness.

Diarrhoea is seldom mentioned in the Visitors 
Book? 

Yes; and that is the only Book that I could 
officially get Information from.

Then you had never heard previously to the 
Governor asking for Leave of Absence that Diarrhoea 
was prevalent in the House?

I cannot go so far as that, but my Mind was 
not impressed with the Idea of Diarrhæa being 
the raging Disease in the House, which we have 
heard of lately.

Have you looked at the Medical Officers Book?
No; very seldom. The Medical Officers Book 

generally lies before some other Guardian, and 
when a Case came before the Board for Relief, if 
it was a Case of Sickness, I should have asked 
the Guardian who had the Medical Book before 
him what the Medical Officer said of that Case.

Those Books lie upon the Table, and are 
scrutinized by any Guardian who chooses to 
investigate them?

Yes.

Then suppose that any Disease existed in the 
House to a considerable Extent, it is possible that you 
as Chairman might not know any thing of it?

I did not know of the Existence of Disease in 
the House io the Extent to which it is said it 
prevailed, and I am surprised that the Question 
was never brought before the Board.

You may have known it to exist in the same way 
as you knew that Measles and other Diseases existed 
in the House?

Yes.
Do you remember Mr. Baker coming to the Board 

and producing the Death Book, in the Month of 
March, and stating to you that Thirty Deaths had 
taken place in the Workhouse in the course of the 
Year out of a daily Average of Ninety - two Paupers?

I have no Recollection of that; and as to the 
Death Book, if it had been produced before me
1072 I think I should have had some Recollect-
ion of it, which I have not.

Had you never heard as a Matter of Notoriety of 
the Prevalence of Diarrhoea?

No, I had not.
Did you ever hear that it was so prevalent and so 

contagious that there was Difficulty in procuring 
Nurses to attend the Sick?

No; my Attention would have been most 
decidedly called to it if it had been so. I would 
not have remained quiet till I had inquired into 
it.

If it had been to that Extent, do you conceive, 
from your Connexion with Bridgwater, and as 
Chairman of the Board, that it could have remained 
unknown to you?

I do not think it could. I was in Bridgwater 
Two or Three Days a Week on other Business, 
and I never heard of it, and I have since 
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inquired of other Guardians, and they never 
heard of it.

The Visitors Book of the Workhouse is laid before 
the Board of Guardians in each Week?

Yes, it is.
Besides that, is not the Medical Officers Book laid 

before the Board of Guardians each Week?
Yes, it is.
Is that examined by the Board?
It lies for Examination before the Board, but 

it does not come before me to read out of it.
Then you do not examine whether in that Book or 

not there are a certain Number of Cases of Diarrhæa 
stated as existing in the House?

I should not find it out from that Book; I 
should not take it up as I should the Visitors 
Book.

Why is that Book laid before the Board?
To enable the Board to offer such Relief as the 

Parties may apply for. There are Two Books 
kept.

The Question refers to the Book kept by the 
Medical Officers of the Sickness in the Workhouse?

Reference to that Book would be very rare by 
the Board; the Chairman would not have that 
Book brought before him, because it would have 
nothing to do with Relief. The Board is not 
called upon to order Relief in consequence of 
any thing occurring in that Book.

Did you happen to visit the House?
I did visit it; not very frequently.
You did not happen to visit it shortly before Mr. 

Baker made that Representation to which you have 
referred?

No, I did not.
Then in point of fact all the Knowledge which the 

Board of Guardians had of the State of the Workhouse 
depended upon the Correctness or Incorrectness of 
the Report of the Visitors?

That is all the official Knowledge that the 
Board had brought to its Notice.

The Board took no Steps, generally speaking,  to 
inquire whether that Report was correct or not; they 
trusted to their Visiting Committee' s Report?

Yes.
Therefore many cases of Diarrhæa may have 

occurred in the Medical Officers Book without the 
Board of Guardians taking any Notice of it?

It might have occurred in that Book without 
the Board knowing any thing about it.

1073 If it should appear that in that Book there were 
in the Months of January, February, and March 
many Instances of Diarrhæa they were not known to 
the Board?

They would not be known to the Board as a 
Body; the Visiting Committee might know it.

For what Purpose is the Visiting Committee 
appointed; is it to visit the Workhouse, and to see the 
State in which it is?

Yes; and to superintend the whole 
Management of the Workhouse, subject to the 
Control of the Board.

Is it possible that Diarrhæa could prevail to a 
great Extent in the Work. house without their 
knowing it?

I should think they must have known it if it 
prevailed to a great Extent.

And they would not do their Duty if they did not 
communicate it to the Board if it did prevail?

They ought certainly to have communicated 
it to the Board if it was such a grievous Disease 
as it is represented to have been.

Ought they not to have communicated it by 
making some Entry in their Book?

Yes.
To whatever Extent it prevailed ought they not to 

have informed the Board?
It should have appeared on the Visitors Book, 

because there are Questions put which should 
be answered according to the State of the 
House.

Do you know Mr Poole, the Surgeon, who 
officiated for Mr King?

I do.
He has stated, that over and over again he 

communicated to the Visiting Committee that 
Diarrhæa did prevail, and that Eight or Ten People 
had died before the Letter to Mr King; did you ever 
hear of that?

No, I never did. I am not aware of any Letter 
to Mr King.

But you cannot say that that is not true?
I cannot contradict it.
The Mortality would contradict it if it was not 

true?
Yes.
Did you ever hear of the Visiting Committee being 

warned against going into the Workhouse on account 
of the Disease which prevailed there?

I never heard of the Circumstance; that I 
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positively state. 

You read the Report of the Visiting Committee 
every Week at the Board?

Yes 
From that you had no Notion that Diarrhæa was 

prevalent in the House? 
Certainly not.
If it should turn out that between the 22d of July 

1836 and the 21st of April 1837 the Word “ 
Diarrhæa ” appears only Three Times in the Entries 
in the Visitors Book, and that at long Intervals, do 
you think it unreasonable that the Board of 
Guardians should not have known that Diarrhoea 
was raging in a very violent Degree in the House?

Certainly not, because I should not have 
known it myself but from this, and I state that I 
did not know that Diarrhoea was the raging 
Disease, and I had no Opportunity of knowing 
it but from this. On the Two first Days in which 
- Diarrhæa ” is mentioned in the Visitors Book, 
27th September and 21st February, I was not at 
the Board.

You were not in the habit of visiting the House 
yourself?

I was not in the habit so much as I could 
wish, for I had not Time. I have gone over to 
Bridgwater Two or Three Times a Week, and I 
have frequently done the Business of the Board 
almost alone; and when I have sat there till 
almost dark, and had afterwards to ride over an 
inhospitable Country, - I had not Time; but I 
have frequently visited the Clerk when I have 
gone into the Town, and I should have heard 
1074 of any Grievance from him if it existed. 
and we had Five elected Guardians resident in 
the Town, and Three ex officia Guardians; they 
were on the Spot to remedy any raging Disease.

Your Intercourse with Bridgwater was sufficient 
to enable you to hear of any infectious Disorder 
raging in that Town?

Most unquestionably; and I may observe that 
Mr Meade King is remarkably nervous about 
infectious Disease; for I remember being in his 
House and he stated a Case of Typhus Fever in 
the Petherton House, and we agreed that it 
should be inquired into, and he made some 
Inquiry of Mr Ward, so anxious was he to 
prevent it; so that it would have been impressed 
upon my Mind if any thing like the Disease 
which is represented had existed.

When was the first Time you heard that the 
Disease was raging in the House?

I do not know that I can charge my Mind 
with any thing so strong as that of Disease 

raging in the House; there is nothing that was 
ever officially laid before the Board in any way 
to affect my Mind with the Suggestion of that.

Independently of what was laid before the Board, 
when was the first Time that you heard that there 
had been a contagious Disorder in the House?

I never heard of a contagious Disorder in the 
House. Do you mean to say that you never 
heard of a contagious Disorder? There has been 
Itch there.

Do you mean to say that you never heard it said 
that there was an infectious Disorder in the House?

Mr. Bowen' s Pamphlet has stated it.
Have you heard it only from Mr. Bowen' s 

Pamphlet?
There might be Fever.

But not a raging infectious Disorder, such a 
Disorder as rendered it improper and unsafe to send 
in new Paupers?

I never heard of such a State of Disease as 
that in the House. Mr. Baker reminded the 
Board of the unhealthy State of the House, and 
that it would be better not to send in more than 
was necessary.

What was that unhealthy State?
It was when the Influenza was prevalent.
Did he say that you ought not to send in more 

than was necessary, or that you ought not to send 
any more Paupers into the House?

I think he said “ more than was necessary. "
Were the Words that were used, “ more than was 

necessary ” or “ any more ”?
I should say that the Words were, that we 

should not send in more than we were obliged 
to, rather than that we should not send in “ any 
more. "

Have you any positive Recollection upon that 
Point? 

I believe he stated that we should send in as 
few as possible.

If you heard him state positively that what he said 
was that you should not send in any more, should 
you be prepared to contradict him?

I think he must be mistaken; I believe such a 
Statement to be not accord. ing to the Fact. I 
remember the Place at the Board from whence 
he made the Observation.

Would it have struck you with Astonishment if he 
had stated that there was such a Complaint in the 
House that nobody else ought to be sent in?

Yes; for Mr. Baker is a Gentleman that I 
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should have attended to. 

You would have started with Surprise if he had so 
stated it? 

Yes, certainly.
1075 And you would have felt it your Duty to bring 
the Case under the Notice of the Board?

Yes; if he had stated it in that Manner I never 
should have gone out of the Town without 
inquiring into it.

If he has stated, “ The Chairman has repeatedly 
told me that the Dietary could not be altered, ” is that 
correct?

I think Mr. Baker has gone beyond the Fact 
there, in saying that I have repeatedly stated 
that to him. I had very little personal 
Communication with Mr. Baker.

Have you ever done it?
I do not remember that I have. Mr. Baker, as I 

stated just now, might have come and asked me 
my individual Opinion with regard to the 
Alteration of the Dietary.

Is this true, if Mr. Baker has stated “ When I 
found that I could not have the Dietary altered I begged the 
Board to refrain from sending any more People into the 
House; I thought that if we could keep the House from 
having too many Inmates we might by and by get the 
House more healthy. The Reply was given to me several 
Times upon that Occasion, that when we took the House it 
was reported to be able to contain a certain Number of 
Persons, and that that Number had not yet been put there, 
therefore there was sufficient Room to take in more "?

I do not remember that passing at the Board.
If he has so stated, is it true or is it not?
I have no Recollection of its having been 

stated.
He states, “ the Reply was given to me several Times 

upon that Occasion ”?
I do not remember that, and I think that that 

is an Observation which would have been 
impressed upon me. He stated that the House 
was unhealthy; I perfectly remember his stating 
that, and the Impression upon my Mind being 
that we should order into the House no more 
than it was absolutely necessary to take in.

Do you remember this Circumstance: his 
proposing to make Motions once or twice to the 
Board upon the Subject of the State of the House, and 
the Disease prevailing within it, and that still other 
Inmates were taken in, and that you begged him not 
to make Motions if he could avoid it that would be 
likely to interrupt the good Feeling of the Board, 
saying it was a Pity we should divide more than was 
absolutely necessary; and in order to satisfy him on 

those Points he was allowed to be as indulgent as he 
could be, as one of the Visitors, to the sick, but he was 
always prevented making any Alteration as to the 
healthy?

I do not remember that; I do not remember 
that Mr. Baker ever gave me a Motion to put 
from the Chair.

Was he told that there would be fresh People put 
into the House, as Occasion required, to carry the 
Law into effect?

I do not remember that.
You were pretty constantly there?
Yes.
Do you remember Mr. Baker being constantly in 

the habit of agitating this Question, calling the 
Attention of the Board to the unhealthy State of the 
House, and to the Impropriety of sending more 
Persons into the House, and the Necessity of altering 
the Dietary?

Certainly not; I do not remember that System 
being pursued at the Board.

Do you remember his obtaining Permission to 
remove some Children that were convalescent out of 
the House to Petherton?

I do not recollect that. I see from the Books 
that Three Children were removed.

What Use did the Board originally intend to apply 
that Petherton House to?

It was intended mostly for Children, but we 
occasionally removed sick Paupers there for 
Change of Air.
1076 When you removed Children it was not 
because they were sick. You have occasionally 
removed grown - up Persons to that House for 
Change of Air; but the natural Place for Children 
was North Petherton House, and not Bridgwater?

Yes, it was. 
How came it then that any of the Children were at 

Bridgwater? 
Some must have been with their Mothers.
Those who were likely to remain habitual Inmates, 

were they removed to North Petherton, where there 
was a Schoolmistress?

Yes.
 Were not those Children removed for Change of 

Air? 
Those Three.
Were there not several more?
I cannot recollect.
You will not state that there were not?
I cannot.
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You do not upon these Points on which you have 

been examined mean to speak positively, but to the 
best of your Recollection?

No; but I think I must have recollected if this 
had occurred.

You will not venture to say that Mr. Baker has 
stated that which is not true?

My Knowledge of Mr. Baker' s Character 
would make me hesitate in stating that, but my 
Recollection does not serve me to corroborate 
him at all, and I have no Recollection of the 
Facts.

Do you remember his suggesting that if you 
thought the Board had not the Power to alter the 
Dietary some Steps should be taken to obtain the 
Permission of the Poor Law Commissioners to do so?

I do not recollect that Circumstance.

Will you have the goodness to look at the weekly 
Return made by the Medical Officer of the Paupers in 
the Bridgwater District; it distinguishes the In - door 
Paupers from the Out?

Yes.
Have the goodness to state how many In - door 

Paupers are put down by the Medical Officer as 
suffering from Diarrhea in the Week ending the 29th 
of November?

Twelve. 
Will you look at the Week ending the 6th of 

December? 
Sixteen.
The Week ending the 20th?
Eight.
The 27th?
Eleven.
The 5th of January 1837?
Eleven.
The Week ending the 17th?
Six.
In the Week ending the 24th?
Five.
In the Week ending the 31st?
Two.
In the Week ending the 7th February?
Four.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.

1077 MARY REED is called in, and examined as 
follows:

WHERE do you live?

At Bridgwater.
Were you ever applied to, to go to be Nurse at the 

Bridgwater Work house?
No, I never was applied to; I lived in the 

House at the Time.
Were you a Pauper in the House?
I was.
Were you there at the Time of the Sickness?
I was.
Were you employed in nursing those People who 

were sick?
I was lending a Hand when the other Nurses 

were about any thing else. I never was a hired 
Nurse.

You were employed as Nurse when the other 
Nurses were engaged?

Yes; when the rest of the Nurses were 
washing or doing any thing else.

In what Sort of State was the House?
The House was in a very bad State, and I 

think owing to so many Children that were 
taken from the Country and put in one after the 
other; they were ill when they came in.

What were they ill of?
Bad in the Bowels; very much relaxed, a great 

many of them.
Were the old People bad in that way too?
Yes.
Was there a Smell in the House?
There was no Smell in the House otherwise 

than the Children could not contain themselves; 
but it was not so bad as was reported.

The House was clean in every other respect?
Yes.
Did that create a Smell in the House?
Yes, for certain.
Was it confined to the Rooms where the Children 

were?
Confined to one Room, the Place called the 

Nursery, where they were so dangerously ill.
Was there any Smell in any other part of the 

House?
None in the other Part.
None in the Kitchen?
No Smell in the Kitchen in the least; the 

Kitchen was under Ground.
Are you sure there was no Smell in the Kitchen?
Yes.
Did you go into the Kitchen?
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Yes, often; and I washed in there.
Did any Smell proceed from the washing of dirty 

Linen?
Yes, a little.
How many Children had you in a Bed there?
We had Eight in a Bed when the House was 

so very full. We were obliged to put Beds Two 
together upon the Floor when they kept coming 
in so fast.

They kept coming in so fast that at last you were 
obliged to put Two Beds upon the Floor, and Eight 
Children in those Two Beds.?

Yes.
Was that for any great Length of Time?
No great Length; some of the Children died, 

and others got better.
1076 Did you go into the Rooms of the grown - 

up People? 
Yes.
How many People were there in the Beds?
Two.
Never more than Two?
No; never more than Two, to the best of my 

Knowledge. 
Do you speak of Women or Men?
I speak of Women and Men.
There were never Three in a Bed?
Never, to the best of my Knowledge; if there 

were they got into the Best after I left them. 
Very often I stopped up all Night with them.

Those were grown - up People?
Yes.
Were they ill of the same Disorder?
Yes.
Did that last any great Length of Time?
I suppose Two or Three Months.
Do you recollect the Time when that began? 
I believe it was about the 2d or 3d of January
Did it not begin in the Autumn before?
I believe it was October that it began.
How long did it last; till April?
I suppose it did.
Do you remember the Governor falling sick of it?
He was ill some Time, but I do not think it 

would be the Sickness of the for he never 
attended the Sick.

You remember his being ill?
Yes.

Do you remember his lifting a poor Man who was 
dying of this Disorder? 

No; I never heard that he did 
Do you remember a Man of the Name of 

Farthing?
Yes.
Did he die?
He did; he died in an Outhouse; he never 

slept in the House, he slept in an Outhouse that 
was made to confine People that were deranged 
in the Minds; the House was full, and we were 
obliged to put him there.

How long had he been there before he died?
I suppose about a Week , 
Was he ill of the same Disorder?.
No, he was not ill of that Disorder , 
You did not go into that place much?
Yes, I did; I attended him.
Do you remember Gover lifting him when he was 

dying or after he was dead?
No.
Do you remember his dying?
I was with him before he departed.
And the Governor did not lift him then?
No, he did not; I will say that for a Truth, that 

he never lifted him. 
What was the Matter with Farthing?
I do not know what was the Matter with him.

1079 He was a Vagrant, and lousy?
Yes, and that made us put him out into the 

Outhouse. His Wife came in with the same 
Disorder, and died in the House.

Was he a regular Tramp?
I do not know that he was a regular Tramp; 

he lived in the Parish called Broomfield.
Have you ever seen the People so bad in the Work 

house that they were lying on the Beds in their own 
Mess that they made?

In the Night they have been in that Mess till 
such Time in the Morning as we could get clean 
Things to put on them.

The Visiting Committee did not visit during the 
Night?

No.
Have you ever seen in the Day - time People lying 

in their Beds in their Mess, Two or Three at a Time?
No; they never did, no longer than while we 

could get clean Things for them.
Both grown - up People and Children?
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Yes.
You say that the Reason why you put so many 

Children in a Bed was that the House was so full?
Yes.
Were the other Parts of the House very full too?
Yes.
Did you go into all the Parts of the House?
Every Room of the House I was obliged to go 

into.
Where the healthy were as well as the sick?
Yes.
Were there no more than Two in a Bed?
No; I can take my Oath that no more than 

Two grown - up People were put into a Bed; 
and as to the Children, that was never but once.

Were you in the old House under the old Law?
Yes: I was in the House in Mr. Underdown's 

Time Six or Seven Years.
They used to be crowded there?
Not at that Time. We had 109 in the House at 

one Time.
Then there were Two in a Bed?
Sometimes.
And more than Two in a Bed?
No.
Do you know Elizabeth Bray?
Yes.
What is she?
She is a Washerwoman.
Do you remember her coming up to the 

Workhouse to wash?
Yes.
Was she well when she came?
Yes.
Did she get ill while she was there?
I never heard that she did.
How long did she continue to wash?
Three Weeks or a Month.
If she had fallen ill of this Complaint she could not 

have continued working?
No.

1080 Did she go backwards and forwards?
Yes.
You know her well?
Yes.
Did she complain of being ill?
She complained of her Stomach and of 

Headache, but not that she could not do her 
Work. When there was no washing she helped 
Mrs. Gover.

Do you know Mrs. Phillips?
Yes.
Did she come there?
She washed in the House a Week or a 

Fortnight; but she had got plena of Work out, 
and did not come afterwards.

Was there any Time when there were more 
Nurses wanted? 

Yes  
There were not People in the House sufficient to 

take care of the Sick Who came to help you?
Nobody but Betsy Biggs.
Is that Elizabeth Bray?
Yes.
Why did they call her Bray?
Her maiden Name is Bray.
Is she married?
Yes, she is married now.
Was she married at that Time?
Yes, and her Husband was very ill then.
How came you not to get more Nurses?
That was as the Governor chose.
Was Application made to People to come?
No; there was no Application made by me to 

People to come. 
You know of no Application being made to the 

Visiting Committee?  
No; I do not think the Governor ever ordered 

any. 
You did not know of anybody refusing to come? 
No; and I believe nobody was asked but 

Biggs and Phillips. 
Were you ill yourself?
I was ill my ownself, the first of the grown 

People, and I always thought that it was from 
attending the Children.

The Children were removed as quickly at they 
could be to North Petherton?

Yes; and many grown People as well.
And there they got well?
Yes; some of them were very ill, and died.
The Change of Air from one House to another was 

useful to them?
Yes; the Doctors said that it would do them 

good, but they died, a great many of them.
You say the House was not very offensive? 
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No, only where the Children were so many 

of them; I believe there were Seven or Eight, or 
more.

Did the Visiting Committee use to visit always? 
Yes.
Were they ever recommended by the Medical 

Officer not to visit? 
I do not know;. I never heard that they were 

persuaded not do it. 
Did they use to come more than once a week? 
Yes; some of them came more than once and 

more than twice.
1081 Was there any one Week when none came at 
all?

No; I do not think there was.
Should you have known if there was?
Yes.
And you do not believe that there was any one 

Week in which they did not come?
No; I am sure that one or other came Two or 

Three Times a Week.
They say otherwise?
Yes, they do; but I say the Truth.
When these Gentlemen came did they walk 

through all the Rooms?
Yes; I believe they did.
Did they go into the Children' s Room?
Yes, they did.
You were in the Nursery principally?
I did go with them with Mr. Gover into every 

Room in the House.
Who were the Gentlemen who did this; Mr. Baker 

and Mr. Axford?
Yes.
Mr. Ruddock, the Clergyman?
Yes.
And Mr. Colthurst?
I do not know Mr. Colthurst.
And you are quite sure that there was not a Week 

that some one of them did not come Two or Three 
Times?

There was not. There was Mr. Inman came.
You say you remember this Man Farthing; do you 

remember that he was waited upon by a Man of the 
Name of Rowsell?

Yes.
Do you remember Rowsell falling ill?
Yes.
Do you remember the Day that Farthing died?

No, I cannot.
Do you remember the Circumstance of his Death?
Yes; I was there at the Time that he died, and 

laid him out, and made a Shroud.
What Time of the Day was it that he died?
In the Morning as well as I recollect, but so 

many have died there that I cannot say; I do 
believe it was in the Morning that he died.

Do you remember the Governor being there at 
that Time?

No, he was not; he came soon afterwards.
Do you remember his putting some Brandy into 

the Man' s Mouth? -
No; it is what I believe he never did.
Then if he has said so you believe he has not told 

the Truth?
I never knew that he put a Drop of Brandy, 

or his Wife either, into his Mouth.
Might he not have done that when you were not 

there?
I should have heard if he had.
How would you have heard it?
Rowsell would have told me.
Rowsell was ill?
He was not so bad but what he took care of 

the Sick.
He stayed with him till he died?
Yes; Rowsell came and called me when he 

was dying.
1082 You are sure that it was Rowsell? 

Yes. When a Man was sick he was a very 
good Nurse.

If Gover has said, “ At Eight o' Clock in the 
Morning I put a small Drop of Brandy into 
Farthing' s Mouth; the Person that attended him was 
taken very ill, and I was obliged to go and attend him 
myself, ” is that true, or is it not?

That is a great Falsity, I am sure of it.
Was there a Smell about Farthing?
There was.
He was in a shocking horrible State?
Yes, very dirty.
Had he the Itch?
Yes, I believe he had.
Was he ill of the Diarrhæa?
No, it was not the Diarrhea that he had.
What Disease had he?
He laid about; I believe it was a violent Cold 

that he had got, — a Chill. 
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Are you Nurse in the Workhouse now?
I am not.
Are you in the new Workhouse?
Yes, but I am not Nurse; they have a hired 

Nurse.
Do you ever assist in nursing now?
No, I do not; only taking care of the old 

infirm People. I am Nurse to them.
Do you know James Pocock, and Mary Tucker, 

and Henry Perry?
Yes.
They have all died?
Yes; they had the Diarrhæa, all of them.
Did they get well of the Diarrhæa?
No, they did not; that was the Cause of their 

Deaths. 
The Diarrhoea went on with them till they died?
Yes.
Do you recollect a Man of the Name of Briffet 

coming into the Work house?
No, I do not. I cannot say much of the new 

Workhouse. 
You know Rowsell; he is dead?
Yes.
Do you know what he died of?
It was a comical Complaint; it was not the 

Diarrhoea. 
What was his Complaint?
He was ruptured.
Did he die of that?
He did.
Was it not something the matter with his Head?
I do not know that there was any thing the 

matter with his Head. There were plenty of 
them bad in the Room at the same Time , 

Who were the others?
Briffet and Jarman.
And George Parish?
Yes.
What did he die of?
A Kind of Decline, I think it was.

1083 Had he any Fever?
Yes.
Do you remember a Man of the Name of Jarman?
Yes.
What did he die of?
He had got the Diarrhæa very bad.

Did he die of the Diarrhæa?
Yes. I must know, for I bided with him Five 

Nights out of Six. He was an elderly Man.
Do you remember a Man of the Name of Gill?
Yes.
What did he die of?
I do not know; I think he broke his Heart; he 

had no Disorder to die of; he had not got the 
Diarrhoea.

Do you remember Isaac Watts?
Yes; he died of the Diarrhæa.
Had he the Ague?
He had the Ague; but I believe it was 

stopped; he had not it about him when he died.
Starkie?
I was with him.
What was the Matter with him?
He was taken in his Head.
Was he Eighty - five Years of Age?
Yes.
Do you remember the Governor' s Wife catching 

this Disorder?
Yes; she was ill at the Time.
Did she ever nurse the Children?
No, she never nursed any of the Children 

that were ill.
Did she come into the Nursery?
Yes; she came into the Nursery once a Day, 

and sometimes she would come twice.
Do you know Trood?
Yes.
Was he constantly up at the House?
Yes; before he went to this place that he is at 

now.
Was he there every Day, or twice a week?
Almost always twice a week.
And did he go about the House?
Yes.
And he managed the House?
Yes; he did what he could to assist Mr. 

Gover.
Who paid him?
I believe they paid him out of their Salary.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Ordered, That this Committee be adjourned 

till To - morrow, Eleven o’Clock.


