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1113

Die Lunæ, 23° 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

WILL you produce the Letter Mr. Gover wrote, 
resigning his Situation as Governor of the 
Workhouse?

I will.
The same is delivered in and read, and is as 

follows:
“To the Guardians of the Bridgwater Union. ”

- Gentlemen ,
" In consequence of the Committee appointed some 

Time since to examine into my Competency as Governor 
of the Workhouse of the above Union having decided that 
my Knowledge as an Accountant was not equal to the 
Situation, I beg Leave most respectfully to resign such 
Office whenever you shall be pleased to appoint a Person 
to succeed me.

“ In returning my sincere Thanks to you for your 
Kindness in bestowing on me the Appointment, I humbly 
submit to you that when placed by you in the Situation I did 
not anticipate the great Necessity of an experienced 
Accountant.

“ Having left another Situation as well as my Business 
to take the Governorship of the Workhouse, coupled with 
the Shortness of my Appointment and the Sickness 
experienced by myself and Family during that Time, I 
earnestly hope that you will be pleased to take the same 
into your Consideration.

I remain, Gentlemen ,
Your obedient Servant ,

JAMES GOVER. “
10th November 1838. "
You were Governor of the Workhouse on the old 

System?
Yes.
How many Doctors used to attend the 

Workhouse?
Only One at a Time.
How long were you Governor?
About Eight Years.
Who were the Doctors who did attend?
Mr. Axford and Mr. Davis attended first 

when I came into Office, and they continued to 
attend until Mr. Davis died; Mr. Axford then 
took another Partner, Mr. Parker, who attended 
as Medical Officer with Mr. Axford, during the 

whole Time I held the Office. Mr. Davis was not 
a Partner with Mr. Axford at the Time I first 
took the Office, but was his Assistant, but he 
afterwards became his Partner.

Was the Workhouse generally healthy during that 
Time?

It has been represented to be an unhealthy 
House, but I did not consider it so.

Did Mr. Axford and Mr. Davis attend in the 
course of the same Year?

Yes; they both attended occasionally. If there 
was any Case which called for it Mr. Axford 
came, but Mr. Davis generally attended; and 
after the Death of Mr. Davis, his other Partner, 
Mr. Parker, generally attended.

The Witness is directed to withdraw.
1114 Mr. JOHN RODNEY WARD is called in, 
and further examined as follows:

YOU have stated that after you had studied at 
Guy's Hospital and Saint Thomas's Hospital you 
went to live in the Kent Road in the Borough?

In Bermondsey Street first, and then in the 
Kent Road. 

You have said that your Health induced you to 
leave that Residence? 

In a great measure my Health.
Was there any other Reason?
That was the Cause,-my Health declining; 

my Practice fell some little off.
Was not there some other Circumstance that 

induced you to leave that Part of the Town?
No further than my Practice falling off. 
Was not there some Story of an Action against 

you at the Time? 
When I lived in the Kent Road? Not that I am 

aware of.
Had not you an Action brought against you for 

some Slander, or something of that Sort?
That was by an Assistant I had in my Service, 

who was with me only Three Days; he robbed 
me, absconded, and I could not sufficiently 
prove the Robbery. That was in the Year 1826; 
the Year after I commenced Practice.

That was before you were in the Kent Road?
Yes; Eleven or Twelve Years ago.
You were cast in that Action, were you not?
Yes, I was, and very seriously injured.
You were obliged to take the Benefit of the 

Insolvent Debtors Act?
I had a Docket struck against me by my 

Father-in-Law in consequence of my wishing to 
leave for the Continent. I obtained my 
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Certificate under the Commission.
It is stated that you were in the Insolvent Debtors 

Court for an Action for Slander?
Yes; because my Commission was opened 

only a few Days before they could obtain final 
Judgment. I compromised.

It is stated that you were discharged, after Nine 
Calendar Months Custody within the Walls of the 
Prison, at the Suit of John Thomas, for being 
indebted to him in the Sum of 191l. for Damages 
recovered in an Action for Slander?

It was settled by my Solicitor, Mr. Wigley, of 
Pickett Street. 

You were imprisoned Nine Months, were not 
you?

I was there only Three Months.
For what were you ordered to be imprisoned for 

Nine Months?
For Defamation. I obtained my Certificate 

under my Commission in less Time than 
Bankrupts generally do; but the Docket was 
struck before they could obtain final Judgment, 
consequently my Certificate did not clear me. I 
had no other Resource than to pay the Money, 
or be arrested. I was arrested, and took the 
Benefit of the Act, and was adjudged to Nine 
Months Imprisonment. About Three Months 
after that the plaintiff called upon me, and said 
he would compromise with me for a certain 
Sum; I forget what. I paid that, and was 
discharged.

When was that? 
That must have been in the Year 1825 or 

1826; I think 1826. 
Was that before you set up Business at all?
No; I had been in Business in Bermondsey 

Street, and on my being arrested my Business 
was disposed of.

Then you went to live in the Kent Road?
Yes.
How long did you live in the Kent Road?
About Seven Years or Eight Years.

1115 Then you say you left it partly on account of 
your Health, and partly account of the Business not 
succeeding?

Yes; and I had a great deal to do with 
discounting Bills, which did me a great deal of 
Injury.

How came you to have a great deal to do in 
discounting Bills?

I had a great deal to do with discounting Bills 
for Persons.

Did you discount Bills for other Persons?

Yes; and had Bills discounted for myself.
Was it mutual Accommodation?
Not altogether that.
Did you make a Practice of discounting Bills 

yourself, and provide the Money for discounting 
them?

I did.
And you lost Money by that?
Indeed, I did. That and ill Health obliged me 

to leave, or I had the best Practice, perhaps, of 
any Man in the Old Kent Road.

Was your Practice confined to the Kent Road?
No, nothing like it.
In what Part of the Kent Road did you live?
In Nelson Place.
Is that in the Kent Road, or turning out of it?
It is in the Beginning of the Kent Road, 

opposite the Deaf and Dumb Asylum.
You were discharged under the Insolvent Debtors 

Act only a short Time before that, were you?
No; I think at least Seven or Eight Years 

before that. I compromised and paid a certain 
Sum to be released.

Did you not deliver up all your Property to the 
Insolvent Debtors Court? 

I had no Property to deliver up.
Did not you deliver up 14l. as the whole of your 

Property?
I will not swear that I did not. Your Lordship 

has quite the Advantage of me; I know nothing 
about it. If there is such a Thing it must be 
owing to my Solicitor not having withdrawn the 
Record.

Who is your Solicitor?
Henry Rudolph Wigley of Pickett Street, 

Strand.
Is he living there now?
I do not know.
That is the Record of the Court?
Then the Record is wrong; it is not the Fact.
You possess no Legal Knowledge or Information?
No.
Do you know the Process of the Insolvent Debtors 

Court?
No, I do not.
It is stated that you were sent to the Queen's 

Bench Prison on the 24th of January 1829, is that so?
It must be in 1829, then, I should say.
You stated before that it was 1825 or 1826; then it 
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is stated that you went before the Insolvent Debtors 
Court, on your Petition, on the 15th of April 1829, 
and were remanded for Nine Calendar Months 
within the Walls, under the Forty-ninth Section of 
the Act, at the Suit of John Thomas, but that you 
settled with the Plaintiff, and were discharged in 
consequence the 7th of July following; that is the 
Statement?

That must be correct then.
1116 Then there is a copy of the Record: 
““Discharged after Nine Calendar Months Custody within 
the Walls of the Prison at the Suit of John Thomas. late of 
Earl Street, Lisson Grove, Paddington, Middlesex, being 
indebted to him in the Sum of 191l. for Damages recovered 
in an Action for Slander. Amount of Property belonging to 
himself, Wife, and Child, 14l. 9s. 6d. ”?

Then that contradicts itself; it says I was 
discharged in July, having been remanded in 
April; then how could I have remained Nine 
Calendar Months?

You were sentenced to Nine Calendar Months, 
and were discharged after Three Months in 
consequence of settling with Plaintiff?

Yes.
The Statement is, “ He was taken first to the Queen' s 

Bench Prison the 24th of January 1829, and went before 
the Insolvent Debtors Court, on his Petition, 15th April 
1829, and was remanded for Nine Calendar Months within 
the Walls, under the Forty-ninth Section of the Act, at the 
Suit of John Thomas, but he settled with the Plaintiff, and 
was discharged in consequence the 7th of July following“?

Yes; that is correct, I dare say.
For what were you remanded for Nine Months?
For the Damages.
What Reason did they give for not discharging 

you immediately? 
Because it was an Action for personal 

Defamation.
The Amount was 191l.?
Yes.
After you got out of the Insolvent Debtors Court 

you became a Bankrupt?
No; I was a Bankrupt before that, my 

Commission having been taken out only. Three 
Days previous to their obtaining final Judgment. 
My Certificate would not clear me of that 
individual Creditor.

What do you mean by discounting Bills?
I have discounted Bills when I have seen an 

Opportunity to give me a good Remuneration.
How long after you were discharged from the 

Insolvent Debtors Court? 
That is only a Thing of late Years; I suppose 

Two Years ago.

What do you mean by discounting Bills; did you 
ever give the Value of any?

I believe I can bring forward many Hundreds 
who have had Bills discounted by my own 
Money.

Are you the Son of a Person of the Name of Ward 
who formerly lived in Wellclose Square?

Not to the best of my Belief.
Is your Father living?
He is.
What is he?
He is on the Continent.
What was he by Profession?
I do not know that he is any particular 

Profession.
He lives upon his Means?
He lives upon some little Means which he 

has.
How long did you continue this Practice of 

discounting Bills? 
Not a very long Time.
You found it not a very profitable Concern?
No.
You were not practising anywhere when you were 

appointed to the Bridgwater Workhouse?
No; I had my Name upon my Door at 

Newcastle.
1117 How long before that had you practised?

I had only just left London.
Did you practise till you left London?
Yes, for Twelve or Fourteen Years.
In that Practice you acquired the Money to 

become a Discounter of Bills? 
Yes; I made a great deal of Money in my 

Profession.
In Bermondsey Street?
No; I lost that I had made there; it was in the 

Old Kent Road I discounted Bills.
How long were you there?
I think I must have been about Seven or Eight 

Years there.
When did you go to live in the Kent Road?
Inmediately after I had settled with my 

Creditor, Thomas.
That must have been in 1829?
Yes; it must have been late in 1829.
Since you left the Kent Road you have been at 

Newcastle, and then at Bridgwater?
I was at Newcastle only Two or Three 

Months, and at Bridgwater about a 
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Twelvemonth.

Then it must have been Fifteen Months since you 
left the Kent Road; you cannot have been there above 
Six or Seven Years at the Outside?

Your Lordship must be correct.
Do you know the Medical Men in the Kent Road?
Yes, all of them.
Do you know Mr. Kent?
Mr. Kent has left, and Mr. Muriel. My 

Certificates will prove that I have met all the 
important Men in my Profession; the Men who 
kept Shops I may not have met; I have been 
called in to assist them when they had difficult 
Cases.

Do you know a Gentleman of the Name of Kent?
Yes; he has long retired from the Profession; 

before I entered it.
Were you ever called in by him?
Never, nor by his Partner Mr. Muriel.
Where did he live?
At the Foot of London Bridge.
Is not there a Mr. Kent practising there now?
No; I think I may say I am positive he is not 

living there now.
Do not you know that there is a Mr. Kent 

practising there now to a very great Extent?
No; I have not the slightest Recollection of 

such a Name there now.
When was it that the Paupers were removed from 

the old to the new Workhouse?
At Christmas last; a Day or Two before or 

after Christmas Day.
After the Paupers were removed to the new House 

had you Fever in the House at all?
We had shortly after.
What Sort of Fever, was it?
It was of a typhoid Character.
That is Typhus, is it not?
Typhus, when established.
There are different Descriptions of Fever referred 

to in your Book?
Yes; not Half as many as there are.

1118 Why do you make those Remarks?
A Pamphlet has been written by one who 

knows nothing about Fevers, and that is my 
Reason; I must answer his Observations.

Who is that?
Mr. Bowen.

You put them under Fever, Fever Simple, 
Inflammatory Fever, Scarlet Fever, Fever with 
Eruptions, Fever with Cough, Fever with Debility, 
Fever with great Debility, Typhus Fever, Putrid 
Fever; had you all those in the House at once?

No; it is well known that Fever passes 
through divers Forms according to the System.

Were there several as to whom it passed through 
those Stages, and at last fell into the typhoid 
Character?

Yes; but more as to whom it passed off by 
Resolution. 

Was there a Person brought in at the Beginning of 
that Time that had any inflammatory Fever upon 
him?

There was a Man of the Name of Breffit came 
in who laboured under Fever when he was 
admitted.
What Sort of Fever had that Man; had he the Typhus 
Fever before he came in?
Decidedly; he was worn down by Care and 
Want of Food. 
What was that Man?
He was a Vagrant.
Who sent him in? Did he come in with an Order 
from the Board, or was he taken in as an Act of 
urgent Necessity?
As an Act of Necessity, I believe; not an Order 
from the Board. 
Do you know that?
No, not sufficiently to state it positively.
Who admits Paupers on urgent Necessity; is it the 
Governor? 
Yes, I believe so.
Who was the Governor at that Time?
Gover.
You say he had Typhus Fever upon him at the Time? 
He had.
Was this in the old Workhouse or the new?
It was in the old House; I doubt whether he was 
ever in the new House; he recovered.
Who keeps that Book you have in your Hand; is it 
your Business to keep it? 
It is; it is kept by my clinical Clerk.
Who kept the Mortuary?
I believe the Governor has a Book called the 
Death Book, in which he enters the Deaths and 
the Names of the Diseases of which they die.
Have you a Book in which you enter the Diseases of 
which they die?
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I have a Quarterly Book in which I enter them. 
He is entered convalescent, and discharged on 
the 14th of December.

Do you remember who it was that nursed him?
No.
How soon after he came in did you see him?
I believe immediately.
In what sort of State was he?
He was in the worst of States.
Was he lousy?
I do not know whether he was lousy, for it 

was not my Place to examine into that. I 
examined his State, and found him not 
labouring under cutaneous Disease, but under 
the middle Stage of typhoid fever.
1119 Were you in the habit of putting Paupers 
who came in into the Warm Bath?

I desire them to be always well cleansed.
Had this Man been in the Bath before you saw 

him?
I think not. I think I saw him immediately on 

his coming in.
He appeared free from cutaneous Disease?
Yes; but labouring under the middle Stage of 

typhoid fever.
Brought on by low Living?
Yes, and sleeping in the open Air; drinking, 

and Exposure to the Weather; there were many 
exciting Causes.

Rowsell nursed Breffit, did not he?
I believe he did.
Did he catch the Fever from him?
No; no such Thing. I will swear he did not.
Had you any Persons after that in the House who 

had Putrid Fever?
Several Females, who never came near that 

Man, as well as Males.
You can undertake to say he did not introduce 

any infectious Disease into the House?
Yes.
What is Encephalitis?
An inflammatory Affection of a particular 

Portion of the Brain.
Do you keep the Register of Deaths?
No; that is kept by the Governor.
Do you put the Diseases of which they die to it?
No; I do that occasionally; it is his Business to 

do it; but I do it occasionally when he has not 
Time.

If a Man dies in the Workhouse do you report 
what he dies of?

I do in my weekly Report.
Have you done that with respect to William Gill?
It is usual for me to do so; but I am deprived 

of a Book To-day in which I have made a great 
many Entries, which Mr. Underdown has left at 
his Lodgings.

Have you made any Return of the Cause of 
Death?

I have not; for this Reason: I intended to 
submit his Body to a post mortem Examination. 
I did so; it having been reported that he had 
taken Poison on account of injured Pride in 
putting on the Workhouse Clothes. I resolved to 
ascertain that Point; and on examining his Body 
I found no Poison, or any thing like Poison, 
either Mineral or Vegetable, taken, but that he 
had laboured for many Years under an 
inflammatory Affection of the arterial System.

What is your Reason for not entering the 
Disorder?

I had not ascertained the Nature of the 
Disease.

Do you mean that you had not ascertained the 
Nature of the Disease when Mr. Bowen came and 
looked at the Book?

That is the Case; I had not made up my 
Mind.

Have you entered it now?
I really am not able to say without reference 

to the Book..
It appears to be entered “ Inflammation of the 

Bowels "?
His immediate Death was occasioned by an 

Inflammation of the Bowels.
You enter the immediate Cause of Death?
I mention the Disease on the first Outset, and 

it frequently runs into many Stages, according 
to their System of Body.

If he died from Inflammation of the Bowels you 
must have known it at the Time of his Death?

I wanted to know whether it arose from 
taking Poison.
1120 You must have known that Inflammation 
was the proximate Cause of Death?

Yes, no Doubt I did.
Why did you not enter it at the Time?
I wanted to know whether the Man was 

actually the Cause of his own Death or it had 
pleased Providence to remove him.
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How long did it take you before you knew that? 
It took me to the Day after.Why did not you 

enter it the Day after, when you did know it? 
Because the Book was not made up to the End 
of the Week.

Do you know in whose Handwriting these Words 
“Inflammation of the Bowels”  are in the Book?

I believe the Governor's.
That was Gover?
Yes.
Whose Writing is this in the Medical Book?
I believe that to be my own.
Whose is that other Entry?
My own.
Do you keep this Book?
It is not all my own, it is part my Clerk's. 

That Page appears to be all in my own 
Handwriting.

Have not you the Medical Return for December 
before you? 

Yes, I have.
Have the goodness to see on what Day William 

Gill died?
William Gill is entered as coming under my 

Attendance the 4th, 5th, bith, and 7th of 
December, under which I have not made the 
Entry of the Disease, my Mind not having been 
sufficiently made up to enter it.

Is there at the present Moment any Entry of the 
Cause of his Death in the Book?

He was under me only a few Days.
Is there in the Book before you any Entry of the 

Cause of that Nan Death?
No, there is not. 
His Death took place on the 7th of December? 
It must have taken place on that Day ,
Is it not usual for you to state the Cause of Death? 
Yes; that is my usual Course.
Can you give any Reason why the Cause of that 

Man's Death is not there?
 Not the slightest Reason whatever; it must 

have been an Error. 
You keep the Register of Sickness from one 

Quarter to another? 
Yes.From what Book do you enter that in the 

Medical Report?
From the Book before me; but I had so much 

Doubt about this man’s Malady; he had 
Constipation of the Bowels of a most 
troublesome Character. I treated him for that; 

and as soon as I got the Man's Bowels open I 
though he would do well.

At what Period did you make up that Book?
In January.
You state that that Book is made up from the Book 

before you; how can there to be a Cause of Death in 
this Book, which purports to be from the other, and 
yet not in the other?

I am happy to inform your Lordships I never 
had a Patient but I made an Entry respecting the 
Nature of the Condition enered
1121 You say that Book is made up from the other 
which lies before you? 

Yes, generally it is so.
How came the Cause of Death to be stated in the 

one Book, and not in the other?
That is so trifling an Error that I think your 

Lordships will overlook it; I have made it in my 
Quarterly Return from my Note Book.

That is not a proper Copy, then, of that Book?
I had private Notes.
Is it a Copy from that Book?
Not altogether, but it is in a great Measure 

from this.
How could you fill up this from that, if you put 

an Entry into this which does not appear in that?
It is from a private Note Book.
Where is that private Note Book?
I have not it by me at present.
Where is it?
It is at home at Bridgwater. Mr. Underdown 

has also a Book which he has left at home, from 
which I could obtain much Information.

William Gill is said to have died of Inflammation 
of the Bowels, & c.?

Yes. He was a Mass of Disease: his Liver was 
deranged and dreadfully diseased; his Kidneys 
were highly deranged and diseased; his Bowels 
were highly inflamed, and had entered into the 
sloughing State.

Did that Disease appear to have been the Cause of 
his Death?

The immediate Cause of his Death was the 
Inflammation in his Bowels.

Were you obliged to make a post-mortem 
Examination of him then before you could ascertain 
whether it was Inflammation of the Bowels?

No, not exactly that; but I was more satisfied 
on making a post-mortem Examination. I could 
give more Information about William Gill. The 
post mortem Examination of this Man exposed a 
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Mass of Disease under which he must have been 
suffering for many Years.

From what Paper do you read that?
From my own private Notes.
You put down Inflammation of the Bowels as the 

immediate Cause of his Death?
As the proximate Cause.
Mary Stagg is stated to have died of 

Consumption?
Yes, she died on the 3d of November; she 

was found labouring under Peritonitis, a 
Disease common after Parturition.

That has something to do with the Womb?
Yes. She was admitted shortly before in a 

most beastly State; she was brought in in a 
dying State. I said she had no Right to be 
brought in.

What had that to do with Consumption?
For this Reason, it debilitated her already
debile system.
How long was she in?
She died in less than One Month after she 

was admitted.
Had she an Attack of the Chest before she came 

in?
No Doubt latent Mischief must have existed 

some Years by the Appearance of the Body; she 
was much emaciated before she was admitted.

If it was not apparent, the Consumption must 
have been very trifling indeed?

Your Lordships will often find, on 
Observation, that while Persons are pregnant 
Disease becomes dormant, and immediately 
after Parturition the Disease makes rapid 
Progress.
1122 It appears to have been some Time before the 
Cause of Death was entered in that Case in the 
Obituary?

It is filled up from one Quarter to another. 
She died from Lung Disease. not the Disease for 
which she was admitted. I have made a Note:     
" Complaint Lung Disease. ”

When was that Memorandum made?
On the 3d of November.
Is that your Writing?
Yes.
Martha Sellick, it appears, died on the 13th of 

November; of what did she die?
She died from Water on the Chest. She went 

off under a few days Treatment; she was a very 
old Woman.

Edward Pollard?
Fever.
Was that Putrid Fever?
It became Putrid Fever, I believe. He died the 

21st of November. That was the first Case of 
Putrid Fever, I believe, which we had in the old 
House.

Did James Rowsell die of Fever, or did he not?
He did not die of Fever; he died from an old 

Brain Disease, which had such a powerful Effect 
on the Bladder and the Kidneys that they were 
paralysed before his Death.

John Breffit had Congestion of the Brain?
He had.
That is not an infectious Disorder?
No; Determination to one of the particular 

Organs. Each Part of the cerebral Mass performs 
different Functions.

John Breffit had Fever upon him?
Yes, he had.
That, you say, was of a typhoid Character?
Yes.
Did those Men who attended him die of the Fever 

under which he laboured?
If I was asked whether that Man died from 

the same Disease Breffit laboured under, I 
should say, No; for that Man laboured under a 
cerebral Disease. He is reported before my Time 
as labouring under that; he had a low 
muttering, he was a little paralysed, and his 
Mouth was a little on one side, showing there 
was Mischief in the Brain..

There was a Man of the Name of Jarman also?
I believe I went through his Case on Friday.
He is stated to have died of Determination of 

Blood to the Head? 
He died from more important Mischief than 

that. 
How came it to be entered in that Way then?
Because it was in that State he died.
What is Hemiplegia?
A paralytic State of the Body, One Half of the 

Body gone; and he was in that beastly 
Condition; his Mind was totally gone before he 
died; he ate.his feculent Matter; he took it up in 
his Hands and chewed it, and imagined was 
something very nice, I suppose, which is 
common in that Disease.

The Diseases have been generally filled up since 
the Names were entered? 

Not by me; that has been the Case, to the best 
of my Belief ,
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You account for that in a certain Degree, by 
saying you did not a enter the Cause of Death 
because you were anxious to make up your mind?

Yes; to have an Examination, and it was not 
filled up till I had made up ay Mind.
1123 You stated that the Obituary was filled up at 
the End of Three Months?

It might be at the End of Three Months, or 
less; it was a considerable Time after the Death 
sometimes.

You are quite positive that at the Time those 
Deaths took place so near to each other, from the 28th 
of November to the 14th of December, there was no 
infectious Disorder in the House?

No; and I would say, from every Man's 
Observation it must be known that a greater 
Number of old Men die, as will be seen by 
Memorials of public Characters, from 
November to January than at any other Period.

Some of them were not old People; Martha Sellick 
was only Fifty-five, and there are several others much 
younger?

I think all the old People died about this 
Period; none have died lately.

Do you mean to say there was no Putrid Fever in 
the House?

There was a Putrid Fever in the House, but it 
was not the actual Putrid Fever from Infection 
in its first State; it had run from Inflammatory 
Fever into the Typhoid.

Is not that called Putrid Fever? 
We mean Putrid Fever when it comes in a 

different Manner, with putrid Spots, high 
Delirium, Sordes about the Teeth and Tongue, 
which is Typhus gravior or mitior.

Is not the Typhus Fever infectious?
It is in certain Stages.
It is Typbus gravior or mitior?
Yes; one is Nervous Fever, the other is Putrid 

Fever; the same Fever becomes putrid from its 
Origin.

What is mitior?
That is a nervous Fever, which is milder.
You say there was Typhus Fever in the House at 

that Time?
Typhus Fever not of a contagious Character.
Is not Typhus Fever always contagious?
Typhus Fever, such as prevails in London, is 

Typhus from its origin, but this was not.
Supposing a Person to have a low Fever upon him 

which becomes Typhus, would not that Typhus be 

infectious?
It might be the same as all putrid Diseases 

are in their last Stages.
You are still able to say that during that Time 

there was no infectious Fever in the House?
There might have been infectious Fevers, as 

some Persons call them; I say there is no such 
Thing as Contagion.

Infection?
No; it is the same Term; it is only under 

certain Circumstances; it will be, under certain 
Circumstances, contagious.

You mean to say there is no such Thing as 
Contagion or Infection?

Unless there is a Pre-disposition in the Body 
of those coming in contact.

All we hear of infectious or contagious Fever in 
Hospitals is nothing but that there are a certain 
Number of Persons in those Hospitals who have a 
Pre-disposition?

That is quite correct, and a most reasonable 
Way of explaining Contagion. 

Is not that a Matter of great Controversy between 
Medical Men?

It is so said. It will be seen very shortly that 
there is no such Thing as Contagion. Your 
Lordships would not dare to go into a Fever 
Room if such was a Fact.

Who is to settle it?
I suppose the Supreme Power; no Human 

Being can settle it.
1124 Was there no Complaint in the House which 
those Persons who consider that there is such a Thing 
as Infection, would consider as infectious?

Not from its original Character. 
There was no Disease which could be called 

infectious or contagious? 
I should say no.
Neither the Typhus Fever nor the Putrid Fever 

were contagious? 
No.
The Complaint was not of that Character or 

Degree which could be considered by those Persons 
who conceive there is Infection, to be infectious?

Not of that malignant contagious Character. 
No reasonable Man could have considered it so.

It appears that John Breffit was brought in with 
this Disease; do you know that James Rowsell nursed 
him or attended him?

I do.
Did James Rowsell die?
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He did.
Did a Man of the Name of George Parrish nurse 

Rowsell during the Illness?
Only occasionally.
Did George Parrish die shortly afterwards?
Yes, he did.
Of what did George Parrish die?
Pulmonary Disease.
He had no Putrid Fever?
No, nothing like it.
What do you say Jarman died of?
He died from Hemiplegia; Half the Body 

paralysed. Is this your Entry, “ Died from 
Determination of Blood to the Head ":

It was a Determination of Blood to the Head; the 
unequal Balance a Blood set up the Disease of the 
Brain.Why did you state a fictitious Cause of the 
Disease, not the real Cause?

I have not an Almighty Power; I cannot know 
what shall occur; I have no Means of looking 
into Futurity when a Disease appears.

You have reported that he died of Congestion of 
the Brain?

Quite so. I did not know how next Week he 
might be; but I found the the Determination of 
the Blood had done considerable Mischief; it hal 
destroyed a certain Function of the Brain.

Did you not know this before you made this 
Entry? 

No; I have no Omnipotent Power.
But you have put that as the immediate Cause of 

his Death?
It was the Destruction of an immediate 

Portion of the cerebral Mass. I did not open him 
to ascertain that, but I know it from other Cases 
which hare fallen under my Observation.

One Man, Starkey, it is stated, died from no 
Disease?

I saw that Man many Times; he had a 
Determination of Blood to the Head; he died at 
last from no Disease.

Why did you state that he died of no Disease?
He died à natural Death; he lay down 

without a Groan or Symptom of Disease.
What was his Age?
He was either Ninety-eight or Eighty-nine.
He appears to have been Eighty-five?
That is a Time when every Man ought to 

have sunk into his Grave by the ordinary 
Course of Nature.
1125 Had he no previous Illness at all?

Yes; he certainly was under my Care in April.
Will you refer to your Medical Book under the 

Date of the 4th of December?
He had a Leg Disease; an extensive ulcerated 

Disorder of the Leg, which i was fortunately 
kept open, but as soon as it was healed he died. 
There appears to be no Entry against his Name 
on the 4th of December.

When did he die?
From the 1st of December to the 12th there is 

an Entry of his Name, “ No Disease ” entered 
against it.

Is that the Sick Book?
Yes.
Why was he entered in the Sick Book if he had no 

Disease? 
Because I was watching him. He wanted 

merely watching and Nourishment. 
He is entered here, “ Old Age; Treatment, 

Nutrition "?
Yes; not labouring under Disease; he wanted 

Nutrition merely. The entry I have here here is 
that he had a Leg extensively ulcerated at my 
taking Office, which was cured, and he enjoyed 
Health for some Length of Time afterwards.

Latterly he sank from old Age?
Yes.
The only Thing you did was to order him 

something more nourishing? 
Nutrition and Warmth. I watched him the 

same as if he was under my Care, labouring 
under Disease; every Attention was paid him.

Had you a Woman named Charlotte Allen under 
your Care?

I had.
What has been the Matter with her?
I will read my Observation when I first saw 

her.
When did you first see her?
I first saw her on the 21st of February last. 

This is a Certificate that I had examined 
Charlotte Allen.

To whom is that directed?
To the Board of Guardians.
Were you directed to examine her?
I was requested by the Board to examine her, 

signed by Four Guardians, of whom Three were 
Magistrates, being Visiting Guardians: George 
Warry, Richard S. Starkie, T. W. Inman, George 
Brown. I believe they are all Four Magistrates.

You examined her Person?
I examined her professionally, personally. “ 

This is to certify that I have examined Charlotte Allen, a 
Pauper of Nether Stowey, and found her labouring under 
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Hysteria. ”
What is Hysteria?
Very common in fashionable Life from some 

little external Cause.
Do you mean Hysterics?
Yes; but of a more complicated Character. “ 

Hysteria of a very complicated Character, depending upon 
an occasionally functionally disordered Condition of the 
cerebral and uterine Systems; but no Prolapsus Uteri or 
Laceration of the Recto-vaginal Septum, " that is the 
Party Wall between the Two Organs, “ presented 
itself. Still there existed considerable Tenderness of the 
genital Organs, the Result of chronic Inflammation of the 
Vagina. Nothing, however, appeared in her Case to justify 
a Moment's Supposition of her being incurable if removed 
to an Abode well ventilated and clean, where due Attention 
could be paid to her temporal Necessities, and where her 
Mind could be submitted to proper Discipline, which seems 
entirely wanting in her present Situation.”
1126 Where was she?

She was in a nasty Hovel at Nether Stowey, 
attended by her Mother, who appeared to rouse 
her Feelings far beyond a Parent.

By this Report it should appear that there was 
something wrong in the Performance of the 
Functions of the cerebral and uterine Systems?

Yes.
But that there was no Prolapsus Uteri or 

Laceration of the Recto-vaginal Septum?
Decidedly.
Do you say, upon Examination of that Woman, 

that there was no Laceration of the Perinæum?
No; that there was a slight Scratch of the 

Fourchette. 
Of course you know what a Laceration of the 

Perinæum is? 
Indeed I do; I should say it is a very serious 

Case.
Was there no Symptom of there having been a 

Laceration of the Perinæum? 
Decidedly not.
Can you take upon yourself to say that?
I do sincerely take upon myself to say that 

there was no Laceration of the Recto-vaginal 
Septum.

There was no Laceration of the Perinæum?
There was not; I am quite convinced there 

was nothing more than a simple Scratch of the 
Fourchette.

Does your Statement go to this, that there was no 
actual Perforation of the Septum between the Rectum 
and the Vagina?

Decidedly.
Or simply that there was no Injury of it?
No Injury of that Organ.
There might have been Injury without its being 

torn asunder?
There might have been Inflammation of its 

mucous Coat, but nothing further.
You are positive of that?
Quite certain.
You swear positively, not only there was none 

then, but that there had been none after her 
Delivery?

Then it must have been done by some 
unskilful Hand, not the Result of Parturition.

Supposing a Person of Medical Skill has stated 
that there was Laceration of the Perinæum, are you 
still so satisfied as to pronounce it as your Opinion 
that there was not?

Quite so.
You place your Opinion in contradiction to 

theirs?
Quite so, whoever it may be.
Have you known Mr. Standert?
I have seen him; I have called upon him once.
Are you to be understood that neither before you 

saw this Woman, there had been any Laceration of 
the Perinæum?

Certainly; but a Scratch of the Fourchette, a 
Membrane of great Delicacy.

What is the Fourchette?
A mucous Membrane-the lining Membrane; 

that will tear in any Woman that is very 
delicately made, and no Injury at all exist after a 
Month.

You say there was a tearing or Laceration of this 
delicate Membrane, but no Laceration of the 
Perinæum?

That is what I say ,
1127 Would any Medical Person speaking of the 
Laceration of this mucous Mem brane, the 
Fourchette, have called it a Laceration of the 
Perinæum?

They must never have seen extensive 
Midwifery to call it so; they must know nothing 
about Midwifery.

A Person who knew any thing about Midwifery 
would never call this a Laceration of the Perinæum?

No. 
With respect to the Prolapsus Uteri, supposing 

her to have had it at the Time of Birth, that would not 
appear when you examined her?

No; with careful Treatment Prolapsus Uteri is 
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nothing; it is returned immediately.
Supposing her to have had a Prolapsus Uteri at 

the Time of the Birth of the Child, would that have 
appeared when you examined her?

Certainly; it is too formidable a Disease not to 
appear in a slight Degree.

However formidable that Disease might have been 
at the Time it took to place, supposing the Uterus to 
have been restored to its natural State, could you 
have found at that Time whether there had been a 
Prolapsus Uteri?

Yes, I could.
You are positive of that?
I am quite certain.
From the Examination which was made by you, 

you are quite certain there I could not have been a 
Prolapsus Uteri?

Yes.
Do you mean to say that if a Prolapsus Uteri had 

taken place, and the Uterus had been replaced 
properly in the Month of June or July, in the 
following February you could have ascertained 
whether there had been a Prolapsus Uteri Seven 
Months before?

Decidedly.
Several Persons have sworn that they felt the 

Protrusion of the Uterus; they must have been 
mistaken in that, in your Opinion?

Some Women have such an immense Length 
of Vagina that they imagine it is the Uterus 
coming. I have put 7, 000 or 8, 000 Women to 
Bed, therefore I have felt the Vagina of a great 
Number.

That must have been at the Rate of 1, 000 a Year?
Yes; I have between 7, 000 and 8, 000; I have 

that Number on my Book.
Still you say that Seven Months after the Birth, 

supposing the Uterus re placed after the Prolapsus, 
you could tell whether there had been a Prolapsus 
Uteri?

Yes.
Can you state what had happened to this Woman?
She must have laboured from Maltreatment 

under Vaginal Inflammation.
Do you mean Maltreatment at the Time of her 

Delivery, previous to it, or subsequent to it?
Subsequent to her Delivery, her Case being 

mistaken.
You think there was not any thing wrong on the 

Part of the Midwife who attended her?
Certainly not.
It must have been Maltreatment by the Medical 

Man afterwards?
It might have been by the Nurse, not by the 

Medical Man; from Want of Cleanliness in a 
great measure.

Not from any thing which happened in the Course 
of Delivery?

I should say not any thing which occurred 
during the Progress of Delivery.

Did you examine the Woman herself, and learn 
from her how she had gone through her Delivery?

I did.
1128 Did she state to you that there was any thing 
after her Delivery that appeared to come down?

Yes, decidedly.
What was that?
I should say it was a Fold of the Vagina more than 

any thing else; and that not being returned it has 
been the Cause of an Inflammation of that Organ. 

What is the Vagina?
The Passage. In some Women the Rugæ is so 

extensive you may imagine it is some Organ.
You say from her own Account of the Case there 

was no coming down of any thing?
From her own Account there was a coming 

down of something.-- " Charlotte Allen delivered, 
Friday Evening the 30th of June, by Kitty Walker, after a 
Labour of Eleven Hours only, all being favourable to 
Parturition. Immediately after Parturition felt a Fulness, with 
Pain; sent for Mr. Ruddock, Monday, Three Days after her 
Delivery, who did not arrive until Wednesday, on which 
Occasion he did not examine her, though requested so to 
do, when she complained of the same Pain and Fulness, 
but ordered her Fomentations. He came the next Day and 
examined her, and did something, which gave her 
temporary Relief; did not see her again for Three or Four 
Days after; " consequently he must not have 
imagined any thing of any great Moment was 
thematter with her. “ Still in great Pain when he called. 
He again examined her in consultation with Mr. King, his 
Partner; he also appeared to do some. thing which gave 
her Relief. She continued in this State about a Month, with 
very considerable burning Pain in the Vagina. After Three 
Months she left the Room, and remained up for a Fortnight 
or more. ” That is all respecting her. Then she 
came into the Bridgwater Infirmary of the 
Workhouse in May. It is as well to remark here, 
the Child and Placenta all came with one severe 
Pain, the Midwife still protecting the Parts from 
Laceration or Injury.

Who told you that?.
This is her own Examination. It is common 

for the Membranes not to rupture when Nature 
accomplishes the Parturition. We are frequently 
in the habit of rupturing them, but when Nature 
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accomplishes it she throws the whole off.
The Placenta is the After-birth?
Yes; in which are the Blood Vessels which 

nourish the Child during its Residence in the 
Womb.

That generally comes away soon afterwards?
Yes; immediately, occasionally.
She told you the Midwife did every thing right?
Yes.
Can the Testimony of this Woman with her first 

Child be considered worth a good deal?
I asked her what the Midwife did. 
Did she tell you that the Midwife assisted her in 

those last Throes?
She did; that she protected the soft Parts from 

Injury, throwing the Head under the Arch, 
where it had nothing to lacerate.

You say that there existed considerable 
Tenderness, the Result of chronic Inflammation?

Yes; there had been Inflammation from 
immediately after Parturition, I say, 
Inflammation on account of the Contraction of 
the Vagina.

Nothing appeared, you say, to justify a Moments 
Supposition of her being incurable?

No; which is since proved.
Supposing the Perinæum to have been lacerated, 

in your Opinion would it have been a difficult Case 
to effect a Cure, in that Case?

Difficult, very frequently; sometimes it is 
difficult because they do not put the Woman
1129 into a proper Position, or the Thing cures 
itself, but never without leaving a Cicatrix-a 
Mark.

Was there any Cicatrix?
There was not of the slightest Moment.
If any Medical Person has stated that there is a 

Cicatrix existing now, and very plain to be perceived, 
in that Case should you alter your Opinion?

No, I should not.
You would say that he was wrong, and you right?
I would say he was wrong; that would be 

proved to be so.
What would prove him wrong?
Because the most prominent Feature of 

Laceration of that part is this, that the Woman 
could not relieve her Bladder without feculent 
Matter coming also; that she could not go to 
Stool without passing Urine also, each coming 
through the same Passage.

That is in case the Membrane is entirely broken 

through?
Yes; in case there is Laceration.
Cannot it be lacerated without being broken 

through?
The Fourchette may be lacerated, and is 

Ninety-nine Times out of One hundred.
Could not the Perinæum be lacerated without 

being broken down to the Rectum?
It must be so trifling that no one would know 

it.
Could the Fæces escape without its being broken 

through?' 
I would say certainly not.
Will you undertake to swear that this poor 

unfortunate Woman was not in such a State that the 
Fæces did escape?

I will positively declare to Almighty God that 
she never was, and by her own Statement prove 
it.

Was there a Discharge from her at the Time you 
examined her?

No, no Discharge at all of any Moment more 
than Women are subject to; there was slight 
Leucorrhoea.

What is Leucorrhæa?
A Discharge of Whites; an increased 

Quantity of Mucus from the Vagina ,
Was there any fætid Discharge?
No, nothing like that.
Did she complain to you that there ever had been?
No; this is the whole of her Evidence.
She never complained that there had been a foetid 

Discharge from that Place?
No, never.
It is upon that view of the whole Case you say 

there was no reasonable Ground for saying it was 
incurable?

Not at all; I have seen Cases, I could say, Ten 
Times worse than that.

Should you say that Laceration of the Perinæum 
is not curable?

No; it is curable.
Is it very likely not to be cured?
It must be very bad if it is not curable; Nature 

will cure it by keeping the legs together for a 
Time.

You reported that it would be necessary to remove 
her to a better Abode at she might get well; was she 
removed?

She was; she removed herself.
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Where to?
To some Distance out of the Union.

1130 Then you lost sight of her for a Time?
Yes.
Was she better when she came back?
She was better, for she was not labouring 

under that extensive cerebral Disturbance.
You mean a Disturbance of the Brain?
Yes; and this disturbed State of the Uterus.
In what State was the Uterus?
In exactly the same State as when I first 

examined her. 
Then you administered Injections to that Part?
Yes; but I then treated her Case as dyspeptic; 

she has been labouring under Dyspepsia.
You also used Injections?
Yes, for the local Affection.
Does she still suffer to a certain Degree in those 

Parts? 
She has lumbar Pains.
What are lumbar Pains?
A dragging Pain at the Back, showing that 

the Functions of the Uterus are not correct.
She has Pains still existing, arising from some 

Cause, whatever it was? 
I should say from a vaginal Inflammation.
From something in consequence of her 

Parturition?
No; if she had not ever had a Child she might 

have been subject to the same Pains.
You suppose the Inflammation of the Vagina is 

not in consequence of her Parturition?
I should say so.
You say there is a vaginal Inflammation which 

she is now suffering under; do not you imagine that 
arose from an Inflammation which took place at that 
Time?

In a measure, but not altogether; being of a 
weakly Fabric she would naturally have Pains 
there, and a Discharge to a certain Extent.

You say, “ Her Mind should be attended to, and 
should be submitted to proper Discipline, which 
seems entirely wanting in her present Situation ”?

Yes; her Mother was a very unfit Person for 
any Female to be under. 

Had she any Insanity?
No; nothing approaching it.
Would you have recommended sending her to a 

Madhouse? 
No.

You would have thought that highly improper?
Yes, certainly.
If any Persons have talked of sending her to a 

Madhouse they have talked of that for which there 
was no Foundation?

Nothing like a Foundation. If she had not 
been attended to her Brain might have taken a 
morbid Action ,

Was the Mother in the habit of exaggerating the 
Features of her Case?

Not only exaggerating but aggravating it. She 
was a Woman who had much Animal Passion 
and little Intelectuallity.

You said you called on one Occasion on Mr. 
Standert? 

I did.
He is a Surgeon or Physician at Taunton, is not 

he?
He is a Surgeon, the leading Surgeon, one 

generally called in by the other Medical Men 
there.

What was the Occasion of your calling on him?
I called upon him to know why, in the Case 

of a certain Dislocation which had come under 
his Observation, he did not use the Pullers-a 
necessary Means of reducing the Dislocation; he 
said he did not use it because the Woman 
complained of the dreadful Pain when he only 
applied them, I said, “ Surely you did not abstain 
because you knew it was my Case?” ―" I do not know 
that I did, ” he said, “ but it gave her great Pain. ”

Did you make that Minute at the Time, or 
immediately after that Conversation?

Yes. A young Gentleman of the Name of 
Callaway was present when the whole of this 
Conversation passed.

What is Mr. Callaway?
Mr. Callaway is my Pupil, Twenty-two Years 

of Age, a young Man of very great Observation.
Is there an Action at Law going on on this 

Subject?
I cannot get them to join Issue.
Has an Action been brought against you?
There is an Action for Negligence and Want 

of Skill with respect to this Dislocation. The 
Woman was under me Eight-and-forty Hours-a 
Person of the Name of Webber.

Do you recollect Mr. Parsons visiting the 
Workhouse with you on the 31st of December?

He met me there; he did not go intentionally 
to meet me.

Did he go round the Wards with you?
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No, not all the Wards, only One or Two.
Did he find a great many Children laid up with 

Itch on that Occasion?
Not all Itch; he chose to call it Itch.
What did you call it?
Cutaneous Disease; some of it mild, and 

some of a more malignant Character.
In Conversation with you did he called it Itch?
No; I never heard him say so. The Smell of 

Sulphur led him to imagine it was Itch, I believe.
They were treated with Sulphur?
They were treated with sulphureous 

Ointment.
That may apply to the Itch?
Yes; and cutaneous Diseases also of a 

Character resembling Itch.
Were there Sixty-three Children under that 

sulphureous Treatment?
I cannot say; there were a great Number.
Will you refer to your Book and state the fact?
I think it is probable.
You consider those Persons who were suffering 

under this as not out of Health?
They may be out of Health, or may not. Persons 

may suffer this, and yet not improperly speaking be 
called healthy ? 

Yes; and be in better Health than those who 
have not it.

Had you at that Workhouse any probationary 
Ward where a Person is cleansed?

Not a proper one, according to the Poor Law 
Commissioners Requisition.

 Is any one about being made according to their 
Orders?

Not to my Knowledge.
When a Person comes into the House, is he put 

into a Warm Bath?
He is washed in warm water in a Warm Bath.
Are his Clothes cleaned?
Quite.

1132 There is no regular probationary Ward?
No, not of sufficient Size.
Have you ever complained of the Want of one? 
I have.
When you have any Request or Complaint to 

make, in what Way do so do it; do you do it by Word 
of Mouth, or by an Entry in your Book?

Occasionally by an Intimation to one of the 
Guardians, and sometimes by addressing a 

Letter to the Board; sometimes writing in the 
Book.

In what Book do you write? 
I have made several Notes in my weekly 

Medical Book. 
You signify any Wishes of that Kind you may 

have by writing in the Book? 
Sometimes; sometimes by writing in the 

Book.
Have you found those Wishes you have so 

expressed attended to?
The greatest Number were attended to the 

next Board Day, and before, if necessary.
Whether they have been spoken by Word of 

Mouth to the Guardians or the Members of the 
Visiting Committee, or whether they have been 
entered in Writing in the Book, have you found 
Attention paid to them?

Yes.
And Directions given accordingly?
Yes.
Has there been any Difficulty since you have been 

in the House about hiring Nurses?
I never knew any. 
Have you ever made Application for additional 

Nurses? 
I made Application on the Establishment of 

the new House. 
Did you get fresh Nurses?
Very shortly after; as soon as they could get 

them. 
Has any Nurse been laid up with the Typhus 

Fever? 
Yes; Charlotte Allen.
How did she catch it?
She was predisposed to it.
She did not catch it in the House?
No.
How do you know that she was predisposed to it?
From Observation I have made.
Observation of the Progress and Nature of the 

Complaint? 
No; Observation of her Character.
Of the Woman's Character and Disposition?
No; I may look at a Person's Face and say 

such a Person may die of Apoplexy, and such a 
Person may be predisposed to Fever.

Has this Woman got well?
Quite well; better than ever she was.
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How soon after she was in the House did she fall 
ill of this Fever? 

A Couple of Months after.
And she brought the Seeds of the Fever into the 

House with her? 
She was predisposed to Fever.
Were the Seeds visible?
No; those Things are not visible; Atoms are 

not visible. 
You say you can tell from looking into a Person's 

Face?
That is a different Thing; it is not from the 

Observation of the Seed or the Embryo that I 
judge.
1133 You do not admit that at this Time there was 
any Disease raging in the House?

No; no Disease of an infectious Character.
And no Illness generally prevailing in the House?
No; not of a contagious Character.
Do you recollect a Woman of the Name of 

Drusilla Wynn coming into the House with several 
Children?

Yes, I remember that Person.
Some of the Children died?
Two died.
How many did she bring into the House with her?
I am not aware.
Do you recollect in what State of Health those 

Children were when they came into the House?.
Yes. This is the Entry in my Book: “ Wynn, 

unhealthy on being admitted, and died of Inflammation of 
the Lungs, the result of Metatritis of that Organ, "that is a 
Change of Disease. She had the Measles, and 
there was Inflammation of the Lungs.

Inflammation of the Lungs is very common after 
the Measles, is it not?

Very common.
How old was that Child?
Three Years old.
There was another Child died; was that William?
William Wynn, Eight Years of Age; he died 

from Head Affections; he died in a Fit.
Was that Boy in good Health when he came to the 

House?
My Note is, “ healthy, " on entering the House.
What Sort of Fit was it?
He had Convulsions; he had a heavy Eye, and 

Appearances indicative of Brain Disease.
That was not Apoplexy?
No; Convulsions incident to Children.

Do you recollect the Woman herself?
Yes, I do ,
Was she a healthy Woman?
Yes, I think I should say she was healthy.
Did she come in in good Health?
Yes. She was never under my Charge.
Were the other Two Children under your Care?
No, they were not. I do not believe that the 

last Child would have died if she had acted a 
Parent's Part; she took the Child out into the 
open Air in cold Weather after the Child had 
had the Measles, and then the Child had 
Inflammation the next Morning.

There are a great many Cases returned of Persons 
who died in the Months of February, March, and 
April; several Cases of Inflammation of the Lungs; 
you do not hold that Inflammation of the Lungs is an 
infectious Complaint?

No; no one can.
Many do; do not they?
They must be mad if they do.
But a good many of those Children did die of 

Inflammation of the Lungs?
Yes.
How many Years have you been in Practice?
Thirteen Years.

1134 You say it was not the Itch that those Sixty-
three Children had; did you not and Mr. Parsons, 
when you talked together, speak of it, both of you, as 
if they had the Itch?

No; no Remark was made about Itch; he said 
there was a nasty close Smell.

Was there nothing said by either the one or the 
other about those Children having the Itch?

If any thing transpired it was that they were 
anointed for the sake of getting rid of the 
cutaneous Disease which there was in the 
House.

Was it never mentioned by either of you to the 
other that these Children had the Itch?

I cannot speak positively to the Fact.
Have you any Doubt of that?
I have a great Doubt of it.
Mr. Parsons's Entry is, “ Sixty-three Children 

have the Itch ”? 
I am aware of that.
Was it not, in the Conversation you had with each 

other, said that Sixty three Children in the House 
had the Itch?

No; we had very little Conversation.
Was there nothing of that Sort said?
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It was drawn from my own Observation.
What did he say?
He said there was a great Smell of Sulphur, a 

great Closeness, and I said, “ I have anointed several 
Children. ”

Was it not said by either the one or the other that 
it was the Itch? 

No, it was not. Mr. Parsons might have said 
so to himself.

Did not Mr. Parsons say to you, or you to Mr. 
Parsons, that those Children had the Itch?

I do not believe that any such Conversation 
passed.

You will not swear it?
I do not remember it. What the external 

Senses have not conveyed to my Mind I cannot 
account for.

Are you quite sure you did not use the Word " 
Itch ” in talking with Mr. Parsons?

I am sure that I did not, to the best of my 
Belief.

Are you quite sure that you did not hear Mr. 
Parsons use the Word “ Itch ” in talking of those 
Children?

To the best of my Recollection I never did; we 
were not Five Minutes together.

If he had said any thing of this Sort, “ It is shocking 
to see so many Children together have the Itch, ” should 
you have said, “ It is not the Itch, Sir, but a cutaneous 
Disorder ”?

I should have said so.
This cutaneous Disorder was not infectious?
Some People's Skin will receive any thing.
Was it or not infectious?
It is not always infectious.
What do you call this Disease?
Itch, Porrigo, Impetigo, Scabies, and a 

Hundred Names. 
You do call it Itch?
Several Cases were Cases of rank Itch.
What is the Name for that?
Scabies.
There were some Cases of Itch?
Yes; I should say a Dozen ,

1135 Were they in the same Ward with the others?
Yes.
Was that contagious?
No; not always contagious.
Was that Scabies that those Children had 

intectious?
No, I do not believe it was.
Do you believe that any of the Children caught it 

from the others?
Some may, but not all.
How came you to leave all those Children in 

the same Room when you say it was possible for some 
of them to catch it from the others?

I had no other Room to put them in.
When was this?
The 5th of January last.
Were there any new Children put in amongst 

them?
No; the Room was kept for the Itch Patients 

and those only labouring under Skin Disease.
You said that the Itch was not contagious?
It is like some other Diseases; some Skins will 

not receive Itch more than any other Disease. I 
examine them when they have Itch, feel them 
about between their Fingers, and I never receive 
it, because I am cleanly, washing Ten or Fifteen 
Times a Day.

Do you say that it is not infectious?
I think that is sufficient to show.
Supposing a Person does not wash his Hands and 

attend to those Points, could he receive it?
They ought to receive any Disease.
What do you mean by saying that they ought to 

receive any Disease?
Because Cleanliness is necessary for the 

Human Race.
Suppose Two Persons, both of them in the 

common Ranks of Life, and One of them to have the 
Itch; is not that a contagious Disease?

No, I do not believe it is; unless the Lymph 
which is contained in the Pustule is conveyed to 
the other.

You persist in saying that Itch is not contagious?
Not for certain to be conveyed to another 

Body.
There are many contagious Diseases that are not 

conveyed to a Certainty to another Body, but which 
may affect People?

They may accidentally. The Nature of the Disease 
is to convey Disease from one to another, is it not?

Itch depends upon the Insect; and we find, 
on Dissection, that it is the Insect that infects 
another Person with true Itch.

You mean to say that the Insect passes from one 
Person to another?
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It must. My own Belief is that it must pass 
from one to another in order to produce 
Infection.

Did you ever see the Insect?
Yes; it may be seen by a Microscope.
Then no Person has this Itch upon him without 

taking this Insect which may be discovered by Aid of 
a Microscope?

No, not generally.
That is the way in which the Contagion takes 

place?
Yes.
And that may be avoided by Cleanliness?
Yes.

1136 Whether it is conveyed by an Insect, or by 
any other Means, is not the Disease caught by one 
Person from another?

From my own Observation, I should say not, 
if cleanly.

Did you make any Entry in your Book of those 
Sixty-three Persons having the Itch, or having any 
other Disease?

Itch and Skin Diseases are cured in a very 
few Days; after one Board Day is over, and 
before another Board Day arrives; and therefore 
they are not entered; they are seldom a Week on 
hand.

Will you swear that there have not been People 
with the Itch in that Work house for more than a 
week or a Fortnight?

Then it was the improper Conduct of the 
Master, not at my Desire, unless very severe.

Were there not People that had the Itch in that 
Work house for more than a Fortnight?

Not under my Care generally.
Was there any other person to take care of them?
When they were cured they were ordered to 

be washed.
Was there any other Medical Person to take 

care of the Paupers who were infected with the Itch 
but yourself?

No other Medical Person.
Did not more than Two Board Days elapse while 

those People had the Itch upon them in the 
Workhouse in which no Return was made?

Not a Week passed.
You swear that?
I may almost swear it.
Will you quite swear it?
My Directions always were that they be 

anointed for a week. 

Was there an Entry of those Sixty-three Cases?
I do not believe there was an Entry of any 

cases of Persons labouring under the Itch.
Did Mr. Parsons make any Entry? 
Mr. Parsons may have done it. I am not in the 

habit of looking over any public or private Book.
Was there any Notice taken of those Cases?
There were some Cases of Itch, but not all.
Till Mr. Parsons made that Entry in the Book was 

there any Notice taken by you of any of those affected 
by Itch?

I shall have shortly the Book here, from 
which I shall be able to answer. 

Cannot you answer the Question?
I cannot.
You have before you your own Medical Book 

for the Month of December 1837?
Yes. 
Will you see whether you have any Report of the 

29th of December? 
I have no Entries of Itch.
But you have Entries on the 29th of December?
Yes.
Mr. Parsons has stated publicly, that on the 31st 

of December, Two Days afterwards, he went round 
the Wards with you, and found there Sixty-three 
Children, more or less, affected with Itch; had all 
those Persons caught the Itch between the 29th and 
31st?

No, they had not.
Then they were labouring under Itch, some of 

them on the 29th.? 
I was not acquainted with it.

1137 Are you the Medical Officer of the 
Workhouse?

I am.
How often do you visit the Wards?
Every Day; sometimes Three Times a Day.
The whole of them?
No, only the Sick Wards; and sometimes, 

when I am required, I visit the other Wards.
Do you mean to say that, though on the 31st there 

were Sixty-three Persons anointed for Itch, you knew 
nothing of it on the 29th?

I knew of it, because I ordered it, but not all 
for Itch.

Did you know of it on the 29th, Two Days before 
the Day on which Mr. Parsons went round the 
House with you; were you then treating any Persons 
for the Itch?

I had the Week before Nine Cases of 
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Eruption.
What Date is that?
The 21st of December ,
Then on the next Week are there any Cases 

entered?
The next Week is the Week to which the 

Question refers. I have none entered.
Had those Nine got well?
They must have got well.
Do you mean to say that the Sixty-three had all 

been taken ill between the 29th and 31st?
They might have been brought up to me by 

the Schoolmaster on the Board Day; I do not 
find them out, but they are brought to me.

If they had been brought to you, should you not 
have recollected it?

I had heard so much of Itch that I was 
anxious to try the Effect of anointing.

But you cannot state to the Committee whether 
you treated any of those Sixty-three Persons previous 
to the 29th of December?

I cannot say, but I believe not.
Cannot you say whether there were Sixty-three 

Persons with the Sulphur Ointment upon them?
No, I do not believe there were, or any thing 

like it.
In your Book on the 28th December there is an 

Entry of Eight People having an Eruption, and the 
Treatment is Sulphur Ointment; would those be 
among the Sixty-three?

I cannot say; they might have been.
Henry Miller, do you recollect him?
Yes.
What Age was he?
About Eleven.
Thomas Gregory?
He was a filthy Boy, about Eleven.
James Millard?
He was another dirty Boy.
James Poole?
I believe he is a little better than the rest.
Do you mean a little better than the Two dirty 

Boys, or better than the Average?
Better than the Average; he was cleaner. 

There are some Boys that I cannot keep from 
Itch or some cutaneous Disease.

George Bell?
I do not remember him.

1138 Job Trott?

He is another very dirty Boy.
William Sparks?
He is a decent Lad compared to the 

generality.
Edward Sparks?
Equally so.
They are all said to be treated with Sulphur?
Sulphur and other Things.
Why did you not enter the other Things?
Because I did not think it necessary. It is 

private Treatment, and I do not think it is 
necessary to enter that for the Edification of any 
Board.

Do you not enter them?
No; no one would ask me how I treat 

Diseases.
The Committee wish to call your Attention to 

this Entry of Mr. Parsons: " I went round the House 
with Mr. Ward, the Medical Officer, on 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 ”

Now I will swear, although Mr. Parsons has 
stated that, and although from the Respect 
which I entertain towards him I should be sorry 
to say anything wrong, that he went but into 
this Ward and another directly above. I will 
prove that by bringing before you my Assistant, 
who was with me on the Occasion. I will 
solemnly swear it.

How many Children were there in the Ward into 
which Mr. Parsons did go? 

There was a Room nearly full.
Can you state how many were in it?
No; I do not believe it would hold Sixty.
Do the Visiting Committee go over the House 

every Day? 
Every other Day, or Three Times a week.
Do they take you with them?
Never.
What Class of Persons were in the other Ward 

that Mr. Parsons went into? 
The sick Women.
Did Mr. Parsons on that Occasion notice to you 

that the Atmosphere of the Wards was generally 
offensive?

Yes; he said they smelt close; and I told him 
there was Measles in the House-I believe that I 
told him that-and that it was necessary to keep 
the Rooms warm.

In consequence of any thing that passed at the 
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Board, were you called in before the Board to explain 
the State of the House?

I believe not.
Is the Name of Charlotte Allen down in this 

Book?
Only since she has been under my Charge.
When was it she came under your Charge?
In May.
On the 21st of February there are Ten Children 

entered with the Itch; are they noticed in the Weekly 
Book?

Eleven are entered. 
You did then, after Mr. Parsons's Entry, enter 

Itch Cases in the Book? 
I do not know whether it is after or before 

Mr. Parsons's Entry. 
Just look before the 21st of December; are there 

any?
Yes; from almost the first Commencement of 

my taking Office I have mentioned it. There are 
Eight Cases mentioned in the early Part of 
December.

How came you not to enter the Cases in your 
Book in the latter Part of December and the 
Beginning of January?

There were such an immense Number, and I 
did not deem it necessary. ,
1139 Of Itch?

Not of Itch. I was anxious to get the House 
clean, and for that Reason I adopted this Plan; I 
did it to prevent cutaneous Disease.

Did you state to the Committee how old you are?
Thirty-four.
At what Age did you begin Practice?
I must have been in Practice when I was 

Twenty-one ,
Upon your own Responsibility?
Yes.
Were you an Apprentice?
Yes; to a Gentleman of the Name of 

Bhohardt, at Amsterdam.
When did you leave him?
Before 1820; and then I served Part of my 

Time with a Gentleman in Bermondsey.
What is the Name of that Gentleman?
Mr. Bertand.
Did you then set up for yourself?
Yes; in the same Street.
At Twenty-one you commenced Business?
I must have commenced Business before 

Twenty-one, for I passed my Examination when 
I was Twenty-one.

But you did not commence Business upon your 
own Responsibility till after Twenty-one?

Yes, I did, as a Practitioner; I bought the 
Business of another Gentleman. 

Did you attend Women lying-in before that?
Yes.
As the only Person attending?
As the only Person attending; I never was an 

Assistant, not to any Gentleman, but in difficult 
Cases of Disease or Midwifery.

Did you not state that you were under Dr. 
Blundell?

I was a Pupil of his.
Can you mention the Name of any other Surgeon 

in Bermondsey whom you know?
I may mention the Name of Mr. Castle, in 

Bermondsey Square; but it is not my Plan to mix 
with general Practitioners, but with Preceptors 
from whom I could obtain Experience in the 
Profession.

Why do you object to mixing with Medical 
Practitioners?

We did not exactly agree.
What was it that you did not agree upon?
I suppose Jealousy. There is so much 

Jealousy that the less I mix with them the better, 
I considered it.

Do you mean you would not consult with them?
I have consulted with the first Talent, as will 

be seen by my Testimonials, London can 
produce.

Do you mean to say that you object to meet other 
Persons in Consultation?

I never objected, not even those in the Town 
in which I reside. I have met Men of the first 
Talent. I have called in in Consultation Dr. 
Kingslake of Taunton; Mr. Tyrrell of London; I 
have also met Dr. M. Mullen. Some Gentlemen 
of Bridgwater have refused to meet me.

Not those Gentlemen?
No, not those Gentlemen; the lesser Talent; 

the common Class of Practitioners there.
1140 Did you consult Dr. Kingslake upon any 
important Cases?

But One. I have with me a Substance which I 
have taken from the Body of a Pauper who 
probably has already come under your 
Lordships Observation of the Name of 
Sprouting. I brought that expressly up.

Is that Man cured?
He is as much cured as he ever will be. It was 
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in his Body too long ever to be cured. I am 
happy I have the Thing in my Possession.

Sprouting had been in Bridgwater Infirmary for 
some Time? 

Yes.
He was discharged from it?
Yes; they could do him no more good.
Do you know that of your own Knowledge?
I do ,
Upon your Oath, was he not cured of the Disorder 

for which he went into the Infirmary?
If he had been cured I should not hold this in 

my Hand; it was healed up for a Time.
Do you know what he was admitted for?
He was admitted for Inflammation of the 

Bowels; Pain and swelling of the lower Bowels.
Did you ever see the Entry of his Admission?
No, I never saw any thing, but I speak from 

my own Observation. I have the Man's 
Information, and his Vote of Thanks for the 
Benefit I did him.

What was he admitted into the Infirmary for?
I am not aware.
You said it was Pain in the lower Bowels?
The Man told me that.
Supposing he has not told you Truth?
Then I am not able to answer.
If he has stated that he was admitted for Pain in 

his Side, what Observation have you to make?
This would occasion Pain in his Side; any 

Pain from the Trunk to the lower Extremities 
might be produced from the Lodgment of this 
foreign Body.

He applied to you afterwards?
Yes.
What for?
For the same Swelling and Suppuration that 

he had applied to the Infirmary and Parish 
Surgeon for.

You said it was a Pain in the Abdomen? 
Yes; it was from the traversing of the foreign 

Body to make its Exit.
You are quite certain that the Pain in his Side 

which he complained of, and for which he went into 
the Infirmary, was occasioned by this which you took 
out of the Abdomen?

I am quite certain that it was capable of 
producing that Pain. 

What did you take it from?
From the lower Part of the Bowels; from the 

Groin, The Pin has been covered with this 
earthy Substance, such Substance being formed 
from the Juices of the Body. A large Quantity of 
Matter had been escaping for Years and a Half, 
occasionally.

How many Months was this after he had been in 
the Infirmary? 

I am not aware.
When was it you performed this Operation?
It must have been in December.

1141 He was under the Care of the Parish Surgeon 
for a long Time before that? 

Yes, he was; he never got any Relief ,
Two Years and a Half before that?
It was in his Body Two Years or Two Years 

and a Half before that.
He was Two Years and a Half under the Care of 

the Parish Surgeon after leaving the Infirmary?
Yes. It might take Five Years traversing the 

Body.
When he went to the Parish Surgeon what did he 

complain of?
I am not aware; but this is capable of making 

him complain of any Pain from its Position at 
that Time.

He was discharged on the 1st of March, and was 
taken ill, and again applied to the Parish Surgeon; do 
you know what he complained of at that Time?

No; I know nothing more than occurred 
under my own Observation.

You do not know from what he was suffering 
when he was in the Infirmary before?

No; he told me that it was from this.
Did he complain of Pain at the same Spot to the 

Parish Surgeon?
Yes.
And Swelling and Abscess in the Abdomen?
Yes.
When he came to you you found him suffering 

under the Pain in the Groin?
Yes. I thought it was some foreign Body, 

never dreaming that I should take out a Pin, but 
that it was a Piece of Bone of some part of the 
Pelvis.

How long was he under your Care?
About Five Months.
Is he able to go about his Work now?
Yes; I see him on the Quay.
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What is he?
I do not know.
Will you swear that he is not just as bad as ever 

he was?
I will swear that I do not know. It is possible 

he may have a permanent Fistula from its not 
being removed before.

It was more than Two Years after he had quitted 
the Infirmary? 

I do not know; he had been under the 
Parochial Surgeon One or Two Years.

Do you undertake to say that it was for the same 
Disorder that he was in the Infirmary?

I will swear that from foreign Bodies which I 
have removed Fifteen or Twenty Years after 
they have been in the Body, this might have 
remained for that Time.

That is not an Answer?
Then it is a philosophical Point which I 

cannot explain.
[ The Question is read. ]
That I cannot say. I say that the Lodgment of 

this in the Body was capable of producing all 
the Pains that he appears to have been in the 
Infirmary for.

Do not you know that the Complaint for which he 
was sent to the Medical Man after he had been 
discharged from the Infirmary was one that he 
contracted by lying on the Ground?

Gonorrhea, or any other Disease, he might 
have contracted.

You do not mean to say that he could have 
contracted Gonorrhea from lying down on the 
Ground?

I do not know what the Question means, if it 
is not of that Description. That he was in the 
Infirmary for some foul Disease, do your 
Lordships mean?

Have you not heard, and do you not believe, that 
the Disorder for which he was sent to the Parochial 
Surgeon, and which you have said you have cured
1142 him of, was a Disorder that he had contracted 
from lying down on the damn Ground?

No; I sincerely believe, and will swear, that it 
was not contracted from that Cause. I will swear 
that it was contracted from the Lodgment of a 
foreign Substance in his Body. How it came 
there I do not know. It is a Shirt Pin.

You do not mean to say that it was the same 
Complaint for which he was in the Infirmary?

No; but I will swear that it was not produced 
from lying on the Ground and Exposure to 
damp Ground.

Will you swear that it was the same Complaint for 
which he was in the Infirmary?

No; the Man told me that he had been 
labouring under the same Disease Two Years 
and a Half.

Might he not have been cured by the Persons 
attending the Infirmary, and have contracted this 
new Disease?

No; this must have been in the Body for some 
Years. 

When the Man showed you this first did he speak 
of it as a Bone?

He told me he had had a Suppuration for 
some Years, which weakened his Body and 
rendered him unable to work, and would I give 
him a little more Relief? I said, “ Will you let me 
look at it? "

What did he tell you?
He told me that he had been in the Infirmary, 

and had been under the Parish Surgeon, and 
had got no Relief.

Did he tell you any thing that he perceived about 
the Wound?

He told me that he thought there was a 
foreign Body; that he could see sometimes a 
something.

Did he say a Piece of Bone? 
He said a something; I will not swear that he 

said Bone. Did he show you his Side?
Yes.
Was there any body present?
I cannot recollect; but I believe there was a 

Surgeon from Huntspill there.
You cut down into this? 
I probed it; and found there was a foreign 

Body, and I cut down on it. 
Was it that foreign Body, or a Piece of Bone, 

which you extracted? 
It was this foreign Body.
If he has said that it was a Piece of Bone, is that 

correct? 
He has had Exfoliation since. I am told that 

he had lost Pieces of Bones.
He has stated, “ Two or Three Months afterwards 

Deponent observed something, which he believes was a 
piece of Bone, sticking out of the Wound, which had been 
lanced by Mr. King. Deponent then went to Mr. Ward and 
showed him his Side. A Person was with Mr. Ward, when 
Mr. Ward then pulled the Piece of Bone out of Deponent's 
Side ”? 

If this is Bone, then he is correct.
It was not Bone which you pulled out, but that 

Substance which you hold in your Hand?·
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 Yes. Bone may be exfoliated to the last Hour 
of his Life; but what I removed is this Shirt Pin.

But you did not pull Bone out of his Side? 
No. This is not One Half or a Quarter the Size 

that it was when I first had it.
 Was it projecting?
It was not.
Could the Man perceive it himself?
Yes; because he complained that he felt a 

something.
1143 He says that he observed something that he 
believed to be a Piece of Bone sticking out of the 
Wound?

That must have been an Integument.
Was that Pin covered all over with the earthy 

Substance when you extracted it?
Yes; it looked more like a Mass of Bone than 

any thing else.
You cut down into it?
I cut down on the Head of the Pin.
How deep?
I will not swear.
Was it possible for any Man to have felt it?
Quite possible if they had paid proper 

Attention.
Was it possible for the Man himself to have felt 

this which he calls Bone?
No; I do not believe it was. He is a Man of 

loose Character, and would swear any thing; he 
is never sober for Six Hours out of the Forty-
eight.

Had you tried the Man's Side in any way 
previously?

No.
Was that the first Time you had seen it?
Yes, I believe.
Have you seen him lately?
No. I have told his Daughter that I wished to 

see him; but the Surgeons of opposite Principles 
have seen him, and I have consequently not 
been able.

Had you applied Poultices to this Man's Side?
No; I cut down on it. I ordered Fomentation 

and Poultice after.
How long did you continue to attend him 

afterwards?
Some Months.
Was he quite cured at the End of that Time?
Yes; but he caught a Cold, which affected his 

Side, and brought a Dis charge of Matter; and 

from the Passage of this Pin over the Structure 
of the Bone he may have Exfoliation as long as 
he lives. Mr. Toogood has got him; and I believe 
he is visiting him for keeping out of my Way.

Will you repeat that?
I say that Mr. Toogood has him; and through 

Mr. Toogood he has made this Affidavit; and I 
believe he is kept out of the Way by Mr. 
Toogood's Authority.

You speak of Exfoliation of the Bone from this 
passing through the Body; was this then inserted into 
the Bone?

A Scratch over the tender Portion called the 
Covering or Periosteum of the Bone is capable 
of producing Exfoliation; immediately it is 
thrown off the Bone becomes decayed. It might 
have passed the alimentary Canal.

You think then that it might have been taken 
internally?

Yes.
Have you known Cases of that Sort?
Yes, Numbers of Cases; with Pins 

particularly.
If this Man has made the following Statement do 

you consider it true or untrue: “ After Mr. Ward was 
appointed Parish Surgeon Deponent applied to him, and 
Mr. Ward ordered a Linseed Poultice with Beer Grounds to 
be applied to the Wound; but Deponent's Wife was afraid 
to apply it thinking it was too strong, and the Bread-and-
Water Poultice was still continued. Two or Three Months 
afterwards Deponent observed something, which he 
believes was a Piece of Bone, sticking out of the Wound, 
which had been lanced by Mr. King. Deponent then went to 
Mr. Ward and showed him his Side ”?

From the first Inspection I found the foreign 
Body lodged in his Body, to the best of my 
Belief.
1144 Then that Story is untrue?

It is quite fabricated, as you will find every 
thing coming from that Man's Lips.

That is a strong Thing to say?
I say that because the Man is a dreadful 

Drunkard.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Mr. JOHN TROOD is called in, and 

examined as follows:
ARE you Master of the Workhouse at Sherborne?
Yes.
Did you live at Bridgwater before you went to 

Sherborne? 
Yes, I assisted the Master there ,
Were you in Business at Bridgwater?
Yes.
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What Business?
A Baker.
Did you know Gover, the Master of the 

Workhouse? 
Yes.
Yes.
How often did you go to the Workhouse for the 

Purpose of keeping his Books?
I was there almost every Day for some 

Months.
More than One Day in the Week?
Yes, almost every Day.
Why did you go up every Day?
To make'Entries of the People who wished to 

be discharged, and to get the Number.
Can you state the Time when you first began to go 

up to this Workhouse; was it from the Time of 
Gover's Election?

Very soon after. Gover was an illiterate Man 
himself, and could not keep the Books? 

Yes.
How long did you continue to do this?
Till April 1837.
During that Time you were there every Day?
Nearly every Day.
Upon the Average Five or Six Days a Week?
Yes.
Was it more or less?
Sometimes I was at Taunton. I kept the Books 

there as well, 
You assisted there too?
Yes
On an Average how many Days in the Week were 

you at the Bridgwater Workhouse?
Five Days. I used to go to Taunton once a 

Week, and it took me a Day, sometimes Two.
What Time in the Morning did you go to the 

Bridgwater Workhouse? 
Eleven o'clock.
And how long did you stop?
During the whole Day, when Gover was 

absent, if I had not any thing particular to do.
1145 What do you call the whole Day?

Till Nine o'Clock in the Evening,-till it was 
Time to lock up.

Were you employed all that Time in making up 
the Books?

I staid there in case any thing should be 
wanted.

In short, to do what he would have been doing if 

he had been in the House?
Yes.
What were his Habits; was he very apt to be out?
Yes, very often.
In your Opinion more than he ought to have 

been?
Yes.
Was he out late at Nights?
Sometimes he was.
Was he apt to be drunk?
Sometimes he was. I did not see him drunk 

very often.
Have you seen him drunk?
Yes.
Was he incapable in other respects, besides from 

his not being able to keep Accounts, to manage the 
Workhouse without Assistance from you?

I think he was very capable in other respects 
if he attended to it.

Barring his Want of Scholarship and Want of 
Sobriety?

Want of attending to it in consequence of his 
going out.

Was he so drunken a Person that he could not look 
after the Workhouse? 
No, I could not say that.
During the Time that you were in Attendance was 
there a great deal of Illness in the House?
Yes, there was.
What was the Nature of the Illness?
The Measles and Diarrhea.
When the Diarrhæa was prevailing in the House was 
there a very great Stench in the House?
I never discovered any Stench more than arises 
from People that are ill.
Where did you discover that; did that pervade the 
whole House?
No, only the Room where the People were in 
Bed.
Was there a Sick Ward, or were there One or Two 
Wards in which the sick People were put?
They were not put in a Ward by themselves; 
they were taken ill, and then they remained in 
the Rooms.
They occupied those Rooms in common with other 
Paupers who did not suffer under that Complaint?
The old People, some of them, slept by 
themselves down on the Ground Floor.
But if a Man was ill he was not removed, but was left 
in the Room where other Persons were that had not 
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this Complaint?
Yes, some of them; and some of them slept in 
Rooms that were quite distinct.
And those Rooms became offensive?

Not for any Time, because the Moment that 
they were dirty they were cleaned directly.

That is the Moment the Patients were dirty?
Yes, as soon as it was discovered.
Did this bad Smell extend over the House?
No.

1146 Were you there early in the Morning?
No, not when Gover was at home.
Not before the Windows were opened?
I did go up a few Times early in the Morning, 

but not many Times. 
When that Complaint was in the House?
Yes.
Did you find them very offensive?
The Rooms were very close; and I know that 

all Bed Rooms are close when you go into them 
in the Morning if People are ever so healthy.

Were the Rooms offensive?
Nothing more than Rooms are come 

together.
Did this extend to the Rooms below to the 

Kitchen? 
No.
Are you quite sure of that?
I am quite sure of it.
Was it a Matter of general Notoriety in 

Bridgwater that there was an infectious Complaint in 
the House?

Yes; it was said so. 
You understood that the Complaint was 

infectious? 
I heard so from the Doctor.
What Doctor?
Mr. King.
Mr. King told you it was infectious?
Yes.
Upon what Occasion?
When I was there upon Two or Three 

Occasions he told me so.
Was there any Conversation about going into the 

Workhouse; how far: was safe?
Yes; I said to Mr. King, when he mentioned 

it, that I was sure it not  infectious, because I 

had been in the Morning early, and late at 
Night, and I was never ill at all during the 
whole Time.

Did you eat the Gruel?
Yes, I did; I had some of it on purpose.

Did you continue to eat it for any Length of 
Time? 

I made use of some of it for about a Month.
You found no Inconvenience from it?
I never was better in my Life.
What Time of Day did you take it?
In the Evening, for my Supper; not for my 

Breakfast.
Had you had something else in the course of the 

Day? 
Yes.What did you live upon in the course of 

the Day?
Sometimes a little Meat for Dinner, and Tea 

for Breakfast; that is what I generally take. I eat 
very little Meat; a little Animal Food for Dinner.

And some Beer?
Sometimes a little.
Cyder?
A little.
Brandy and Water?
I do not know that I take any Brandy and 

Water for Three or Four Months together; I very 
seldom drink any Wine:
1147 Wine?

No.
All you did with this Gruel was to take some for 

your Supper?
Just to try whether it would injure me, 

because it was said that it injured the People in 
the Workhouse.

And you found no Injury from it?
No.
You are Master of the Workhouse at Sherborne?
Yes.
Do they use Gruel there?
Yes.
Does any Injury result from it there?
No, not at all.
When Mr. Gover went away he went away on 

account of his Illness?
Yes.
Did you continue in the House during the Time?
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Yes.
In what State were the People at that Time?
The People were ill.
What were they ill of?
It was Diarrhoea and Measles.

Did the Measles follow the Diarrhea, or was it in 
the House at the same Time as the Diarrhæa?

They were both together; I do not know 
which preceded.

Had those who had the Measles had the Diarrhoea 
before?

The Measles were mostly with the Children, 
and the older People had Diarrhæa at the same 
Time as the Children.

Had it been preceded by the Diarrhæa?
That I cannot say.
During this Time did the Visiting Committee use 

to come constantly to the House?
No; they missed a few Times.
They missed a few Weeks, did they?
It must have been, I think, Two or Three 

Weeks.
Why did they miss?
I cannot say.
You never heard why they missed?
No, I never heard.
You are quite sure that they missed?
Yes.
Do you remember Mary Reed?
Yes.
If she has said that they never missed, she is 

mistaken in that?
Yes. Some of them came down; Mr. Baker 

came some part of the Time; but not the whole 
of the Committee.

Whenever the Visiting Committee visited did you 
always see them?

I was always there at the Time when they 
ought to come; but I know that during some 
part of the Time that Diarrhæa was in the House 
they did not come.

What was the usual Time of their coming; twice a 
week, or once a Week?

Once a Week; on the Board Days.
1148 Did they visit at other Times?

Mr. Baker came down; and I think Mr. 
Frederick Axford came once in the course of the 
Week just to the Door, to ask how it was going 
on, and that was all.

During the Weeks that they visited did they come 

more than One Day in the Week?
They came separately more than One Day; 

but not as a Body-not asa Visiting Committee; as 
a Visiting Committee they came only once a 
Week.

Then they came in a Body and visited all 
together? 

Yes.
Then in those Weeks that they did not come, how 

did they make out the Report; was that during the 
Time that Gover was absent and that you were there?

They came most of the Time, I believe all the 
Time, when I was therein Gover's Place.

What was the Time that they abstained from 
visiting? 

I am sure I cannot state.
Was it before Gover's Absence or after?
It must have been before his Absence, 

because he was absent in March and I left in 
April.

What Time in April did you leave?
The 20th.
Were you in the habit of attending them round the 

Workhouse, or Gover? 
Gover's Wife, the Matron, usually went. 

When I was there I went round for any thing 
that was wanted to do. I sometimes assisted to 
cut the Meat when he was not there; on the 
Thursday I used to cut it, because he attending 
the Board.

Did he attend the Board every Thursday?
Yes.
When the Committee came in his Absence you 

went round the House with them?
I did not go round the House with the 

Visiting Committee; Gover Wife used to go 
round with them.

How do you know then that there were Three 
Weeks during which they did not come?

I know that they were expected, and that I 
was down there, and no one came.

Was that on the Board Day?
Yes.
What Time of the Day?
Till the Board was sitting I was there, and 

afterwards 
What was the usual Time of their coming?
About Ten o'Clock.
On those Days you were attending, and they did 

not come? 
Yes.
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Was there a Room hard by, where they drew up 
their Report?

Yes: the Fire was lighted for them, but they 
did not come. That was I knew that they did not 
come, because the Room was not made use of.

Do you recollect at what Period of the Year that 
was? 

I cannot recollect, because I never expected to 
be asked the Question. 

You say the Fire was lighted; it must have been 
then in cold Weather? 

Yes.
Was it in very cold Weather?
I think it must have been in very cold 

Weather.
1149 When did they begin coming again?

When the People got better then they came 
again.

Did they use to come when you were there in 
Gover's Absence?

Yes; I believe they came.
Do you know whether they came or not?
I am sure I cannot recollect precisely now.
Cannot you recollect when you were there acting 

as Gover's Deputy whether the Visiting Committee 
visited at the Time?

They visited during some of the Week's; I 
believe all, but I will not say for certain.

How many Weeks were you there?
Four; he was absent a Month. I think they did 

all of them visit, but I am not certain.
Did Mr. King ever caution you about going into 

the Wards?
No, he did not.
Did he tell you that it was highly infectious and 

dangerous to go into the Wards?
Yes, he did, certainly.
It was not your Business to report that to the 

Board?
Certainly not.
You did not report it?
No; I did not think it my Duty, but the Duty 

of the Medical Officer.
Do you remember in October 1836 an Application 

being made by Mr. King to the Board to have the 
Children's Diet altered from Gruel to Milk?

Yes; I remember that Application very well; 
but I do not know at what Time it was.

Do you remember any Alteration taking place 
among the sick People in consequence of that?

No, I do not recollect.
You do not know of any Improvement?
No, The Children had Rice as well. They had 

the Rice boiled and the Milk in the Morning; 
Rice and Milk together.

You do not recollect much about that?
I know they had the Milk, because I paid for 

it myself.
How long did they continue having Milk?
I suppose Three Months nearly.
Why was the Milk left off?
That I cannot say.
Do you know when it was left off?
I know that it was left off.
Do you know when it was?
No.
Nor why?
I do not know, because I cannot speak of my 

own Knowledge; only it was left off, I suppose, 
from the Doctor's Orders.

Have you ever known People so bad with this 
Complaint that they could not retain their Stools, 
and as they walked across the Room they made a Dirt 
in the Room?

No; I never saw that, nor heard of it.
Should you not have heard of it if it had been so?
Yes.
Did you ever know People so bad with it in their 

Beds that the Men have been lying in their own 
Mess; that they have made Pools of their own Fæces 
in the Beds?

They have been lying in that State, no Doubt. 
1150 Did you ever see them in that State?

I have seen Persons cleaning them. I have 
seen them lying in that State till they could be 
cleaned, but no longer.

Were they old People, or Children, or who were 
they? 

There were several old and young very bad 
at that Time. 

How many have you seen lying in that State? 
Two or Three old People; I do not think more 

than that. 
You have seen Two or Three old People lying in 

this State?
 Yes; Three or Four, probably.
For what Length of Time?
I cannot say that I have seen them lying long 

in that State, because the was always a Person 
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watching the Moment it happened to report it, 
that the might not lie in that State for One 
Moment longer than could be helped.

The Question is, whether you have seen People 
continuing to lie in that State?

No, not continuing; not left unnoticed. 
And there were People employed to prevent that? 
Yes.
Night and Day were there People employed to do 

that? 
Yes, for the Children there were, I know.
For the old People?
For the old I do not believe that there was 

any body employed to sit a with them.
Was there any Attempt to get Persons to sit up 

with them all Night? 
I do not know ,
Do you know whether there was any Wish to get 

Nurses, and that there was an Inability to get them?
There was no Refusal of any Nurses that I 

heard of. 
Was there any Refusal of any Washerwomen? 
No.
And all that were wanted were got?
Yes.
Was the House in that State when you were there 

acting as Governor? 
No, it was getting much better.
When it was in this State, and the Men were 

lying in their Fæces, did you describe the horrible 
State of the House to the Visiting Committee?

The Doctor knew it; the Visiting Committee 
knew it from the Doctor, at they knew it from 
being there.

How many People do you suppose were at any 
One Time in this State fine Diarrhoea?

I do not know; there may have been Ten or a 
Dozen. 

Including Children and old People?
Yes; I do not suppose there would be more 

than that.
Were not the Children sent to North Petherton? 
At last.
Were they not from the first?
No; when Mr. King considered the Disease 

infectious the healthy ones were sent away.
Was not the North Petherton Workkouse all along 

the Workhouse appropriates to Children?
Not for all of them; there were a great many 

Children there. 

Was it not appropriated to Children, and nobody 
else?

Children and Women.
1151 Was it not intended especially, from the 
Beginning, for Children?

Children and Women I always understood.
Were not the Children always sent there from the 

Beginning, long before this Complaint?
The Children from North Petherton Parish, 

and the Parishes near there, were sent to the 
North Petherton House, and those from 
Bridgwater and the Neigh bourhood were 
generally sent to the Bridgwater House.

The Children were sent to the Bridgwater House, 
were they?

Yes, until they were separated on account of 
the Illness. First of all they were sent to North 
Petherton, on the first Formation of the Union, 
and then there were some sent to Bridgwater, 
and some to North Petherton. As the Guardians 
thought fit to send them they used to make an 
Order which House to send them to.

And the Children were not sent after that to 
Petherton more than to Bridgwater?

The Children were sent according to the 
Order of the Board.

The Board sent them to the Bridgwater 
Workhouse indiscriminately with the Petherton?

No; when a Family applied there was an 
Order given that they were to be sent to North 
Petherton, or they were to be sent to Bridgwater.

Were the Children as much sent to Bridgwater as 
they were sent to North Petherton?

Yes, quite as much.
You understood that from certain Parishes in the 

Neighbourhood of North Petherton the Children were 
sent into the North Petherton House, and those 
living more in the Neighbourhood of Bridgwater 
were sent to the Bridgwater House?

Yes; that is what I understood from the 
Orders, which I always saw.

Was it generally understood in the Town of 
Bridgwater, as a Matter of Notoriety, that there was 
this infectious Complaint raging in the House?

Some People thought it infectious, and some 
did not.

Was it a Matter of great Notoriety that there was 
an infectious Complaint raging in the Workhouse?

Some People said that they were all'dying 
there, and others did not believe it; others said it 
was not the Case.

Mr. King said that it was infectious?
Yes.
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And the Visiting Guardians abstained for several 
Weeks from visiting; can you recollect how many 
Weeks?

Two or Three Weeks; it may have been Four 
Weeks.

In consequence of Advice from the Medical Man?
I suppose it was; I cannot tell.

Who were the Guardians in the habit of visiting at 
that Time?

Mr. William Baker was one, Mr. Frederick 
Axford, and Mr. Colthurst, and Mr. Ruddock, 
and Mr. Parsons I think, and Mr. Thomas Poole.

Was Mr. Inman one?
I do not know whether he was at that Time, 

because the Visiting Committee were not 
appointed at any Period together, but for 
different Months.

Was Mr. Inman a Guardian at that Time?
Yes.
Was he a Visiting Guardian?
He was sometimes one of the Visiting 

Committee.
Was he very frequently at the House?
His Time was not very long as a Visitor; 

those who had the most of the Time for visiting 
were Mr. Axford, and Mr. Baker, and Mr. 
Colthurst, andMr. Thomas Poole, and Mr. 
Ruddock.
1152 Mr. Thomas Poole is dead, is he not?

Yes.
At this Time, when the Diarrhæa was in the 

House, was it known that there was Diarrhoea in the 
House, without saying whether it was infection or 
not?

Yes.
Generally known in Bridgwater?
Yes.
You heard of it from other Persons? 
I have heard many People speak of it; it was 

talked of there. 
At that Time how many people were there in the 

Workhouse? 
I am sure I cannot state.
Were there more than One grown Person in a 

Bed? 
Yes; Two Men slept together.
Ever more than Two?
Two Men and a Boy sometimes.
What do you call a Boy?

From Six to about Fourteen or Fifteen.
Were there Two Women in a Bed?
Yes.
And Children too?
Yes.
Girls of the same Sort of Age?
Yes, as the Boys, to make Room.
How many little Children were in Bed together? 
Three or Four.
Not more?
I do not believe there were.
And those Children had, several of them, 

Diarrhoea? 
All the Children that had the Diarrhoea were 

in a Room by themselves.
Was there more than One sleeping in a Bed when 

they were suffering fino Diarrhæa?
Yes; the Children that were infected were 

carried into a Room by then selves.
But in that Room did they sleep in separate Beds?
No; Two in a Bed; some Four, Two at the 

Foot and Two at the Head, in some of the Beds 
with small Children.

Gover was taken ill; what was the matter with 
him? 

He had the Diarrhea ,
When he had the Diarrhoea had you any 

Conversation with him about it? 
Yes, I had sometimes.
What did he state?
That the House was infectious, and that he 

should never be well till he was away from it.
His Wife was unwell?
His Wife complained; I do not know that she 

was so violently taken as he was.
His Children were unwell?
Yes.
Of the same Disorder?
Yes.

1153 Did you have any Conversation with the 
Wife about it?

Yes; the same Conversation.
Did he tell you when he caught it?
No.
Did he tell you that he caught it in consequence of 

lifting a Man in his Bed?
No; I never heard him say that, as I can 

remember.
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While they were in this State, Two Men and 
sometimes a Boy sleeping together in the same Bed, 
and Two Women in the same Bed, and a Child, in the 
way you have mentioned, were they constantly 
sending in new Persons into the Workhouse?

Yes.
Do you remember a Man of the Name of Kidner 

being sent into the Work house?
I remember him very well.
Were you at the Workhouse when he came there?
I was.
What Bed was he put into?
I do not know whether it was in a Bed by 

himself or with another Man; not with his Wife.
Where was his Wife put?
Into the Women's Room, and the Children 

into the Children's Room.
Do you remember in what Bed?
No.
Do you remember whether there was a Corpse 

lying on one of the Beds, and whether that Corpse 
was removed to make Room?

I cannot say that; if the Man was dead, and 
the Body was taken into the Dead-house, she 
might have been put into the same Bed, but I 
cannot say.

Do you know that they were or were not?
I cannot say.
Do you know whether the Man was taken away 

and put into a Bed with another Man?
I cannot say; I remember that they were there 

very well.
Kidner's Wife caught the Diarrhæa, did she not?
She was unwell; but I never heard that it was 

Diarrhoea.
Had the Children the Diarrhoea?
They were a little unwell.
Do you know what of?
I do not.
Was there not some Attempt made to persuade 

them not to come into the Workhouse, but to go 
away, and that they wished very much to come into 
the House?

I do not know any thing about that. I know 
that Kidner's Husband, Robert Kidner, or John 
Kidner, was a very improvident Man, and spent 
every thing that he could get; and some of the 
Neighbours wished her to go into the House to 
prevent their being starved.

Were you there the Night that they came?
Yes.
Mr. Baker came up?

Yes.
What was Mr. Baker sent for that Night?
I cannot say.
Did you send for him?
I might have sent for him; I cannot recollect.

1154 Did not Mr. Baker take great pains to 
persuade them not to enter the House?

I cannot say. 
Did not he offer to find them Lodgings if they did 

not come in? 
I cannot recollect.
Those Children were put into another Room when 

they had this Disorder; was that the Case with the 
grown People?

Some of them had Rooms to themselves; others 
had not.

You say that not more than Two or Three 
People slept in a Bed; had some of those the 
Diarrhoea?

Two slept in a Bed who had Diarrhoea.
You have been asked if Mr. Gover was a Man 

addicted to drinking; have you seen him 
sometimes intoxicated?

Yes, a little. 
Was he ever so intoxicated as not to be able to do 

his Business? 
I never saw him in that State.
Was there any Complaint of that Sort ever made 

against him by the Guardians?
I do not know; I never heard of any b by the 

Guardians.
You say Mr. Baker regularly attended the 

Workhouse even when the Diarrhæa was prevailing?
Yes; I believe he came regularly some Part of 

the Week. 
Did not Mr. Weale sometimes attend when the 

Diarrhæa was raging? 
I never saw him there.
Do you know Mr. Weale, the Assistant Poor Law 

Commissioner?
Yes.
He used to attend before the Diarrhæa came into 

the House?
I never saw him but once before the 

Diarrhoa; he was there twice during the whole 
Time.

Was he in the House during the Time Diarrhoea 
was there?

I cannot say; I do not recollect whether he 
was in the House or not at that Time.
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The Visiting Committee, when they did attend, 
where did they hold their Meeting?

In what is called the Pay-room of the 
Workhouse.

Did not they remove from the Pay-room of the 
Work house to some other Place?

No.

Is that Pay-room attached to the Workhouse?
Yes.
Is there any Communication with it?
Yes; as you go in at the Front Door the Pay-

room is the Right Hand Side, and the Governo's 
Room on the Left.

Was there any Danger of Infection there?
 Yes; if there is Infection that is as dangerous 

as any Part. 
Did they come there?
No.
Only Mr. Baker and Mr. Axford they constituted 

the Visiting Committee?
They did not come at the regular Time.
Did you ever hear the Reason why those 

Gentlemen whose Duty it was to visit the Workhouse 
did not visit at that Time as they did at others? 

No.
1155 Did you ever hear it said that it was because 
of the Diarrhæa?

I have heard others say that it was, but I have 
not heard them say so.

Whom have you heard say that?
Some of the People in Bridgwater; not the 

Guardians. I have heard Gover say so, and his 
Wife.

Though they absented themselves, did they not 
send Paupers into the House at that Time?

Yes.
A great many?
I cannot say.
More than One, Two, or Three?
Yes.
And the Children that were sent afterwards to the 

Petherton Workhouse were sent away after the 
Disorder was infectious?

Yes.
Do you remember when the Alteration of Diet 

took place?
That was since I left.
But you state that you remember the Gruel being 

given up for a Time, and Rice substituted for it?
For the Children. That was by Order of the 

Medical Officer.
Did the Children get better upon that?
I did not see any Difference in them at all.
They still continued ill?
They did.
It did not affect you; your Stomach was well 

stored before you took this Gruel?
It did not affect me.
But you know that it affected Gover?
I do not believe that Gover ever tasted it in 

his Life.
But he had the Diarrhea?
Yes.
And his Wife was unwell, and the Children had 

not tasted the Gruel, but still they had the 
Diarrhoea?

I do not believe they had tasted the Gruel.
Did those Guardians who had absented 

themselves during some Time come back again and 
attend as usual?

Yes.
Was not that after the Diarrhea had ceased?
Yes.
Did you know the Bridgwater Workhouse before 

the new Poor Law was introduced?
Yes; many Years. I have lived in Bridgwater 

Twenty-six Years.
You say you never saw the unfortunate Persons 

while the Fæces was cleaned from them, but you saw 
the Beds cleaned often?

Yes.
Beds in which Two People were sleeping?
Yes.
Do you know that it was in consequence of the 

Fæces having come from them?
Yes, certainly it was. They were very much 

purged at that Time.
Have you not seen it on the Floors?
No; to the best of my Knowledge I have not 

seen it there.
You will not undertake to say that you have not 

seen it?
I will undertake to say that I do not recollect 

seeing it.
1156 You say Persons were appointed to sit up 
with the Children?

Yes.



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

Day 16, 23, July 1838
Evidence of Robert Underdown, p 1113, John Rodney Ward, p 1114; JohnTrood, p 1144

Edited by Tony Woolrich, 25/04/2021
31

Why were they appointed to sit up with them?
To take care of them, and give them any 

thing which was ordered by the Medical Man.
And clean them when they were dirty?
Yes.
There was no Person appointed to sit up with the 

old People? 
No.
Then those Persons must have lain in their Filth, 

if they happened to have Evacuations early in the 
Night, till the next Morning?

Yes.
Do you positively know that no Person was 

appointed to sit up with them? 
I do not think that any one was.
There was no Refusal of Nurses?
No; those who used to wash were employed 

as Nurses.
If any Person shall have said here that Persons 

were applied to to come to act as Nurses, and would 
not come, do you mean to say that they have stated 
that which is not true?

I am confident that they would have come 
unless they had something to do before.

Although they had heard from the Report in the 
Town that Diarrhæa was infectious, you think they 
would willingly have come?

I think they would if they had not been 
engaged before.

That Opinion only prevailed partially, and to a 
certain Extent, among a certain Class of People in the 
Town, that the Diarrhoea was infectious?

Yes.
There were others who did not believe it?
Yes.
You have been asked about the Attendance of Mr. 

Weale, and you say that he attended only Once or 
Twice before the Diarrhea, and never afterwards; do 
you know that he was in Bridgwater?

I did not mean to say that Mr. Weale did not 
attend afterwards; I cannot say the precise Time 
that he did attend; I do not know that he did not 
attend afterwards, but I did not see him there.

Have you seen him Three Times or Twice in the 
House? 

Only Twice in the House.
At what Period was that?
One was not very long after the Union was 

formed, but how long I cannot say. He came in 
in the Morning very early; he might have come 
several Times when I knew nothing about it.

Do you know whether Mr. Weale was at any 
Time in the Town of Bridgwater, and attended the 
Board, without coming to the Workhouse?

I believe he was. I think I have heard Gover 
say that he was.

Do not you know that he sent one Night to the 
Governor of the Workhouse, when he was in 
Bridgwater?

I think he did.
Did he come to the Workhouse that Night?
That I cannot say.
Was not the Diarrhoea raging in the Workhouse 

then?
That I do not know.
Do you remember any Observations that were 

made either to Gover or to yourself, by the Medical 
Man, with respect to the intemperate Habits of 
Gover? 

Yes; I heard Mr. King and Mr. Poole both say 
at different Times, that if Gover did not give up 
1157 drinking he would not live but a very 
short Time; he Mr. John Trood. must go off 
soon; they said that to him in my Presence, and 
they have said that to me.

They must then have had a Knowledge that those 
Habits of his were very intemperate?

I dare say they had; no Doubt of it.
But you told the Committee just now that his 

Habits were not very intemperate?
I did not see him drunk; he came home late 

at Night after I was gone.
Did you not often sit up to let him in?
No, because I went home at Half past Nine.
Have you not stayed to let him in when he was 

drunk?
No.
Do you remember his coming home with a Black 

Eye?
No.
You thought that his Wife was the fittest Person 

to take care of him upon those Occasions?
Yes.
You say that you knew the Bridgwater 

Workhouse before the Poor Law was introduced; did 
you ever see it so crowded before as it has been since?

I never went over it when it was full.
You say that there were People ordered into the 

House during the Time that the Diarrhæa prevailed; 
were additional Beds ordered?

There were; but I do not know whether it 
was on account of the Diarrhæa. 
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Was that after the Diarrhoea?
I cannot say when that was.
When those People with Diarrhoea were sleeping 

Two in a Bed, you cannot say that additional Beds 
were ordered?

No.
You know that you have seen Two People with 

Diarrhæa sleeping in the same Bed?
No, not in the same Bed.
One with Diarrhea, and One without?
Yes; or they may both have had the 

Diarrhoea; I cannot say ,
Were they old People?
Yes.
Women or Men?
I never went to see the Women; I only went 

to see the Men.
Did Gover make any Reply to those Medical Men 

when they urged upon him the Necessity of 
abstaining from drinking?

No.
Are you quite sure that you have heard Mr. King 

tell Gover that if he did not leave off drinking he 
would kill himself?

Yes.
More than once?
Yes; he has told Gover and me several 

different Times. Whether Gover was present 
more than once I cannot say.

He has told you that several Times, and you are 
certain that he has told Gover that once?

Yes; and I have told Gover.
Gover is then of intemperate Habits?
He is in the habit of staying out and drinking 

in a Manner that is not good for his State of 
Health. He has not been in a good State of 
Health for many Years.
1158 He was never absolutely dead drunk?

No; he could always do his Business.
They told him that if he did not give up drinking 

he would do himself an Injury?' 
Yes.
Was that after his Illness?
Yes.
Did that Remark of the Medical Men refer to his 

general Habits, or to the State of Body in which he 
was in consequence of his Illness?

I suppose it was in consequence of his Illness 
at the Time. Were those Observations never 
made before?

I never heard them before.
How long did you stay there after Gover came 

back? 
I was not there but a very little Time 

afterwards.
And Mr. King has oftentimes said this to you?
Yes.
Was it after Gover came back?
It was just before he went away, and while he 

was gone, and when he came back.
That if he did not leave off his drunken Habits he 

would very soon be dead?
Yes.
Were the Words “ Drunken Habits ”?
No.
What were the Words?
That if he did not leave off drinking he 

would be dead in a short time. I am not sure 
that “ Drunken Habits ” were not the Words 
used upon some Occasions.

The Subject was mentioned Two or Three Times 
by the Medical Men? 

Yes.
At One Time they might have made use of the 

Words “ Drunken Habits, " and at another Time of 
the Word “ Drinking ”?

Yes.
Drinking would have been very improper at any 

Time, but still more improper when he was 
recovering from this dreadful Disease, would it not?

Yes.
Are you aware that there was any Feeling in the 

Minds of the People in Bridgwater and the 
Neighbourhood of Dread of coming into the House on 
account of the Diarrhæa?

I do not know.
Do you think there was?
I have no Doubt that some were afraid to 

come into the House; poor People are soon 
terrified. I do not know One Person who refused 
to go in on account of it.

Did you ever hear One Person named as dreading 
the Workhouse, and wishing to avoid coming into it, 
on account of the Diarrhea?

No; I do not recollect any thing of the Sort.
Did you ever hear any People in the House 

express Anger or Grief that they had been put into 
the Workhouse, in consequence of the Complaint 
prevailing in it?

I do not know whether I might or not; 
perhaps some might have grumbled after they 
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had been there, and said they should not have 
been sent there.

Do you believe that you ever heard any one say 
so? 

I cannot say, for there was so much 
Grumbling amongst them that I cannot bear it 
1159 all in my Mind; they were always 
grumbling about something or other.

What were they grumbling about?
They all grumbled.
Did the People in the North Petherton House 

grumble?
Yes.
What did they grumble about there?
They cried out that they never got enough to 

eat.
Who said that?
The People in the House. "
Can you name any one Person who said that?
No, I cannot.
Was that the Subject of grumbling? You say they 

were always grumbling about something or another 
in the Bridgwater Workhouse; did they grumble 
about not having enough to eat?

Yes; they are always finding some Fault; they 
have not Bed Clothes enough, or they are too 
hot, or some other Fault.

Did they find Fault that they had not Beds 
enough?

No.
Did they complain of being Two in a Bed?
No.
Or of being Three in a Bed?
I do not believe that there were Three grown 

People put into One Bed.
Two grown People and a Boy; did they complain 

of that?
No, I do not know that they did.
Do not you know that the Visiting Committee 

ordered Beds whenever they chose, and that the 
Board of Guardians made no Objection?

Yes.
And all the Beds that had been in use under the 

old System were in the House at that Time?
Yes.
And some additional Beds? 
Yes; but some of the Beds that were ordered 

were sent to North Petherton.
Have you not heard the Poor of the Town of 

Bridgwater complain of People being sent into the 
Workhouse while this Disorder was supposed to be 

prevailing there?
I have heard those Remarks.
Have you not heard them over and over again in 

the Town?
Yes.
You say the People grumbled; do not the Poor in 

general object very much to go into the Workhouse?
Yes, some do.
Do not the greater Number?
I believe they do.
Why do they object; what is the Ground of their 

Objection?
Because they do not know that they are so 

well off before they have tried it; many who 
wished not to be sent in are very glad 
afterwards that they went in.

Do you find that at Sherborne?
Yes.
And did you find that to be the Case at 

Bridgwater?
Yes. Some People will never be satisfied with 

any thing.
Some were satisfied during the Time of this 

Illness?
Yes.

1160 And glad to be there?
Yes.
They were more comfortable there than at home?
Yes.
They considered it to be a Place of Shelter and of 

Comfort? 
Yes.
Old People?
Yes.
And the young People?
Some of those did not like it because they 

were kept to Work; they did not like the 
Discipline of the House.

But many found themselves very comfortable 
there, and were grateful for Admission, even during 
the Prevalence of this Disorder?

Yes.
And those not Idiots or Fools?
No.
Perhaps you considered them the wiser Part?
Yes, I did.
Have not the poor People a great Dread of the 

Workhouse? 
Yes.
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The more idle they are the more they object to it?
Yes.
Have you not known industrious Men object to 

it?
Yes.
And many of those when they have gone into the 

Workhouse have found themselves comfortable there?
Yes.
Have not you known them go out in inclement 

Seasons of the Year to avoid remaining there?
Yes, I have known that.
At the Time the Diarrhæa was so prevalent in the 

Workhouse was it prevalent in the Town of 
Bridgwater?

Yes, it was in the Town.
Was it much talked of?
Yes.
Was it not a particularly unhealthy Season; was 

not the Influenza very prevalent?
Yes. 
Was it in Bridgwater and the Neighbourhood of 

Bridgwater? 
Yes; all over England I have heard.
When was that?
From September till March 1836 and 1837.
Through the whole Winter?
Yes; it raged in our Neighbourhood for 

several Months; many People died. It was 
between that Time and Lady Day that I was 
affected with it myself; I was very weak.

You stated that you went over to Taunton once or 
twice a week?

Once a Week.
Was that to assist the Master of the Workhouse 

there? 
Yes.
In the same way as you assisted Mr. Gover?
Yes.

1161 Did any die of Diarrhæa in the Town of 
Bridgwater?

Yes, I have no Doubt that they did, but I do 
not recollect them now.

You do not know an Instance?
No.
How many died in the Workhouse?
I think Three died of Diarrhæa.
Did they use Gruel at Taunton?
Yes.

Did they have Diarrhæa there?
Yes, for a little Time.
Not to the same Extent as at Bridgwater?
No.
Did they persevere in the Gruel?
Yes.
And the Diarrhæa disappeared?
Yes.
It did not disappear in consequence of using 

Gruel?
No; but it disappeared notwithstanding the 

Gruel.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Ordered, That this Committee be adjourned 

till To-morrow, Eleven o'clock.


