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1277
Die Veneris, 27th  Julii 1838.

The Lord WHARNCLIFFE in the Chair.
Evidence on the Operation of the Poor Law 

Amendment Act.

RICHARD KING MEADE KING Esquire is 
called in, and further examined as follows:

DO you live in North Petherton?
I do.
Are you in the habit of visiting that House?
Very frequently.
In September 1836 the Answer to Question,"Do 

the Inmates of the Workhouse of all Classes appear clean 
in their Persons, and decent and orderly in their Language 
and Deineanour? If not, state the Exceptions and the 
Names of the Parties failing in this respect,"is stated,"Yes; 
the Matron has paid 2s. 6d. for having Children's Hair cut 
with my Sanction;"that is signed,"Richard King Meade 
King."Then there is a Note, September 20th,"In future, 
Hair to be cut by a Pauper from the Bridgwater 
Workhouse."The next Entry is 2d of May 1837:"Yes; 
Brushes, & c. asked for last Week not yet sent. Some 
Person wanted immediately to cut the Children's Hair, 
without which they cannot be kept clean;"likewise signed 
by you: on the 29th of June 1837, 56 The Children's Hair 
require cutting:"4th of July,"No one has yet been sent to 
cut the Children's Hair as requested last Week:"11th of 
July,"No Attention has been paid to the repeated Request 
of the Visitors and the Matron with respect to the Hair -
cutting of the Children;"signed,"Henry Parsons:"21st of 
July,"No one has yet been sent to cut the Children's Hair 
as requested for several Weeks:"27th of 
September,"Children's Hair must be cut; a Person should 
be sent from Bridgwater Work house as usual to do 
it;"then on the 4th of October,"The Children's Hair is 
cut, but some have bad Heads;"signed,"Henry 
Parsons."Can you inform the Committee with respect 
to those Entries?

I should state first, that the North Petherton 
Workhouse was an auxiliary Workhouse to the 
Bridgwater House, and Mrs. Ellis, the Matron, 
was not justified in incurring any Expense 
whatever respecting it; whatever she wanted 
she was to apply for to the Governor of the 
Bridgwater House.

The Governor of the Workhouse was understood 
to be responsible to the Board for the Management of 
both Houses?

Yes.
What was the Distance?
Three Miles. 

The first Entry which appears, that in September 
1836, was a very short Time after the Union was 
formed, and she said to me as Visitor,"The Children's 
Hair wants cutting very badly. I think it is hardly worth while 
to hire a Man from Bridgwater to come Three Miles to cut 
it; we may employ a Barber in this Place to do so."I said I 
thought she had better do so. I made my Report, and 
told the Board what I had done, and my Report was 
read. One of the Guardians present, I think one of the 
Bridgwater Guardians, said,"There is a Man, a Pauper 
in the Bridgwater Workhouse, who is always in the habit of 
cutting the Hair of the Inmates of that House; the better 
Plan will be for that Man to go to Petherton, and cut the 
Children's Hair whenever it is wanted."

Do you recollect who said that?
I do not; I think it was one of the Bridgwater 

Guardians; I believe it was Mr. Inman. That was 
the Arrangement come to; and for the Guidance 
of future Visitors I remember making a Note in
1278 the Visitors Book, which will be found 
September the 20th, stating that the Board had 
directed that in future the Hair should be cut by 
a Man from Bridgwater.

There is no other Entry of a Complaint up to the 
2d of May?

I am quite sure there was a Neglect; that the 
Hair wanted cutting several Times afterwards; it 
was not immediately attended to, and that was 
entirely attributable to Gover. I recollect on One 
or Two Occasions Complaints were made to me 
of his not attending to the Orders of the Visitors. 
Once he made an Excuse that the Man who had 
cut the Hair was unwell; that he had the Gout or 
Rheumatism, and could not walk so far; but it 
was his Duty to send a Man promptly.

How often did Gover go over to North Petherton? 
At very uncertain Times; sometimes once, 

sometimes twice a week. 
Was he ordered to go at particular Times?
No, not at particular Times; but he was 

ordered to go sufficiently often to see that every 
thing went on well there.

Mrs. Ellis was a very attentive careful Woman in 
the Management of the Children?

Yes.
Did she attend to the Children in the School?
Her Daughter was the Schoolmistress.
The Children were well attended to?
Yes; I was quite satisfied with the Attention 

paid whenever I went over the Workhouse.
There is an Entry, September 24th, 1836, signed 

by yourself, in which you state,"The greater Number of 
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the Children can now repeat the Lord's Prayer,"and were 
attentive to the Instruction given them?

Yes, they were.
Can you give Information with respect to the 

Infection supposed to prevail in the Bridgwater 
House?

I am quite certain that the Board was never 
informed of the Existence of any contagious 
Disease; the first Time I ever heard of it was 
when I read the Statement in Mr. Bowen's 
Pamphlet, Months after it was stated to have 
occurred.

Were you not yourself a diligent Attendant at the 
Board?

I think I omitted only Ten Times during the 
first Year after the Formation of the Union.

Were you in constant Communication with the 
other Guardians who attended, so that it any thing 
particular had occurred during your Absence you 
would have known of it?

Certainly.
You never heard a Rumour of an Infection, either 

from the Medical Officer or from the Visiting 
Guardian?

No; from no one, I am sure. I must have 
remembered it if I had heard of it; it would have 
made such an Impression upon my Mind.

Did you ever hear that the Visiting Committee 
had been cautioned not to visit the House in 
consequence of Infection?

No; I was not in the habit of attending that 
House, because I attended the North Petherton 
House; but I visited the House occasionally 
during the Period when it has been since stated 
the Infection prevailed; and having Children of 
my own I should not have gone into the House 
had I had the least Idea of there being Infection 
there.

You are certain you did visit the House at that 
Period?

I am quite certain.
And you were never cautioned either by Gover or 

Mr. King?
 No; I am quite certain I must have 

recollected it, if it had occurred.
1279 Were you in the habit of seeing Gover?

Yes; I saw him or his Wife when I visited the 
House; I never visited more than Twice or Three 
Times.

Did you frequently see Mr. King?
I have seen him at the Board, and at other 

places.

He never gave you that Caution?
No.
You say that you saw him at the Board; did he 

frequently attend the Board?
No; only when he was sent for.
Do you recollect on what Occasion he came?
I think he came once with the other Medical 

Men to give his Opinion with respect to the 
Formation of Medical Clubs; and there were 
One or Two other Occasions on which he 
attended.

It was stated in Mr. Bowen's Pamphlet that this 
Infection prevailed several Months?

Yes; the Period ranges, I think, from October 
1836 to March 1837; I certainly met him within 
that Time.

If there was a Period during which it was 
infectious it was towards the End of the Year 1836, 
and March 1837; are you sure that during that 
Period you never heard of the Infection?

I am perfectly certain of it; I was at home 
during the whole Time; and if I had heard of 
Infection in the House I am quite sure it would 
have made an Impression upon my Mind that I 
should not have forgotten.

You are sure you visited the House between 
Christmas 1836 and March 1837? 

I am not quite certain; but I think I visited 
either in March or April.

Not in January or February?
I do not think I did in January, for I was ill 

myself with Influenza.
When you visited the House in March or April 

did the House strike you to be inconveniently 
crowded?

No; I am certain I must have visited during 
the Time there was Diarrhoea, for I saw the 
Patients; the Governor said,"Those Patients have 
had the Diarrhea."

Did you ever see Patients lying on their Beds in 
their Ordure, either Children or old People?

Oh dear no.
Did you find a Smell in the House?
Yes; a Smell of Closeness, but not arising 

from Fæces; the Impression upon my Mind was 
that it was an old inconvenient House.

Were you at the Board when the Governor came 
to ask for Leave of Absence?

I was.
Did he state to the Board what was the matter 

with him?
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Certainly not; I had not the least Idea that he 
had suffered from Diarrhea until I heard the 
Fact stated a few Months ago.

That was not stated, and no Questions were asked 
him?

It was not; he asked for Leave of Absence on 
account of ill Health, I had not the least Idea 
that he had been attacked with any Disease he 
caught in the House.

No Question was asked what was the matter with 
him?

No.
Is it the Practice at Bridgwater for the Surgeon to 

attend on the Board Days; is he at the House ready to 
be examined on any Point which transpires? 

I do not know whether it is the Custom at the 
Bridgwater House, for I was not in the habit of
1280 visiting that House; it was not his 
Practice to attend the Board unless he was sent 
for. He attended the House every Day to visit 
the Patients, I understood.

The Witness is directed to withdraw.
ROBERT WEALE Esquire is called in, and 

further examined as follows:
WHEN did you first hear of the Dispute between 

the Board of Guardians and the Medical Men of 
Bridgwater?

I cannot refer to the exact Date; I was there 
the next Meeting of the Board after I received 
the Communication; I presume I received it on 
the Tuesday. I was at Bridgwater on the 
following Friday.

The Dates of the Two Letters of the Medical Men 
are June 2d and June 6th?

I could not have heard of it till the End of 
June; I think it was on the 23d or 24th of June I 
was present, having heard of it on the Tuesday 
before that.

Therefore with respect to the Proceedings before 
that you conceive you cannot be held in any Degree 
responsible?

Certainly not; I knew nothing of the Dispute 
till the Tuesday before the Friday I attended; my 
Attention was drawn to it by a Letter from the 
Poor Law Commissioners dated the 22d of June 
1837.

The Letter of Mr. Warry to the Poor Law 
Commissioners was transmitted to you?

Yes; and the Poor Law Commissioners wrote 
a Letter to me upon the Subject.

Mr. Warry in that Letter informs the 

Commissioners that they have unfortunately got into 
a Quarrel with the Medical Men, and he asks 
whether they can recommend a Candidate or Two to 
them?

Yes.
Was any thing done upon that; did the 

Commissioners look out for any Medical People, or 
did they direct you to do any thing?

Certainly not; neither the Poor Law 
Commissioners nor myself looked out for any 
Candidate.

Did you give the Board Advice with respect to the 
Means of obtaining a Candidate?

When I attended the Board on the 23d of June 
I endeavoured as much as possible to effect a 
Reconciliation between the Board of Guardians 
and the Medical Men; I failed in doing that: I 
then recommended the Board of Guardians to 
advertise, on a more extended Scale than in the 
Neighbourhood of Bridgwater only, for a 
Candidate to come forward.

What Steps did you take to endeavour to make up 
the Matter?

The Difference did not appear to me to be so 
very great; I pointed out to the Medical Men 
that there was an Inquiry going on before the 
other House of Parliament into the Subject of 
Medical Relief.

Had you the Medical Men at the Board?
Yes; they were all there, except, I think, Mr. 

Tilsley.
This Communication with the Medical Men took 

place before the Board of Guardians?
Yes. I endeavoured to effect a Reconciliatio; I 

pointed out to the Medical Gentlemen that the 
Subject of Medical Relief would be under 
Consideration before the Committee of the other 
House then sitting upon the Subject of the Poor 
Law; and I did all I possibly could to induce 
them to take the Terms offered by the Board, 
saying, that if the Arrangement was not 
satisfactory I had no Doubt we should soon get 
on a better Footing; but the Answer which the 
Medical Men made was, that they were bound 
by the Arrangement they had made, and could 
not undertake it.
1281 Did you propose, on the other hand, to the 
Guardians to give some Addition to what they had 
advertised, for the Purpose of making the Thing up?

I did; and if your Lordships will look to the 
Minute Book on that Day you will find a 
Resolution proposed as to the gross Amount to 
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be paid to the Medical Men. I said the Opinion 
of the Board had better be taken on that Point, 
whether it was or not too much. I advocated the 
giving a larger Sum.

What Sum did you advocate the giving?
I really cannot recollect, but it appears upon 

the Minutes.
What was the Date of that?
It was the 16th of June. I find I must have 

been under an Error with regard to the Time of 
my Attendance. There were several Resolutions 
and Tenders put in; and after the Tenders of the 
several Medical Gentlemen had been put in 
there is this Minute:"Considerable Discussion took 
place relative to the foregoing Tenders, and the 
Appointment of Medical Officers, Robert Weale, Esquire, 
addressed the Board at some length on the Subject, as did 
several of the Guardians. Moved by Mr. Thomas Ward, 
and seconded by Mr. William Pitman King, that Mr. Richard 
Beadon Ruddock be appointed Medical Officer for the 
Stowey District, at a Salary of 601. per Annum. Moved, as 
an Amendment, by T. W. Inman, Esquire, and seconded 
by Thomas Poole, Esquire, that in the Opinion of this 
Board the Tenders of the several Medical Gentlemen are 
more than an adequate Remuneration for their Services, 
and that they be not accepted. Upon a Division the original 
Motion was negatived, and the Amendment carried."

Then they did not agree to your Proposal?
They did not. I told them at the Time that I 

should, in the Event of their giving those 
Salaries that the Medical Men had asked for, be 
happy in reconmending the Poor Law 
Commissioners to sanction them, though I said, 
as I stated before, that I did not see why the 
same Remuneration should not be sufficient 
here as in other Districts; but that as the Medical 
Men would not comply with that I should be 
happy in recommending to the Poor Law 
Commissioners to sanction it if they gave it.

Can you state what was the Difference between 
that which you recommended them to give and that 
which they had offered?

I cannot without going through it; it was 
according to their Tender.

There was a certain Sum of Money in the whole 
Amount?

Yes; but I cannot tell what it was without 
going through the whole; the Difference was 
between 3d. and 3½ d. or 3½d. and 4d.

Do you apprehend that the Difference between the 
Sum you proposed should be given and that for 
which they had tendered would have been any thing 
considerable?

I do not think it would. And I see again 
another Resolution I before alluded to: it 
is,"Moved by Thomas Poole, Esquire, and seconded by T. 
W. Inman, Esquire, that the Sum of 450l. for the whole 
Medical Care of the Union, including the Workhouse, be 
given to the Medical Men for their Services, and for each 
Case of Midwifery 10s., as before; which, on a Division, 
was negatived."

Do you believe from that that the 4501. which was 
proposed to be given was 80l, more than the Salaries 
fixed in the Advertisement put out by the Board?

I think it is thereabout, but I cannot speak of 
the exact Amount of Difference.

So that the Difference upon that Occasion 
between yourself and the Board of Guardians upon 
the Subject of the Amount of Salary consisted of 
about 801.?

About that Amount, I think. I remember 
advocating very strongly the Offer of this 4501 , 
which was a Sum between the Two.

Still the Board did not accede to it?
They did not; there was that Feeling and 

Spirit at the Board of Guardians that I could not 
control, between the Medical Men and the 
Guardians; and my Attendance upon that 
Occasion was unfortunately useless.
1282 lDo you remember what Part Mr. Warry 
took on that Occasion?

I really cannot venture to say the Part he took 
on this Occasion; generally he took a most 
conciliatory one.

You do not know whether he was for the 4501. or 
not?

I think he was; and I will state the Reason: I 
know that he and the late Mr. Poole on all 
Points acted together, and Mr. Poole and Mr. 
Inman were the Persons who were very strong 
against the Amount of the Doctor's Tender, but 
who were the Gentlemen that proposed and 
seconded this Motion. Mr. Poole and Mr. Warry 
invariably acted in concert.

Have you Reason to believe that if they had 
adopted those Terms the Medical Men would have 
come into those Terms?

I have not; I think I am very certain they 
would not have come in, in consequence of that 
Conversation, in which they stated to the Board 
that they felt bound not to take less than the 
Amount of their Tenders.

Can you state the Difference between 450l. and 
the Tender? 

I cannot without making a Calculation.
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Do you imagine there was a great Difference?

There was a Dispute about the Midwifery 
Cases, as well as the other Amount; the 
Difference between 20s. and 10s. for the 
Midwifery Cases would have made a 
considerable Sum in the course of the Year.

After this went off, and you were unsuccessful in 
endeavouring to bring these Parties together, you 
recommended them to advertise in a more extended 
District?

I did; we were in this Situation: we had no 
Officers; the Medical Men would not come to 
the Terms of the Guardians, nor the Guardians 
to the Terms of the Medical Men; and I advised 
that we should advertise for Medical Men.

What did you advise them to do with respect to 
advertising?

I advised them to advertise in the Medical 
Papers, and in the London Papers. I think the 
Advertisement was in the Times and the Lancet, 
and I think in the Medical Gazette. I 
recommended the Medical Publications.

Were you present at the Time of the final Election 
of the Medical Officers?

I was.
There were Three Candidates who were not 

resident in the Place, were not there, Mr. Ward, Mr. 
Moseley, and another?

I do not recollect a Third. 
Did Mr. Moseley come from the Neighbourhood, 

or from what Place?
He came, I believe, from London. I had an 

Acquaintance with Mr. Moseley previous to his 
coming to Bridgwater. My Acquaintance with 
him was this: he was a Surgeon in a Union 
under my Charge previously in Gloucestershire; 
he left for the Purpose of settling in London; he 
came down and offered himself as a Candidate. 
I was surprised at seeing him in Bridgwater; he 
asked me to recommend him; I said my 
universal Practice was not to interfere in the 
slightest Degree with the Patronage of the Board 
of Guardians, and that I should give no 
Recommendation whatever.

You were acquainted with him so as to be able to 
judge whether he was a competent Person?

For Twelve Months he had discharged his 
Duty to the Satisfaction of the Board of 
Guardians of Wheatenhurst in Gloucestershire.

You could have answered for his being a 
respectable Person?

I only knew him as a Medical Officer. I saw 
him perhaps Half a Dozen Times during the 
Year, and I never heard a Complaint; on the 
contrary, I heard him generally spoken well of 
by the Board of Guardians, and they gave him, I 
believe, a Certificate when he left. He came to 
Town for the Purpose of being a Candidate for a 
more extensive Union near London.

You saw Mr. Ward, and saw his Testimonials?
1283. Did you know him before?

I never saw him in my Life, nor had any 
Knowledge of him.

Did you see a certain Card which had been 
printed by him at Newcastle?

No; I have not the slightest Recollection of 
that. I recollect only once having seen it; that 
was in the House of a Gentleman I was visiting, 
Mr. Strangeway's, now Vice Chairman of the 
Board; that was after the Election. I have no Idea 
of having seen it at the Time.

It is stated that that Card was delivered in to be 
put before the Guardians as one of his Testimonials?

It is a very usual Thing, when Persons are 
Candidates for any Situation at the Board of 
Guardians, to distribute Cards to the different 
Persons whom they canvass for their Support; 
but I feel confident, fully confident, that that 
Card was never read at the Board as a 
Testimonial, or ever considered in the Light of a 
Testimonial of Mr. Ward.

You feel confident it was not read at the Board?
I feel perfectly confident of it, and that I 

never saw it at the Board, because of my being 
so much struck with it when I saw it Two 
Months afterwards; I recollect laughing at it.

Why did you laugh at it?
Because it is not usual for Gentlemen who 

leave Cards to put down so much about their 
Profession as was put down upon this Card, 
and on that Ground I took notice of it; but I 
think I can say positively I never saw the Card 
until I saw it at Mr. Strangeway's Two or Three 
Months after the Election.

Did you understand that that had been left as a 
Visiting Card?

I saw it in Mr. Strangeway's Drawing Room 
in a little Basin or China Dish, where Cards are 
usually deposited.

Was it a small Card?
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It was a small Card. It was something about 
Newcastle, and I think as to Attendance on the 
Poor gratis. I presume that Mr. Ward had called 
on Mr. Strangeway's, and had left his Card.

You observe that there are Two Cards in the 
Letter Book; was it the second you saw?

Yes; the small one; I do not think I ever saw 
the other; but it did not make any Impression 
upon my Mind, except that I did not think 
Medical Persons used Cards of that Description.

What other Person's Card did it look like?
It looked like the Card of a Person coming 

into a Neighbourhood and seeking Practice; I 
have seen this Card since in this Book, but the 
large Card is not the one I saw at Mr. 
Strangeway's.

That Card was never brought to your Notice?
No.
It was not brought to your Notice at the Time of 

the Election?
Certainly not.
At the Time of the Choice of the Medical Officers 

did you recommend to the Board to make some 
Inquiry as to the previous Life and Conduct of the 
Party who applied?

No, I did not.
Did not you think that when you were bringing a 

Stranger into the District to take charge of the 
Paupers it would be desirable to know something of 
the previous Conduct or Life of the Person, and how 
far his Statement of the Situations he had filled was 
true?

It may be desirable; but as Governor of an 
Hospital, where I have been called to vote for a 
Candidate where the Custody of the Poor was 
concerned, especially Chichester Hospital, to 
which I was a Subscriber and Governor, at the 
Election for the Office of House Surgeon, I only 
looked at the Medical Qualification, and the 
Gentleman was elected without any Inquiry into 
his moral Character.
1284 Was not he a Gentleman known in the 
Neighbourhood?

No; he was a perfect and entire Stranger. 
There was another Gentleman, who had great 
Interest in the Neighbourhood, and was 
connected with the Neighbourhood, who was 
rejected in consequence of this Gentleman's 
superior Testimonials as a Medical Man; and a 
highly respectable Man he turned out to be.

That Gentleman was elected to be House 
Surgeon?

Yes.
In Chichester Hospital does the House Surgeon 

live in the House? 
He does.
Was not that Person known in any Degree to any 

of the Governors?
I do not know that he was. I went perfectly 

unprejudiced to the Board; I was very actively 
engaged; I came just in Time for the Election, 
and voted for the Candidate whom I thought 
best qualified.

That was the Reason for your not thinking it 
necessary to inquire into the Circumstances of Mr. 
Ward's previous Life, or the Truth of the Matters 
stated upon his Card?

I never saw the Card; therefore I could not 
have inquired in consequence of that.

Did Mr. Ward state at the Time, independently of 
the Production of his Testimonials, any of the 
Circumstances with respect to the Particulars that 
were written upon that Card?

I have not read the Card.
Did he state that he was a Licentiate of Leyden?
He did. It is only since this Inquiry I have 

discovered he was not a Licentiate of Leyden; 
the Moment that came to my Knowledge I 
stated to him that he degraded himself by such 
a Misrepresentation.

Did he state that he was Consulting Surgeon of 
the Royal Infirmary for the Diseases of Children?

I never heard of that. He stated that he was 
Consulting Surgeon of some Lying -in Hospital, 
or some Maternity Society, and produced a 
Testimonial to that Effect.

Had you any conversation with him about the 
Infirmary for Children?

 No.
You do not know any of the Circumstances 

attending that? 
No, not the least.
Those Circumstances were not stated to the 

Board?
No; I am sure I should have recollected them 

if they had been.
Do not you think it would have been as well if a 

Letter had been written to Newcastle to inquire about 
him?

He stated that he had been a very short Time 
in Newcastle; that he had been generally in 
London. It struck me that there were more 
Testimonials presented to the Board of 
Guardians than he has produced here; I think 
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there was one from Mr. Abernethy; they were 
Certificates of his Skill and Ability as a Medical 
Man.

Did you know of his being ordered since he 
became a Medical Officer to examine Charlotte 
Allen?

No; I know nothing of that.
Is it the usual Practice in those Unions of which 

you are Assistant Commissioner for the Surgeon of 
the Workhonse to attend on Board Days?

It is in some Unions, but not in others.
You do not make a point of recommending that he 

should?
 No, I do not. In the Taunton Union almost all 

the Surgeons who reside in the Neighbourhood 
attend on some part of the Day the Board meet, 
but there is no Rule; if the Board of Guardians 
desire to confer with the Medical Men they send 
for them.
1285 [Editorial note: the first six paragraphs 
are faint in the original, and have not digitised 
well, so some words are guessed. TW]
Have you learnt that those Boards 1 tor os baletul 
great Difficulty in getting the Medical Men to give 
the Attendance they us... !?

No, I have not.
Would it not be desirable that it should be a 

Condition that the Medical Men should attend to 
each and every Board Day?

I think it would be desirable; but if you have 
a Medical Gentleman in extensive Practice it is 
almost impossible to bind his as to attend.

You must increase his Salary if they require that?
Not only must increase ins Salary, but time it 

would be almost impossible for a Medical 
Gentleman to bind himself toattend during Two 
and Three Hours in the Morning.

Are you satisfied you can obtain all the 
Information you require with respect to the State of 
the Workhouse merely from the Medical Officer's 
Book?

If the Medical Officers were to keep their 
Book's properly we should; and there is the 
Means for giving every Information, for it is not 
merely their Visiting Book they are required to 
keep, but a Register of Mortality and Sickness.

Do you find in point of fact that they are so kept 
as to give you all the Information you require?

They have not been so kept in every Instance, 
The Auditor of the West Somersetshire. Union 
at my Direction, I think about Christmas last, 

went through all the Medical Men's Books, and 
a positive Order was issued that they must be 
more particular in keeping their Books than 
they had formerly been.

Have you found that that has answered the 
Purpose?

The Auditor tells me the Books are much 
more regularly kept; but I have not been at 
Bridgwater since to see how that is.

Have you looked at Mr. Ward's Books?
They appear to me, so far as I have seen, to 

be kept regularly.
Are you satisfied that by that Means you can get 

at the real State of the Workhouse?
I think we can with these Books and the 

Visiting Book, if it is regularly kept.
Do you find Difficulty in getting the Visiting 

Book regularly kept?
There is a Difficulty, for in some Unions they 

meet only in the Morning of the Board Day, and 
they might almost as well stay away. I think 
there is a Spirit in the Board of Guardians to 
attend to it more than they did.

Would it not be a more satisfactory Mode of 
Proceeding if the Medical Officer attending the 
House was required to attend the Board every Board 
Day, though it might render it necessary to give him 
some additional Salary?

I think it would be desirable that he should 
attend the Board; but if he did not do that he 
should send in a more lengthened Report every 
Week; and it has occurred to me since this 
Inquiry that that is an Order I shall get issued, 
that all the Medical Men shall send in a more 
detailed Report.

Have you found that the Medical Returns have 
been incorrect?

I have, occasionally, where there have been 
112 or 114 Cases; I have found the Medical Men 
have returned the wrong Day of Attendance; 
that they have put in one Day for another. The 
Medical Books, as I stated, were not so kept in 
West Somerset as to satisfy me; and in 
consequence of that I directed the Auditor very 
shortly before I came to London ( therefore I 
have not had an Opportunity of seeing the 
Result of the Direction to request the Medical 
Men to be more correct in keeping their Books.

Have you remonstrated with the Medical Men on 
the Subject of their Books?

Yes; when I have been at Boards of 
Guardians I have done so when I have seen it 
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necessary; but in consequence of what I have 
observed I have thought it desirable to direct the 
Auditor to see that it is done, and to say the
1286 the Medical Men shall not have their 
Salaries paid till they are made up properly.

Are they not inaccurate in more respects than the 
one you have mentioned, in not being correct in the 
Days; have the Diseases been properly described?

Really I have not had Time to go through the 
Medical Books to examine into them; I have 
always presumed the Medical Men were 
correct. In my extensive District it is impossible 
for me to do it.

iCertainly I have not.
Is that now shown you your Appointment?
This is the first Appointment I had, which 

was for Two Years; it expired on the 11th of July 
1837. If your Lordships wish for my subsequent 
Appointment I have it, and that is the Oath I 
have taken before a Judge.

The same are read, as follow: We, the Poor Law 
Commissioners for England and Wales, in pursuance of 
the Power given to us in this Behalf under or by virtue of an 
Act of Parliament made and passed in the Fourth and Fifth 
Years of His present Majesty King William the Fourth, 
intituled"An Act for the Amendment and better 
Administration of the Laws relating to the Poor in England 
and Wales,"do hereby appoint Robert Weale of Ashfield, in 
the Parish of Midhurst, in the County of Sussex, Esquire, to 
be an Assistant Commissioner for the Term of Two Years, 
to be computed from the Date hereof: And we do hereby 
delegate to the said Robert Weale the like Powers and 
Authorities of inquiring into all Matters, Questions, and 
Things relating to the Poor and their Relief, and of 
requiring Answers and Returns as to any such Matters, 
Questions, and Things, and of requiring and enforcing the 
Production upon Oath of Books, Contracts, Agreements, 
Accounts, and Writings, or Copies thereof respectively, as 
are vested in us under or by virtue of the said Act. In 
testimony whereof we hereunto set our Hands and affix our 
Seal this Eleventh Day of July, in the Year of our Lord One 
thousand eight hundred and thirty -five.

( L. S. ) T. FRANKLAND LEWIS.
Geo. NICHOLLS.
I, Robert Weale, do swear, that I will faithfully, 

impartially, and honestly, according to the best of my Skill 
and Judgment, execute and fulfil all the Powers and Duties 
of an Assistant Commissioner under an Act passed in the 
Fourth and Fifth Years of the Reign of King William the 
Fourth, intituled"An Act for the Amendment and better 
Administration of the Laws relating to the Poor in England 
and Wales."

Rob. WEALE. Sworn at Serjeants Inn, Chancery Lane, 

this
Eleventh Day of Juiy 1835, before me,
J. T. COLERIDGE.
You recommended the Guardians to advertise for 

Medical Attendants when a Difficulty arose as to an 
Arrangement with the former Surgeons?

Yes; and I recommended them to advertise, 
not with certain Salaries, but with Tenders, in 
the first instance; but the Guardians did not fall 
in with that Idea of Tender, they advertised 
with Salaries.

Did you do that from your own Motion, or from 
the Direction of the Commissioners above?

The Commissioners approved of the Course I 
took. In one of their Letters they say to me,"I am 
further directed to state the Commissioners Opinion, that 
should you fail to effect a satisfactory Adjustment of this 
Question Tenders for Medical Relief should be advertised 
for, and Steps taken to secure competent Attendance on 
the sick Paupers;"that is from the Poor Law 
Commissioners to me.

The Recommendation originated in that Letter?
I am not sure whether I might have stated 

that that was the Course I should have pursued, 
but this is a Letter to me.

Is not the Date of the Letter subsequent to the 
Day on which you gave your Advice to the Board?

It is not; it is dated the 22d of June, and I 
attended at Bridgwater on the 23d.
1287 Is it consistent with your Duty to advise in 
the Selection or to examine into the Qualifications of 
the Medical Men before the Guardians make 
Arrangements and Agreements with them?

No, certainly not; the Commissioners have a 
Veto upon the Appointment; and if any 
Objections reach my Ears, or should reach the 
Ears of the Commissioners, as to the Conduct or 
Character of any Individual appointed to an 
Office, they would not sanction the 
Appointment so made.

Previous to the Appointment of a Medical Man, 
Mr. Ward for instance, it was not incumbent on you 
to inquire into his Qualification in any Degree?

Certainly not.
With respect to Tenders, have you ever in your 

Experience found that the Medical Men were very 
averse to the System of Tender?

I think I stated on my first Examination that, 
finding it was a System the Medical Men 
thought derogatory to themselves, I was 
extremely happy when I could discover any 
other Means of securing Medical Men than by 
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those Means which are disagreeable to 
themselves.

That Feeling has been pretty universal among 
Medical Men, has it not?.

It has,
Have you any Means of ascertaining what has 

been the whole Expenditure of the Bridgwater 
Union?

The gross Expenditure for that Year of the 
whole Union was 10, 401l.; the previous 
Expenditure was 13, 378l, a Deduction of 2, 986l.

How many Unions are there in your District?
I have formed Thirty -eight Unions myself, 

and I have now Thirty -seven Unions under my 
Charge.

Do you know the gross Population of your 
District?

Yes; the gross Population of my District is 
844, 640.

In that Extent of District would it be possible for 
you to attend all the Meetings of the Guardians?

If I can attend once in a Quarter it is quite as 
much as I am enabled to do. Perhaps I may be 
indulged if I state shortly the Extent of my 
District and of my Labours from the 2d of 
August 1835 to the 31st of March 1838 in the 
Service of the Commissioners. I have travelled 
15, 285 Miles; I have attended Thirty -nine large 
Meetings, for the Purpose of forming Unions; I 
have formed Thirty -eight Unions; I have united 
906 Parishes, with a Population of 844, 640, an 
Average Expenditure of 346, 7341.; I have 
attended 451 Meetings of the different Boards of 
Guardians, and I have visited at other Times 103 
Unions.

Do you make a Practice of visiting the 
Workhouses?

Yes; it is my invariable Practice, if I am not 
prevented by reason of other Business.

When you were directed to make an Inquiry into 
the Matters stated in the Pamphlet of the Medical 
Men did any Medical Persons offer themselves to be 
examined?

During the whole of the First Day we 
considered the Pamphlet as anonymous; we did 
not know who the Author of it was; on the 
Second Day that the Board of Guardians met 
Three or Four Medical Gentlemen addressed a 
Note, avowing themselves the Authors of that 
Pamphlet, and stating that they would come 
forward to prove its Contents.

You were understood, on your former 

Examination, to say that you did not choose to 
examine them, feeling that it would not have been 
correct to extract from them on Oath Matters which 
might become material elsewhere on an Action for a 
Libel, and so on?

I did.
Had not you an Offer, on the Part of the Persons 

to be examined, to waive any Objection of that Kind?
Those Individuals who were the Authors of 

this Pamphlet were not Witnesses of any Fact, or 
any thing connected with it; they were not the 
Medical Officers, or the Persons concerned. I am 
not aware that any Medical Officer offered
1288 offered himself to be examined; those 
Three Gentlemen were not Medical Officers.

Supposing some of the Medical Men to be the 
Authors of the Pamphlet, why did you not examine 
some those who were not the Authors of Pamphlet?

Because it was avowed to be the Production 
of a Medical Association, and all the Medical 
Gentlemen were mixed up with that 
Association.

If they offered themslves to be examined what 
Harm could there be in examining them?

I should have been constantly obliged to 
guard them against committing themselves; 
Evidence so extracted would have been no 
Evidence at all, in my Opinion, I should have 
been obliged to warn them not to commit 
themselves; and I conceived I should be 
adopting the wiser and safer Course of the Two 
if I took their Statement as being their Case, and 
sending it to the Commissioners, with the 
Answer to it, drawing my own Inference upon 
the Balance of Testimony.

Supposing you took their Statement as proved, 
you took Evidence to impugn that Statement?

I did.
Does not it occur to you that when you took 

Evidence to impugn the Statement of another Person, 
that Person should be present, to have the Power of 
examining those Witnesses you had before you?

The Course I pursued appeared to me the 
proper Mode of Inquiry; and I trust I shall not 
be considered guilty of Disrespect if I say that I 
followed the Superior Court of the Realm in its 
Practice; for the Gentlemen who have been 
charged here have not had an Opportunity of 
cross -examining the Witnesses against them. I 
considered this a mere Inquiry for the Purpose 
of informing the Poor Law Commissioners, and 
I never expected that Report would have gone 
beyond the Commissioners; it was merely an 
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Expression of my Opinion for the Satisfaction of 
the Commissioners.

The Difference between your Inquiries and that of 
the Committee is, that the Committee do not take the 
Facts to be proved, but examine both Parties, and it is 
for the Satisfaction of the House alone; but here you 
say you took the Statement of one side as proved; you 
then examined Witnesses to disprove it, and the 
Parties who had made this Statement had no 
Opportunity of cross examining the Witnesses called 
to disprove their Statement?

As I stated the other Day, when the Medical 
Men sent this Pamphlet into the World they 
gave the Guardians no Opportunity of 
examining into it; they sent their Pamphlet into 
the wide World. My Report was sent to the 
Guardians only as the Evidence I had taken.

Do you think a Proceeding of that Kind could be 
satisfactory in any Degree to the Medical Officers, or 
were you surprised that they should be dissatisfied 
with an Examination of that Kind?

I am sure they would not be satisfied with 
any Examination I should make: I am quite 
certain of that.

That is an Inference you draw from their previous 
Conduct; but supposing yourself placed under the 
same Circumstances, should you be satisfied that that 
was a fair Examination?

I think, while the Depositions were taken in 
the Manner they were, that it was fair to set the 
one against the other; it was a counter 
Statement; and I stated in my Report to the 
Commissioners the Reason I had not examined 
the Medical Men.

What was that Reason?
That I did not like to call before me the 

Writers of an anonymous Pamphlet to verify 
their Statement on Oath.

Should not you have given the Medical Men an 
Opportunity of taking an Objection to their giving 
Evidence as in a Court of Justice?

I beg to say I do not sit judicially, unless to 
inquire into the Conduct of any Officer, because, 
in the Event of his being found guilty of any Act 
of Neglect or Misconduct, I should recommend
1289 Punishment to that Officer. I recommend 
that the Commissioners should exercise their 
Power and dismiss him on every Occasion of 
that Sort. I have in all such Instances given the 
Persons accused an Opportunity of attending 
before me, and cross -examining the Witnesses 
who speak against them, and producing 
Witnesses in their Defence. I drew this 
Distinction in the present Case. Whether your 

Lordships think it wisely drawn or not, it was 
an honest Opinion of my own, that I was best 
performing my Duty in giving the Commission-
ers a Statement of what the Guardians had to 
say in answer to Charges made against them. I 
took the Evidence and sent it up to them.

You conceived it was merely an Inquiry for the 
Satisfaction of the Commissioners?

I did; and my Report would have never 
reached the Public had your Lord ships not 
called for it.

Would not the Commissioners have been better 
satisfied if they had heard what those Gentlemen had 
to say in answer to the Evidence taken?

The Commissioners had heard what those 
Gentlemen had to say in their Pamphlet.

Do you know that the Medical Men were ready to 
be examined?

I know there were Three Medical Gentlemen, 
Mr. Jonathan Toogood, Mr. Axford, and Mr. 
Haviland, sent into the Board of Guardians 
offering to substantiate the Charges.

They were not called?
They were not. This was an Inquiry by the 

Board of Guardians. I attended the Board 
myself, and the Board of Guardians refused to 
hear the Medical Gentlemen; they took the 
Ground I took. I could individually have 
afterwards examined the Medical Gentlemen, 
but the Majority of the Board of Guardians 
refused to hear them. If I have been wrong in 
not doing so I do not wish to screen myself. I 
had the Power of doing it myself, but the Board 
of Guardians being decidedly against it I did not 
do it.

The Board of Guardians concurred with you in 
Opinion?

Yes; Three to One. At the very Time I sent up 
my Report to the Comissioners I drew their 
Attention to the Fact that I had not examined 
the Medical Men; and if they had been of a 
different Opinion they would have immediately 
sent back the Report to me with their Direction.

The Object of the Inquiry was to ascertain what 
could be said in answer to the Accusation, was not 
it?

It was.
And you examined those Persons to know what 

they could say in answer to the Accusation?
Yes.
Does it not strike you that it would have been 

very possible that the Poor Law Commissioners 
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might have ordered those Gentlemen to be prosecuted 
for a Libel?

They might, if it was considered a libellous 
Pamphlet.

It would in that Case have been very unfair to 
have examined them upon those Facts?

Yes; and your Lordships may perhaps be 
aware that one of my colleagues has been 
censured for doing that which I have not done, 
and it has been the Subject of Complaint against 
him for having done it.

You refer to a Case in Cumberland?
I do.
In that case there was no Tender on the Part of the 

Person to be examined?
No; there was not in that Case.
You have already stated your Reasons for not 

examining the Medical Men in support of the 
Allegations made in that Pamphlet; would the same
1290 Objections have existed in your Mind as to 
examining them to the Truth of the Allegations made 
by that Pamphlet against the Board of Guardians?

Certainly; just the same. 
Was not it likely that the Result of this Inquiry 

might be that the Poor Law Commissioners might in 
some Measure interfere with the Guardians so that 
those Gentlemen might not be re -appointed to the 
Districts?

The Gentlemen were appointed, and had 
entered into Contracts for the ensuing Year, and 
there was no Complaint of any of those 
Gentlemen for writing that Pamphlet that 
induced me to recommend that they should be 
discharged.

Might not the Commissioners have recommended 
their Discharge, if they had thought that those 
Gentlemen had been guilty of Combination?

Then I should have exactly come to the 
Position I have mentioned to your Lordship; I 
should have been sitting judicially, and should, 
before I presumed to have recommended to the 
Commissioners to take that Course, have 
allowed them to be examined.

From the Formation of the Union in May 1836, to 
March 1837, can you state how many Times you 
visited the Workhouse at Bridgwater?

I can state that I visited the Bridgwater 
Workhouse on the 12th of May, on the 31st of 
May 1836, and on the 30th of August 1836; that 
was the last Time I was at Bridgwater 
Workhousc. During the Prevalence of Diarrhæa, 
on the 24th of January 1837 I did not visit the 

Workhouse.
On the Two Days in May the new Dietary had 

not been established? 
No; it was just at the Formation of the Union.
It was established in July or August in that Year?
In August, I think.
Your Third Visit was immediately subsequent to 

the Introduction of the new Dietary?
It was. 
At that Time you did not hear any Complaint of 

the new Dietary? 
No.
When you were there on the 24th of January 1837 

why did you not visit the Workhouse?
On the 20th of January 1837 I was ill in Bed at 

Wellington, and my Clerk addressed this Letter 
to Mr. Nicholls, one of the Commissioners:"Sir, I 
am desired by Mr. Weale to acknowledge the Receipt of 
your Letter of the 18th Instant; and I am sorry to inform you 
that he was taken ill on Monday last with the Influenza, and 
was Yesterday obliged to take to his Bed at this Place; he 
hopes, however, soon to recover, and he will then reply to 
your Communication, which at present he is unable to do in 
consequence of Indisposition." From the Thursday till 
the Monday Morning I kept my Bed, in 
consequence of the prevailing Sickness, 
according to the Advice of the Medical 
Attendant. On the 24th I got up, and rode in my 
Carriage several Miles to the Board of 
Guardians; but I was so ill that I was obliged to 
get out of my Carriage at the Door; I could not 
possibly walk to the Workhouse. ! 

In point of fact from the Month of August to the 
Month of March you had not an Opportunity of 
visiting the Bridgwater Workhouse?

I did not attend again till the 19th of May.
During that whole Period was any thing stated to 

you with respect to any Diarrhæa being in that 
House?

Certainly not.
Did you see during that Time a Letter, dated the 

25th of October, from Mr. King, on the Subject of 
there being Diarrhea in the House, and proposing à 
Change of Diet for the Children?

Not being at Bridgwater I did not. I had no 
Records sent me from the Guardians; I knew 
nothing of the Diarrhæa till the Minute of April 
21st reached me, which was on the 16th of May.
1291 If the Letter of the 25th of October had been 
brought to your Notice should you have thought it 
your Duty to have visited the Workhouse, and to 
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have seen the State in which it was?
Undoubtedly. The very Moment any Disease 

is known to prevail in any Workhouse in my 
District, or in any part of the District, I have 
thought it my Duty to inquire into it. The most 
malignant Disease this Country has been 
afflicted with, the Cholera, broke out in one of 
my Unions; immediately on hearing of it I went 
to the Village where it prevailed, and to the 
Houses where it prevailed, for the Purpose of 
instituting an Inquiry into the Cause of the 
Disease, going in that Instance beyond the Line 
of my Duty.

If that Letter had been forwarded to you, you 
would have visited the Work house, and investigated 
the Cause?

Undoubtedly. I consider it an important Part 
of the Duty of an As sistant Poor Law 
Commissioner to visit and to ascertain the State 
of the Workhouse.

When that was brought to your Notice, at the 
same Time a Change of Dietary was proposed?

It was.
You gave your Consent to a Change of Dietary?
I received the Letter of the Clerk dated the 

15th of May on the 16th of May, about Eight 
o'Clock at Night, at Langport, where I had 
proposed to remain for the Night, instead of 
which I got into my Carriage and proceeded to 
Bridgwater, where I arrived about Ten; I sent for 
the Clerk at that Period of the Evening; I 
said,"Never allow this Dietary again to be made use of; 
give the Paupers any thing the Guardians recommend till 
the Commissioners send down a new Dietary under Seal; I 
will be responsible for your Conduct." I attended the 
Board of Guardians on the Friday, May the 19th.

You had no Suspicion up to that Time that there 
was any Diarrhæa prevailing in the House?

No; the Clerk's Letter to me was not a Letter 
to excite any Alarm in my Mind.

Will you refer to that Letter, and state its 
Contents?

"Sir, I herewith send you a Copy of a Resolution 
passed at this Board on Friday the 12th Instant, together 
with a Dietary Table which the Board are desirous of 
having substituted for No. 3, and one now in use, and 
which I am directed by the Board to forward to the Poor 
Law Commissioners for their Approbation, which I have 
this Day done. I beg to state that the Inmates of the Work 
house have not been generally healthy for a long Time, 
which has been attributed in some Measure to the present 
Dietary, and that it is considered that the one proposed to 
be substituted is better adapted to the Habits and Customs 

of the Poor in this Neighbourhood; that it will be less 
expensive, and better for their Health, in which the Medical 
Officer concurs." The Moment I received that Letter, 
on the same Day on which I received it, I found 
on reaching Bridgwater the amended Dietary 
had been used since the 21st of April, and I 
begged the Commissioners Dietary might never 
be had recourse to again.

If you had been aware what the State of the People 
in the Workhouse was previously to that do you 
conceive you would have thought it your Duty to 
have recommended an Alteration of the Dietary?

Yes; I should have gone to the Workhouse, 
and instituted an Inquiry; and if I had found 
that it had in any Instance been surmised that 
the Dietary produced Disease I should have 
desired it not to be continued. I have generally 
stated that the Commissioners did not wish to 
bind Boards of Guardians down to the Six Diet 
Tables, but that they may take that which was 
the usual Diet of the Neighbourhood; that the 
Tables sent by the Commissioners were only a 
Scale of Diet, and that they might be varied with 
the Sanction of the Commissioners.

When this Dietary was established there was a 
Committee appointed to examine the Six Dietaries, 
and to recommend the one which they thought best 
1292 but they were at liberty to suggest such 
Dietary as they conceived best adapted to the Habits 
of the People?

Undoubtedly; I cannot undertake to say that 
I said that to the Bridgwater Board of Guardian, 
but I have generally done so.

Have you found that there was a Feeling on the 
Part of the Guardians that there would be a 
Difficulty in departing from the Dietary?

Not at all; I have never encouraged such an 
Idea.

You are not sure that you ever had any 
Communication with them upon that Subject?

When I attended the Board on the following 
Day after this Communication to me on the 
Subject of the Dietary I told them that they 
would have a Diet Table down, I had no Doubt, 
from the Commissioners in the next Week, and 
they had it.

You entertained and expressed the Idea as to the 
Dietary, that it was not like the Law of the Medes 
and the Persians, but that if they found the Dietary 
did not succeed with the People they were to 
represent it to the Board of Commissioners, and they 
would alter it?

I do not believe there is One Union in my 
District in which I have not expressed that if any 
of the Six Diet Tables were not found to suit the 
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Habits and Customs of different People they 
might be varied. A great many Dietaries in 
Somerset have been changed; they are ex-
tremely fond of Potatoes, and have applied for 
an Increase of Potatoes, and a Decrease of Meat 
and other Articles; and in no Instance have the 
Commissioners ever refused to sanction any 
Alteration proposed in the Dietary.

Do you not think it unfortunate that 
Communications were not made to you from the 
Board on the Subject of the Dietary, and the 
Differences with the Medical Officers?

I should have been very happy that they 
should have been communicated; but the Board 
of Guardians, as I have ascertained from many 
of its most active Members, was not aware of 
the Existence of the Disease to any thing like the 
Extent that has been represented; they were 
aware that the Diarrhæa prevailed; but if your 
Lordship looks over the Book at that particular 
Time ( Oct. 25 ), you will not find many Cases of 
Diarrhoea; the Diarrhæa at the Time prevailed 
to a very considerable Extent out of the 
Workhouse,

You do not know that of your own Knowledge?
I know that from the Returns of the Medical 

Officers. I know there were Nineteen Cases of 
Diarrhea returned by the Medical Officers out of 
the Workhouse in the Bridgwater Union 
previous to there being One Case in the 
Workhouse.

Have the goodness to refer to that Return?
In the Bridgwater District there were Ten 

Cases of Diarrhæa returned out of the 
Workhouse before there was One in. In the No. 
4 District, Mr. Addi son's, there is One; in Mr. 
Tilsley's District, One; and in Mr. John Evered 
Poole's, Seven; making Nineteen in the whole 
Union.

Have you ever ascertained that any of the Cases 
out of the Workhouse terminated fatally?

I have no Means of ascertaining that; there is 

no Register of the Deaths of the Out -door 
Paupers.

Have you ever ascertained how far Persons said to 
be affected with other Diseases were also at the Time 
affected with Diarrhæa?

I had nothing but the Medical Men's Books to 
refer to; in the whole there were 113 Cases of 
Diarrhea out of the Workhouse at the Time the 
Diarrhea prevailed in the Work house.

Have you examined the Books?
Yes; these Extracts are taken by me from the 

Books; I will give the Name of every Individual 
extracted from the Books,

Have you looked through the Books? 
I have, and have examined every Name 

myself with the Medical Books.
1293 You undertake to say that that is the Result 
of the Entries which will be found there?

I do, positively.
With respect to Deaths from Diarrhæa, have you 

inquired how far there were a considerable Number of 
Deaths from the Diarrhæa in the Workhouse?

Yes; I have an Account of all the Deaths. Will 
you state the Dates of the Cases of Diarrhæa out 
of the Workhouse?

I have here -Extracts from the Medical 
Weekly Return of District No. 1, comprising the 
Parishes of Bridgwater, Chedzoy, Wembdon, 
Durleigh, and Chilton Trinity, with a Population 
of 8, 833, showing the Names of Paupers 
attended for Diarrhæa from the Commencement 
of the Union to the 230 June 1837."I find there 
are Ten attended by the Medical Officer for 
Diarrhæa in August 1836. The First Attendance 
in the Workhouse is on the ed of September 
1836. There were Sixty -two Cases of Diarrhæa 
attended by Mr. King from the Commencement 
of the Union to June 1837; that is taken from the 
Sick Book.

The same is read as follows:

BRIDGWATER UNION. EXTRACTS from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 1, comprising the Parishes 
of Bridgwater, Chedzoy, Wembdon, Durleigh, and Chilton Trinity, with a Population of 8, 833, showing the Names 
of Paupers attended for Diarrhoea from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d June 1837. -Mr. ABRAHAM 
KING, Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Hill, Harriett 37 ― 1836 ― August 1, 4
2 Hogg, Mary 30 ― 1836 ― August 3, 4
3 Trimer,Samuel 50 ― 1836 ―August 14, 15,16 
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4 Dudderidge ― ― 1836 ― August 16
5 Parmer, William 3 Bridgwater 1836 ― August 17
6 Howe, Ann 30 Stoke St. 

Gregory
1836 ― August 21, 22, 27, 27

7 Paddow,Jane 8 Bridgwater 1836 ― August 23
8 Bulpin, Henry 3 Ditto 1836 ― August 24, 25
9 Morris, Elza 31 Ditto 1836 ― August 24
10 Shield, Thomas 11 months  ― 1836 ― August 24
11 Dudderidge, Sophia 9  ― 1836 ― September 13, 14, 15, 16, 

17, 18, 19
12 Bond, James 3  ― 1836 ― September 14
13 Hill, Mary Ann 10  ― 1836 ― September 15, 16
14 Hill, Grace 9 Ditto 1836 ― September 15, 16
15 Hill, Thomas 7 Ditto 1836 ― September 15, 16
16 Hill, John 4 Ditto 1836 ― September 15, 16
17 Hill, Joseph 3 Ditto 1836 ― September 15, 16
18 Grabham,Sarah 45 Ditto 1836 ― September 20, 21 22, 23, 

24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30
19 Dudderidge, George 16 months Ditto 1836 ― September 27, 29, 30 

October 1, 3
20 Morle, John 41 Ditto 1836 ― October 1, 2, 4, 6
21 Brice, Francis 38 Ditto 1836 ― October 17, 18, 19, 20
22 Louis. H 4 Ditto 1836 ― October 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 

19, 20, 21,22, 24
23 Long,James 1½ Ditto 1836 ― October 30
24 Pepper, Robert ― Ditto 1836 ― November 3, 4, 6
25 Durham, Ann ― Ditto 1836 ― November 5, 7
26 Barnes, Ann 11 Ditto 1836 ― November 8
27 Sealy, Henry 30 Broomfield 1836 ― November 16, 17, 18, 19, 

20, 23, 26, 28
28 Morris 2½ Bridgwater 1836 ― November 23, 25, 26, 29
29 Lewis, Henry 37 Ditto 1836 ― November 25
30 Hembry, Ann 3 Ditto 1836 ― November 30, December 

7, 10, 12
31 Mantle, Mary 32 Ditto 1836 ― December 14, 16, 17, 18
32 Turner, Hannah 13 Ditto 1836 ― December 30,

1837, ― January 1
33 Turner, Frederick 3½ Ditto 1836 ― Decembe 30

1837, ― January 1
1294

34 Turner, Ann 19 Bridgwater 1836 ― December 30
1837, ― January 1

35 Turner, Joseph 16 Ditto 1836 ― December
1837, ― January 1

36 Roberts, Betsy 38 Ditto 1837 ― January, 4, 6, 9, 12, 14, 15
37 Caller, William 55 Ditto 1837 ― January, 15, 16, 19, 23
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38 Beale, Eliza 1½ Ditto 1837 ― Januar, 23
39 Lewis, Harriett 15 Ditto 1837 ― February, 2, 3
40 Baker, Charles 1 Ditto 1837 ― February , 4
41 Stone, Charlotte 15 Ditto 1837 ― February, 4, 5, 6
42 Bulpin, Charles 1½ Ditto 1837 ― February, 4, 13
43 Stoner, George 11 Ditto 1837 ― February, 4
44 Bond, Frederick 3 Ditto 1837 ― February, 7
45 Matthews, Charlotte 57 Ditto 1837 ― February, 9
46 Pepper, Robert ― Ditto 1837 ― February, 16
47 Webber, Ann 61 Ditto 1837 ― February, 27
48 Newman,Thomas 18 Ditto 1837 ― February, 27
49 Price, Edwin 3 Ditto 1837 ― March, 1
50 Hill,Maria 30 Ditto 1837 ― March, 11,13, 16
51 Mounshire, Mary 67 Ditto 1837 ― March, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19 

20, 21
April, 2, 4

52 Parker, Mary 2 Ditto 1837 ― March, 19
53 Carter, Joseph 37 ― 1837 ― March, 21, 22
54 Crane, Sarah, junior 20 Ditto 1837 ― March, 22
55 Pierce, William 32 Ditto 1837 ― March, 28, 29
56 Callayan, Grace 14 weeks Ditto 1837 ― April 12, 13
57 Roman, John 25 Ditto 1837 ― April 12, 13, 14, 16
58 Ashill, Elizabeth 53 Chedzoy 1837 ― April 13
59 Googe, Mary 44 Bridgwater 1837 ― April 13
60 Rosewell, John 80 Ditto 1837 ― April 15
61 Board, Mary 61 Ditto 1837 ― April 18
62 Rushton, Mary Ann 3 Ditto 1837 ― May, 26, 28, 30

June, 1

When a Lapse of more than a Fortnight has occurred in the Attendance of the Medical Officer in any 
Case of Diarrhæa, and the same Pauper has been again attended for the same Complaint, the Name has 
been re -entered and treated as a fresh Case. One such Case has occurred in this District.

The Number of Cases of Diarrhea appears to have been Sixty -two; the Number of Persons who 
suffered from it, Sixty -one.

I have the same Returns for the other Districts.
The same are read as follow:

BRIDGWATER UNION
EXTRACTS from the Medical Weekly Return of the North Petherton Workhouse, showing the Names  

of Paupers attended for Diarrhœa from the commencement of the Union to 23 June 1837. 
― Mr H. N. Tilsley, Medical Offcer

No Name of Pauper Age Date of attendance
1 Owens, John 10 1836, September 12
2 Woolcott, Thereza 3 1836, December 14, 15, 17, 19, 

21, 24, 26, 27
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3 Woolcott, Jane 7 1836, December 14, 15, 17, 19, 
21, 24, 26, 27

4 Gibbs, Harriett 5 1836, December 14, 15, 17, 19, 
21, 24, 26, 27

5 Woolcott, Elizabeth 40 1837, January, 11, 13, 14, 16, 
20, 21, 23, 24, 30

6 Bindon, John 1½ 1837, January, 11, 13, 14, 16
7 Owens, John 9 1837, March 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 

13, 14, 15, 16, 17
8 Cobley,John ― 1837, March, 4, 5, 6, 10
9 Binden, Harriett ― 1837, March,25, 27, 28, 30, 31

1295
BRIDGWATER UNION.

Extracts from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 2, comprising the Parishes of Huntspill, Pawlet, 
Puriton, Bawdrip, Cossington, and Woollavington, with a Population of 3, 654, showing the Names of Paupers 
attended for Diarrhea from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of June 1837. -Mr. W. L. CASWELL, 
Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Viner, Robert,Junior 11 Huntspill 1836 ―September 28, 29
October 1

2 Viner, Mary 40 Ditto 1836 ―October, 12,13, 15, 18, 21
3 Walls, Mary, Boy 1 Ditto 1836 ―October, 28, 29, 30, 31 
4 Martin, Hannah 69 Ditto 1837 ― January, 12, 13, 16
5 Moore, Charles 45 Pawlet 1837 ― January, 23, 24, 26, 28
6 Viner, Mary ― Huntspill 1837 ― January, 26, 26, 18
7 Pople, Jane 42 Bawdrip 1837 ― February, 22, 25
8 Cox, Job 7 Huntspill 1837 ― April 16, 19
9 Cox’s, John, Daughter 11 Ditto 1837 ― April 14, 16, 19
10 Reynolds, Thomas 74 Pawlett 1837 ― April 23, 25, 28,

May 2
11 Wall’s, Mary, Child 2 Huntspill 1837 ―April, 28, 29

May 3
12 Gould, Mary ― Ditto 1837 ―April 29

May, 1, 2, 3, 4

BRIDGWATER UNION.
Extracts from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 3, comprising the Parishe of Ashcott, Shapwick, 

Moorlinch, Grenton, Catcott, Edington, Chilton -upon -Polden, Stowell, and Sutton Mallett, with a Population of 3, 
702, showing the Names of Paupers attended for Diarrhæa from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of 
June 1837. Mr. Baruch TooGOOD, Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Adams, Margaret 24 Shapwick 1836 ―June, 4, 8, 10, 12, 19
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BRIDGWATER UNION.
Extracts from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 4, comprising the Parishes of Middlezoy, Othery, 

Weston, Zoyland, and Lyng, with a Population of 2, 560, showing the Names of Paupers attended for Diarrhæa 
from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of June 1837. -Mr. JOSEPH ADDISON, Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Brencer, Anthony ― ― 1836 ― August, 21,24, 27
2 Pitman, John 30 ― 1836 ― November, 13
3 Perratt, Joan 64 ― 1836 ― February, 14, 16 
4 Martin, Elizabeth 48 ― 1836 ― March, 5
5 Pitman, Jacob 34 ― 1836 ―April, 8
6 Rogers, Grace 80 ― 1836 ― May, 22

1296
BRIDGWATER UNION.

Extracts from the Medical Weekly Return for District No. 5, comprising the Parishes of North Petherton, 
Thurloxton, Broomfield, Gouthurst, Enmore, and Michael Church, with a Population of 4, 973, showing the Names 
of Paupers attended for Diarrhæa from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of June 1837. -Mr. H. N. 
TILSLEY, Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Davey, Charlotte 30 ― 1836 ― August, 17
2 Ingram, John, junior 23 ― 1836 ― September, 3, 
3 Minifie, Henry 28 ― 1836 ―October, 3
4 Baker ― 8 ― 1836 ―October, 31
5 Chapman, Francis 35 ― 1836 ― November, 9, 12, 14
6 Allen, Edith 53 ― 1836 ―November, 11
7 Cozens, John, Child 6 months ― 1836 ― December, 21, 27
8 Parsons, Richard 42 ― 1837 ―January, 6
9 Hoyle, Charles 4 ― 1837 ― March, 16, 19, 20, 21
10 Basket, Eliza 13 ― 1837 ― April, 6

BRIDGWATER UNION,
EXTRACTS from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 6, comprising the Parishe of Nether Stowey, Over 

Stowey, Asholt, and Fiddington, with a Population of 1, 808, showing the Names of Paupers attended for Diarrhæa 
from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of June 1837. -Mr. R. B. RUDDOCK, Medical Officer,

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Carter, Mary 16 Over Stowey 1836 ― September, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8. 9, 
19

2 Coles, George 2 Stowey 1836 ― September, 26
3 Cull, Harriet 6 Asholt 1836 ―November, 28, 29
4 Davis, Ann 16 Stowey 1837 ― January, 24, 25, 26, 28, 

February 4
5 Were, Ann 12 Ditto 1837 ―March, 1
6 Petherbridge, Elizabeth 40 Over Stowey 1837 ―March, 7, 8, 11, 12, 14
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7 Coles, James 58 Fiddington 1837 ―March, 15, 17, 20, 24, 27
8 Were, Ann 10 Stowey 1837 ―May, 16, 17,  19

BRIDG WATER UNION.
Extracts from the Medical Weekly Return of District No. 7, comprising the Parishes of Cannington, 

Otterhampton, Stockland, Bristol, Spaxton, Charlinch, and Edstock and Beer, with a Population of 3, 041, showing 
the Names of Paupers attended for Diarrhea from the Commencement of the Union to the 23d of June 1837. -Mr. J. 
E. POOLE, Medical Officer.

No. Name of Pauper Age Parish in which 
residing

Date of Attendance

1 Powell, Absolam 67 ― 1836 ― July, 29: August 2
2 Hayman, William 60 ― 1836 ― July, 29: August 2
3 Hayman, Elizabeth 40 ― 1836 ― August, 2
4 Hayman, Charles 9 ― 1836 ― August, 2
5 Hayman, Edwin 7 ― 1836 ― August, 2
6 Hayman, Samuel 5 ― 1836 ― August, 2
7 Hayman, Frederick 3 ― 1836 ― August, 2
8 Williams, Mary 1½ Spaxton 1836 ― October, 26

1297

9 Bishop, James 33 Edstock and Beer 1836 ―November, 22, 26: 
December 2

10 Watermen, Lewisa 20 Kilton 1836 ― December, 3, 10, 17, 26
1827 ― January, 2, 10, 12, 21

11 Sedgbur, Charlotte 26 Cannington 1836 ―.December, 30
1837.― January, 1

12 Woolott, Mary 52 Ditto 1836 ― September 14
13 Pridham, Elonor 43 Ditto
14 Woolott, Jane 7 Carlinch

Do you happen to know amongst what Class of 
Persons Mr. Stradling, Mr. Axford, and Mr. 
Haviland practised?

No, I do not.
The Patients in the Infirmary would be the same 

Class of Persons, probably?
 I do not think there are many cases of 

Diarrhæa sent to the Hospital generally; but I 
would not pass an Opinion upon that, for I do 
not know any thing on the Subject.

After the Publication of Mr. Bowen's Pamphlet 
you were sent down to inquire into the Matters 
stated in that Pamphlet?

I was. It is not that Pamphlet which is now in 
your Lordship's Hand, and there is material 

Difference between the Two; it is the one which 
is inserted in the printed Papers; it was the 
Preface of the Letter to the King.

That Preface of the Letter to the King does not 
contain the Letter from a Gentleman of the Name of 
Baker, who was a Guardian, to Mr. Bowen, stating 
certain Facts?

It does not; that Letter is dated some Time 
after the Inquiry.

Did you know any thing of Mr. Baker, one 
of the Visiting Committee, having been in the 
habit, from his Nearness to the Workhouse, of 
attending having beh to it?.. Baker came up 
Knowledge

No; when Mr. Baker came up the other Day I 
did not recollect his Person till I made Inquiry; I 
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had no Knowledge of him.
When you attended did you inquire who were the 

Persons who had been in the habit of attending the 
Workhouse as the Visiting Committee?

I examined the Record of the Visiting 
Committee, that is, the Visitors Book; and I 
examined that Book from the Commencement.

When you were there did you not think it right to 
send for those Members of the Visiting Committee 
who had been in the habit of visiting the Workhouse?

No, I did not; I looked over the Book as the 
Record of their Proceedings; and one of the 
Members of the Visiting Committee, and 
another Gentleman, who was a constant 
Attendant at the Workhouse, were present 
during the whole Inquiry. Mr. Ruddock was the 
Member of the Visiting Committee, and Mr. 
Inman, the late Mayor of Bridgwater, was the 
other Gentleman to whom I alluded; they were 
both present.

The Inquiry was carried on in the Presence of the 
Board?

Yes.
Did the Board in general know that the Inquiry 

was going on?
Yes, there was a Circular sent to every 

Guardian; and before we commenced I sent to 
Mr. Bowen to request he would come; and I 
should have been most happy to have taken any 
Evidence he offered in support of the Charges 
he had made; he did not attend and support the 
Charges, and I referred to the Proceedings of the 
Board.
1298 You did not make an Inquiry of the Governor 
of the Work house who those Members were who had 
paid the greatest Attention in visiting the 
Workhouse?

I did not.
Will you state why you did not?
I admitted in my Report that the Diarrhæa 

had prevailed; I then looked at the Visiting Book 
to see whether the Visiting Committee had 
made any Record of the Existence of infectious 
Disease in the House, and I found they had not; 
I asked those Gentlemen who were present, 
whether any Gentleman had any Knowledge of 
the Existence of infectious Disease.

You did not think it right to inquire of the 
Persons in the habit of visiting the Workhouse why 
they had not made known to the Board that this 
infectious Disease, supposing it to be infectious, 
existed in the House?

The Board of Guardians unanimously 
declared that they were not aware of an 
infectious Disease; Mr. Ruddock and Mr. Inman 
were present. Mr. Inman was more constantly 
present than any other Guardian, and he stated 
that he was not aware of any infectious Disease.

It did not strike you that the Persons who would 
probably have the best Information were those 
Persons who had been most in the habit of visiting 
the Workhouse?

I thought the Medical Men would be the 
most proper Persons to give me Information.

Supposing you had the Opinion of the Medical 
Man, would it not be desirable to have that of those 
Persons who had been most regular in visiting the 
Workhouse?

I do not think so, having in their Books 
Information of the Result of their Opinions.

Supposing those Persons had been aware of the 
Existence of this Disease in the House, and that they 
had neglected to report it to you, do you think they 
would have done their Duty as a Visiting 
Committee?

No; I do not think they would have done 
their Duty as a Visiting Committee.

Was it not necessary to examine those Persons to 
see how far they had fallen short in their 
Representation to the Board of Guardians?

I consider that the Examination of the 
Records of their Proceedings would be the most 
satisfactory Mode of my acquiring Information; 
I did not know who the Members of the Visiting 
Committee were.

Were you at all aware that some of the Board of 
Guardians had stated to Mr. Baker, for instance, that 
he would probably be examined, and that he had 
prepared himself for Examination?

I was not; and I asked of the Board, not 
knowing where to send for Evidence, if any one 
could suggest whom I might examine, and there 
was no Suggestion as to any Persons I should 
call.

That was the Reason Mr. Baker was not 
examined?

Yes. If Mr. Bowen had come forward, as I 
hoped and trusted he would have done, and 
produced bis Evidence, I should have been 
happy to take it. I am sure your Lordships must 
be aware that in taking a great Mass of 
Evidence, where there is much Contradiction, it 
is almost impossible to form a Judgment upon 
it.



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

Day 19, 27, July 1838
Evidence of Richard King Meade King, p 1277; Robert Weale, p1280; Rev Henry Parsons, p 1302

Reuben Craven Payne,p 1311
 Edited by Tony Woolrich, 25/04/2021

20

Did you receive any Message or Note from Mr. 
Baker suggesting that he was ready to give Evidence 
upon the Subject?

None; nor did any Gentleman suggest that he 
was ready to give Evidence.

Did you consider that any willing Witness would 
offer himself particularly, being a Member of the 
Board of Guardians, who was aware of that Circular?

Mr. Baker was not a Member of the Board 
that Year, but it was notorious I was at that 
Time at Bridgwater, and I should have been 
very happy to have examined him if he had 
come before me.
1299 You did not know that Mr. Baker was 
prepared to be examined?

I did not; and I am quite sure no Suggestion 
was ever made to me to call Mr. Baker.

You have seen that Letter of Mr. Baker in the 
Pamphlet?

The Letter was not written for many Months 
after my Investigation,

Did you not know that he had been very active in 
the Board of Guardians? 

I did not know that he had been.
You did not know him personally?
I did not.
You say you examined the Medical Officer?
I examined Mr. Poole; Mr. King was married, 

and gone out for a Time, and was not expected 
at home for several Days.

The Reason of Mr. Poole's Examination you have 
stated?

I have; and that he attributes the Existence of 
Diarrhea to the Use of Gruel: the Gruel had been 
removed.

You examined Mr. Gover, the Governor of the 
Workhouse?

I did.
Did you examine him with respect to his having 

the Diarrhæa?
No, not that I am aware of. He was examined 

by me first at the Clerk's Office; I took his 
Depositions, and I then required him, as I 
required every other Witness, to attend before 
the Board of Guardians, and asked every 
Guardian whether he had any Question to put; 
and I am quite sure I put down the whole of the 
Information he gave me.

You had heard that Mr. Gover had caught the 
Diarrhea?

I do not recollect that I had; I knew he had 
been ill, but I did not know what had been his 
Complaint.

You did not hear that his Wife or his Children had 
had it?

No.
Did he tell you he had had it himself?
I really do not recollect; the Deposition will 

speak for itself; whatever he stated I put down 
there.

You do not know the Fact of his Wife and 
Children also having had an Attack of the Diarrhoea?

No, I do not.
Did you know the Fact of his having asked Leave 

of Absence?
No, I did not.
Did none of the Guardians tell you that 

Circumstance?
No; I was not at Bridgwater at the Time, and 

I do not recollect its being stated. Your 
Lordships must be aware that many Things 
might be said to me which I cannot bear in 
Mind; but I have not the most remote 
Recollection of the Fact.

You did not examine him as to the Mode in which 
he had contracted the Diarrhæa?

No. I took the Evidence of the Medical Man, 
Mr. Poole, and that would have been sufficient 
to have induced me to have recommended an 
Alteration of the Dietary, if it had not taken 
place before. Mr. Poole attributes it, in his 
Deposition, to the Gruel, and that was a Fact I 
have stated.

In point of fact the Guardians did not bring to 
your Notice the Fact of the Governor and his Wife 
and Children having been ill of the Diarrhæa, and his 
having applied for Leave of Absence on that 
Account?

No; I had not the smallest Idea of it.
Was any thing said about the Number of Persons 

in the House, and the Number of Persons in a Bed?
No; nothing of the Sort.

1300 Did you observe it yourself? 
I went round the House in August; the Beds 

were at the Time made, and did not observe any 
thing wrong.

Were you told at the Time of the Inquiry any 
thing about the House being so full that Two Persons 
were sleeping in a Bed, sometimes with a Child 
between them, and Seven or Eight Children in a Bed, 
and sometimes even a Person ill of Diarrhæa with a 
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Person in health?
No; if I had been told that Fact I should have 

directed some immediate Steps to prevent it. I 
have in all my Unions strongly recommended 
that every Man should have a single Bed, and 
that no more than Two Children or Two 
Females should be placed together; and as far as 
I can I have carried that out; but it is impossible 
on all Occasions to carry it out, and especially in 
a transitory State, as in Bridgwater, with a small 
Workhouse, making Preparations for a large 
one.

If you had found that was so, should you have 
taken upon you to recommend to the Board of 
Guardians rather to hire another Place to put the 
Paupers into, than to have gone on so?

Undoubtedly.
You ordered that each Man should have a single 

Bed?
I did not order that; I have universally 

recommended that each Man should have a 
single Bed, and that not more than Two 
Children or Two Females shall be placed 
together.

There was some Inquiry made on that Occasion 
into the Case of a Man of the Name of Kidner, who 
was sent into the Workhouse, and afterwards 
committed for running away from his Wife and 
Family?

There was.
Was there any thing which induced you to make 

Inquiry into the Circumstance of his being ordered 
into the Workhouse; the State in which the 
Workhouse was when he came in, and the Way in 
which he was accommodated when he came in?

No; I know nothing to this Moment of the 
Manner in which he was accommodated.

None of the Guardians brought that to your 
Notice?

No, not at all; the Guardians were extremely 
anxious to get the new Workhouse ready; they 
all felt that the old Workhouse was very unfit 
for the Purpose.

That was a Make -shift used while the new 
Workhouse was building?

Yes. The first Workhouse built in West 
Somerset was the Bridgwater, and the 
Guardians were indefatigable in getting it 
ready.

If any of those Circumstances existed they were 
kept out of sight at the Time of your Examination?

They were not brought before me; I am not 

aware that they were kept out of sight. If the 
Person who wrote the Pamphlet had come 
forward prepared with Evidence I should have 
had an Opportunity of examining into the 
whole Circumstances. Mr. Bowen being himself 
a Guardian, I should have been very happy to 
have taken his Evidence.

You invited him?
Yes; I sent for him not only by Circular, but I 

sent the Son of Mr. Under down before we 
began the Inquiry; his Reply was,"I will have 
nothing to do with it."

Did he give a Reason, because it was a secret 
Inquiry? 

He gave no Reason to me; the Answer was 
given to young Underdown.

Were you cognizant of a Letter to the 
Commissioners, objecting that the Inquiry was 
carried on with closed Doors?

Yes; that Letter was sent to me.
You did not send to the Medical Attendant to 

examine him, but you sent to Mr. Bowen?
I sent to Mr Bowen, he being a Member of the 

Board of Guardians.
1301 Why did you not send for Mr. King?

I did, but he was married, and gone away.
Could not you have adjourned your Inquiry?
I should have adjourned the Inquiry, if Mr. 

Poole had not stated, that he had attended the 
Workhouse for Mr. King during the Prevalence 
of this Disease.

Did you not know that Mr. King was the Person 
who wrote the Letter to the Guardians stating that 
there was Diarrhæa in the Workhouse?

I did.
Did you think the Inquiry could be concluded 

satisfactorily without examining Mr. King?
Yes, I did; for I admit in my Report that the 

Diarrhea has existed, and that the Number of 
Deaths has been great. I express my Regret that 
it was so great, and I do not impugn the 
Statement that there was that Number of 
Deaths.

You did examine the Medical Man who attended 
the Workhouse for Mr. King?

Yes; and if your Lordships refer to Mr. 
Poole's Evidence, he says there had been a 
Prevalence of Diarrhæa and Influenza, and that 
he attended the Work house for Mr. King at that 
Period.

When you correspond with the Poor Law 
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Commissioners do you write to the Board, or to any 
one particular Person?

All my public Letters are Letters addressed to 
the Poor Law Commissioners; I occasionally 
write a private Letter to a Member of the Board. 
I cannot conceive how a Letter marked private 
should have been inserted in these Returns 
made here, and which was private, to one of the 
Commissioners, Mr. Nicholls, and not to the 
Board.

What do you mean by the part of that Letter in 
which you ask bis Advice how the Inquiry was to be 
conducted; were not you to act for yourself?

No; I consider that when I want Information 
on any particular Point I may apply to my 
Superiors, either by addressing them 
individually, or by addressing the Board.

Have the goodness to read that Letter?
"Mr. Bowen's Pamphlet was put into my Hands the Day 

before Yesterday, and had I not received Instructions from 
the Board I should have instituted an Investigation. The 
Allegations in it surprised me exceedingly; nor do I now 
believe them, for nothing can be more opposite than the 
Statements in this Pamphlet and the Report I had the 
Honour to forward you a few Months since, which was 
unanimously passed by the Board of Guardians at the 
Expiration of the last Parochial Year; and I assure you I am 
not aware from any official Information obtained, either on 
my Visits or from any Communication, that a more than 
ordinary Degree of Sickness prevailed in the Workhouses 
of this Union during the late very unhealthy Season."

What is the Date of that Letter?
The 22d of July 1837.
Be so good as to refer to your Letter of the 

16th of May, where you say,"The Inmates of the 
Workhouse have not been generally healthy for a long 
Time, which has been attributed in some measure to the 
present Dietary"?

That is Mr. Underdown's Letter to me, not 
mine to him.

You had been informed by Mr. Underdown Two 
Months before July that there had been Sickness in 
the Work house?

At that particular Season I do not know that 
there was any one who was altogether 
exempted from Sickness; it was a very sickly 
Season. I was not aware at the Time that Mr. 
Underdown made that Communication to me 
that there was more than the ordinary Degree of 
Sickness which prevailed in otlier Places.

He stated that that Sickness was in some measure 
attributed to the Dietary then in Use?

Yes.
1302 In the Month of July you wrote a Letter 
stating that you were not aware of any Sickness 
prevailing?.

No; my Expression is,"that not more than an 
ordinary Degree of Sickness prevailed'in the 
Workhouses of the Union during the late very 
unhealthy Season;"my Reference is to the Season 
immediately preceding the Alteration of the 
Dietary.

You saw Mr. Underdown at Bridgwater on the 
16th, and he told you of the State of the Workhouse?

He told me exactly that which he had told me 
in the Letter, and did not even then lead me to 
believe there was any thing particular.

Did you go into the Workhouse?
I went on the following Friday.
You did not go there at Night?
No; it was Half past Ten o'clock at Night 

when I arrived, and the House was locked up.
You say, in your Letter to Mr. Nicholls, with 

reference to Mr. Bowen's Pamphlet,"He calls the 
present a Second Edition"?

Yes; it was a Second Edition of the Letter to 
the King. 

The Letter to the King was written before the 
Formation of the Union? 

Yes.
Is Mr. Kempthorne, the Architect who has been 

employed to build the Bridgwater Work house, any 
Relation or any Connexion of yours?

Not the most remote; he was a perfect 
Stranger to me when I joined the Commission; I 
never saw him before I met him on Business 
connected with the Commission.

The Witness is directed to withdraw.
The Reverend HENRY PARSONS is called in, 

and examined as follows:
THERE is an Entry in the Visitors Book written 

in an unusual Way, with respect to Children affected 
with the Itch, dated the 5th of January 1838; were 
you on the Visiting Committee?

Yes.
You were an ex officio Guardian?
Yes.
The Entry is in these Words:"I went round the 

Wards with Mr. Ward, the Medical Officer, on Sunday the 
31st of December, and found that no less than Sixty -three 
Children were afflicted with the Itch; some of them in a 
great Degree, and that the Children who were supposed to 
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have introduced the Infection were admitted into the House 
without previous Examination. I further noticed that the 
Atmosphere of the Wards was generally very offensive, 
and upon Inquiry I was informed that there was not a 
sufficient Supply of Water to cleanse the Water Closets; 
and I request that an immediate Investi. gation of these 
Matters of Complaint may be had. H. PARSONS." What 
were the Circumstances which induced you to make 
that Entry in that Way?

I visited the House; and when I found the 
Itch to abound in so great a Degree I thought it 
right to put a Minute upon the Book, more 
particularly because the Visitor for the Week 
had reported every thing well. That same Week 
the Visitor's Entry ( Mr. Somers's, I think ) was 
made before I visited the House; and as that 
happened in the same Week as my Entry it 
appeared to be contrary to the Truth; and I 
made that Entry not only as one of the Visiting 
Committee, but as an ex officio Guardian who 
has a Right always to go through the House.

There were Sixty -three Children affected with the 
Itch? 

Yes.
How did you ascertain that?
The Medical Man pointed them out to me; 

they were in a Ward by themselves. I asked him 
whether he had examined them that Day; he 
said,"Yes, the greater Part." He then then
1303 ordered those who had been examined 
by him to hold up their Hands, which they did. 
He said,"You will find there are Sixty three Children; it 
has got to an extensive Degree;" and there is the Itch 
in the House now.

You are certain there were Sixty -three affected 
with the Itch?

He pointed them out to me as labouring 
under that Complaint.

You did not yourself number the Children?
No; I cannot say that I did; but I took for 

granted that he was correct; he had his Book 
with him. I went round the Wards with him, 
and when he came to them he said,"There are 
Sixty -three Children now labouring under this 
Complaint."

Did you see his Book?
I cannot say that I had the Book in my Hand, 

but he had his Minutes in his Hand, and he 
gives a Medical Return every Week. I do not 
know that I examined that Book particularly, 
but I believe he made no Minute at all of it; and 
I remember asking him afterwards,"Mr. Ward, 
what is the Reason you did not enter in your Book 

those Children labouring under this Complaint?"He 
said,"Oh, we never think of such Cases."He 
thought it too trivial to make any Entry of, as it 
appeared to me. That was the Conversation he 
had with me.

Were there any Children in this Room besides 
those Sixty -three?

I suppose not; I conclude they were all 
infected. They were in more than One Room.

You say that some held up their Hands; who were 
they?

Those whom he had examined that Morning. 
When I came into the House he was in the 
Course of his Rounds, and I desired him to 
come with me, that I might see his Patients. I 
said,"Have you examined all these Children To -day?" He 
said,"I believe I have. Those whom I have examined hold 
up your Hands;" and I believe the greatest Part of 
them held up their Hands; I think there were 
some that did not. He said to them,"I shall look at 
you by and by," or some Expression of that Kind.

You understood that all the Children were affected 
with the Itch?

Yes; there were some grown People besides, 
there were Two Women in One Bed who had 
that Disease.

Was this in the old House or the new House?
The new House.
You understood from him that all the Sixty -three 

Children were suffering from the Itch?
Yes; and I saw the Children themselves; I did 

not examine them.
Do you consider that People being afflicted with 

the Itch affects their general Health?
No; we all know what Sort of a Complaint 

the Itch is with Children; they get well very 
soon, I suppose, with proper Treatment.

Is it not very possible that if they had been 
attacked with the Itch on the 31st of December they 
might have been well by the 5th of January?

I cannot say. I suppose some Cases are more 
inveterate than others; that if the Itch is taken in 
Time it may be cured by Two or Three 
Applications; in other Cases the Disease may 
continue perhaps for a Month.

You think if taken in Time, particularly with 
young children, it may be cured by Two or Three 
Applications?

I have understood so.
It might be perfectly true that if these Sixty -three 

Children were under skilful Treatment, especially if 
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they had only a slight Affection, they might be 
perfectly well by the 5th of January?

No; I did not say so; I cannot give any 
Opinion upon that Subject. I do not know how 
much affected they might be, but I think it is 
probable the Itch will never be out of the House. 
It is impossible, where so many Patients labour
1304 under that Complaint, to get rid of it, 
unless they are entirely removed, and the Linen 
and Clothes constantly changed.

Did you mean by that Entry to impugn the 
Correctness of this Return by Mr. Somers?

Yes, I did.
If you say that a slight Affection may be cured 

with Two or Three Applications, and that those 
Applications were in the Course of being made on the 
31st of December, how does that impugn the Truth of 
the Statement made on the 5th of January?

My Lords, you are supposing I have stated 
that which I do not feel competent to answer to; 
I have given no positive Opinion that they 
might be cured by Two or Three Applications. 
The Itch prevailed to a very great Extent in the 
House; all those Children were affected by it, 
and the Complaint, I believe, has never been out 
of the House since. I inquired last Week, and I 
found it was still in the House.

It is a very common Complaint among the 
labouring Poor, is it not?

I believe it is; the Difficulty is that it is almost 
impracticable to preserve an entire Separation 
among the Children.

Do you attend the Board of Guardians pretty 
constantly? 

I do.
Did you take any Steps to secure Separation?
That Entry was not made at the Time; I made 

those Observations on the Sunday. The Friday 
following I came to the Board, and looked at the 
Book, and observed that Mr. Somers had 
entered,"Generally healthy." I took the Book, and 
said, "This is very wrong to make an Entry of that Sort. 
The Committee shall know what I observed last Sunday."

How long was that after Mr. Somers had 
attended?

The Board met on the Friday; I had been 
there on the Sunday. I was surprised that he 
should have represented every thing well in the 
very same Week. After I had done that I handed 
over the Book to Mr. Somers, and said,"Mr. 
Somers, you see the Observations I have made, and you 
may take what Course you please," or something of 

that Sort; and he was rather angry; he thought 
himself ill used by my making that Entry.

Was not it an unusual Way to enter a Thing of 
that Sort? 

I think it was, but I thought it my Duty to do 
so.

You were at the Board at the Time?
I was, and entered in that Book on the Friday 

what I had observed on the Sunday previous. I 
thought that a proper Procedure.

You entered it as a Rebuke?
I entered it as an Observation; perhaps 

Rebuke is a stronger Expression than I ought to 
use; but I meant to say that my Opinion differed 
materially from his, and I meant to infer that it 
was of no Use for the Members of the Visiting 
Committee to go round, and as a matter of 
course to report every Thing well, when Things 
were quite the contrary. I had on other 
Occasions found Things wrong.

Had you ever remonstrated to the Board that the 
Visiting Guardians made their Entries at Haphazard, 
without Examination?

I was fearful of that sometimes. I can mention 
an Instance now: I was there one Day, and 
found that a Person, a Methodist Teacher, had 
been interfering with the Children, and praying 
and reading, and Things of that Sort, without 
the Knowledge of the Chaplain; I made a 
Memorial to the Board; I did not enter it upon 
the Minute Book, but I gave it in Writing to the 
Board.

Who was it who admitted this Methodist 
Preacher?
I cannot tell what Guardian admitted him, but 
they were carrying on some Work outside, 
making the Roads and Walks round the House, 
and so on. I believe the regular Superintendent 
of the Work was absent from Illness, and this 
Man, whose Name was Manning, was brought 
in to superintend in his Place; and he either
1305 came voluntarily, or was desired by 
some one in Office to Rev assume the Place of 
Teacher to the Scholars on the Sunday.

Was he one of the Workmen?
He was a Preacher in the Town, a Tailor in 

fact; and when I came there the next Day the 
Schoolmaster told me what had happened, and I 
mentioned it to Two or Three of the Guardians, 
and we signed a Paper, and had the Governor of 
the Workhouse and the Schoolmaster before us, 
and examined them, and found it to be true. I 
gave a written Paper to the Chairman of the 
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Board of Guardians, signed, I think, by the Rev. 
William Allen, Mr. Dalley, and myself.

When was that?
I can hardly tell the Date, but it was 

subsequent to the other Entry concerning the 
Itch.

Whom do you consider to blame in admitting that 
Person?

I cannot say; I cannot pretend to say by 
whose actual Authority he was admitted, but he 
was there. It was very much against the 
Inclination of the Schoolmaster I know, and it 
was the Governor and Schoolmaster who 
complained to me of it.

How does that apply to the Conduct of the 
Visiting Guardians?

Such a Thing cannot very well happen 
without some Guardian or other sanctioning it.

They do not reside in the House? 
No; but I apprehend that they did not make a 

proper Representation; the Visiting Guardian 
for the Week ought to have known it.

How was the Visiting Guardian of the Week to 
know it?

I cannot tell; but when I came there both the 
Governor and Schoolmaster mentioned it to m, 
and said what a strange Circumstance it was.

If the Visiting Guardian had inquired have you 
any Doubt he would have learned the same Thing?

I dare say he would; they did not pick me out 
particularly to mention it to; but knowing me to 
be a Clergyman, probably they thought I would 
look into it the more.

Mr. Ward was the Surgeon who went round with 
you when you saw those Children with the Itch?

Yes.
Are you sure that he said,"Those Children have the 

Itch"?
Yes.
You are quite sure he mentioned the 

Word"Itch"?
Yes; and I asked him why he did not report 

that they were labouring under that Complaint; 
he said"Oh, we do not consider the Itch of any 
Importance; we do not think that worth 
Notice."I said that was very extraordinary.

Did he say that they had all the Itch, or that he 
had anointed them lest they should catch the Itch?

I am quite sure he said that they had the Itch.
Had you a paid Chaplain when this Methodist 

intruded himself?
We had.
Had he officiated that Day?
It was Sunday Morning that the Methodist 

Teacher began to pray; I think before the 
Chaplain came there.

At what Period was it?
It was subsequent to the Entry of the 31st of 

December which has been referred to; about 
Two Months ago, probably.

Have you any Recollection of your having 
complained to the Board of Guardians of any thing 
else which you considered improper?

In the Entry of the 31st of December I 
complained of the Offensiveness of the Drains; 
but that does not affect the Management of the 
House.
1306 Did you never complain of any thing else, of 
any Interference with the Bye Laws, or any thing of 
that Sort?

I have battled the Bye Laws with the 
Guardians, but not with respect to the 
Management of the House. I believe that the 
Persons appointed have generally conducted 
themselves very well; I mean the Officers of the 
House. The most Reason I have had to find fault 
with the Governor was stated in a Memorial I 
sent the other Day to the Chairman of this 
Committee, and of which I sent a Copy to Lord 
Wynford.

Did you attend the Meetings of the Guardians at 
the latter End of 1836 and the Beginning of 1837?

Yes; I have been a regular Attendant during 
the whole Time; sometimes 1 have been absent, 
but I believe there has never been a Month 
without my being once, at least, present.

During that Time did you ever hear it mentioned 
at the Board that there was Diarrhæa in the House?

Oh yes; I have seen it in the Medical Books.
Did you ever hear it mentioned at the Board, and 

can you recollect by whom you have heard it 
mentioned?

It was a Topic of Conversation with the 
Members of the Board when they met, that there 
was this Complaint; and they wished to alter the 
Diet; there was a Complaint of the Medical Men.

Was it a constant Subject of Conversation, or only 
mentioned once?

It was mentioned Two or Three Times; first 
of all the Medical Man applied to have the Diet 
altered.
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When was that; was it the 25th of October?
Very likely; I cannot be positive as to Dates; I 

did not expect to have these Questions asked 
me. I think Mr. Abraham King or Mr. Poole 
applied to have the Diet altered, as well as I can 
recollect; the Chairman, as the Organ of the 
Board, said that they, the Guardians, had not 
Authority to alter the Diet without applying to 
the Commissioners in London.

Do you recollect whether that was in October or 
in April? 

I cannot recollect the Date.
How early was it that you heard it mentioned to 

the Board of Guardians that there was Diarrhea in 
the Workhouse?

I should think very soon after it was 
observed.

Was that before October 1836?
I cannot say.
Did you hear it more than once between that Time 

and Christmas?
I heard it several Weeks following; I think at 

several different Times; and the Answer given 
to the Medical Person who made the 
Application was, that the Medical Persons had 
Authority in the Case of sick Patients to alter the 
Diet in any way they pleased, without 
Application to the Board.

But that they had nothing to do with those that 
were well? 

Yes; I recollect that.
Do you recollect their stating that the Gruel was 

the Cause of the Diarrhea?
That was the Opinion of the Medical Men.
And that was stated?
Yes; and I think the Answer given to that 

Observation was, that at Petherton that Sort of 
Diet had not the Effect of producing Diarrhæa.

Do you recollect whether Diarrhæa prevailed out 
of the Workhouse during that Time?

That I cannot say; I think so; I think I have 
heard Mr. Inman say that it was prevalent in the 
Town at the Time.
1307 Do you recollect after Christmas 1836 a 
Complaint of the Diarrhæa having Rev increased 
being mentioned at the Board?

Yes; I must have heard it, but I am at a loss 
about Dates.

You were not often in the Workhouse?
Chiefly in the Petherton Workhouse; but I 

remember once going into the Bridgwater 
Workhouse, when the Governor said,"Sir, I would 
not recommend to you to go through the Wards."

When was that?
I cannot state.
Did he give you any Reason?
Yes; he said the Diarrhæa prevailed to that 

Degree that some Persons who had been there 
had been affected with the same Complaint; and 
I laughed at him, and said it was quite 
impossible that the Diarrhæa could be an 
infectious Complaint. I said,"You must have 
quite mistaken the Matter,"or something of that 
Kind; but, however, he persisted in it, that he 
and his Family, I believe, had been affected by 
it.

Did he tell you how he had caught the Complaint?
I apprehend in the course of his Duty in the 

House.
Did he mention to you his lifting an old Man 

from his Bed, or any thing of that Kind?
I do not recollect it.
He said he had caught the Complaint from 

Persons in the House?
Yes; and that some of the Members of the 

Committee were afraid of going in.
Did he mention the Names of the Members of the 

Committee who were afraid of going in?
No, he did not; he said he had recommended 

to them not to go in, and he recommended to 
me not to go in.

Did you go in?
I do not know that I did go into the Place 

where the Diarrhæa prevailed; I went generally 
round the House; I did not abstain from going 
into any particular Room on account of it, 
neither do I know that I did go into the Room 
where it was.

Did you catch the Diarrhæa?
No, I did not.
On any Occasion, when you went into the 

Workhouse about the Time you were warned not to 
go in on account of the Diarrhæa, did you observe a 
Smell in the Workhouse?

There was always a Smell in the Workhouse; 
it was an old Workhouse, and the Timbers were 
very old, and saturated with, I suppose, Urine, 
and every thing else disagreeable.

You never observed any Smell more at the Time 
referred to than you had before?

No; I do not know that I did; they did every 
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thing in their power to keep it clean, I believe.
At what Time of the Day did you go in?
It was in the Morning; it must have been in 

the Morning.
How far is your House from Bridgwater?
Four Miles. I went there sometimes before 

Dinner, and sometimes when they were at 
Dinner.

You did not go before Breakfast?
No.
You never saw the Patients in Bed?
I have seen Patients in Bed, but I did not 

know whether they were labouring under that 
Complaint at the Time.

1308

How many have you seen in the same Bed?
I think they had separate Beds mostly; there 

may have been Two Women perhaps in a Bed.
You spoke of Smells existing in the House?
Yes; the Workhouse was a temporary one 

before the new one was built, therefore they 
were not accommodated so well.

You did not abstain in consequence of what the 
Governor said, but went round as you would if he 
had not spoken to you?

I did.
You did not catch the Complaint?
I did not.
You say there were frequent Communications 

between the Board of Guardians about the Prevalence 
of the Diarrhæa in the Workhouse?

Yes, there were; and there was an 
Application to the Board of Commissioners in 
Town.

That was in April 1837?
I rather think it was.
There was an Application from the Medical 

Officer in October 1836 to alter the Diet in respect of 
the Children?

I dare say there was; I am not certain as to the 
Date.

That Alteration took place immediately, on the 
Suggestion of the Medical Officer?

Yes; I have heard the Medical Officers say 
that they attribute the Deaths of People to the 
Diet.

Was it ever communicated to the Board of 

Guardians that the Illness was produced by the Diet?
I think they were examined before the Board; 

that Mr. Poole and Mr. King were both 
examined, and that they gave their Opinion to 
that Effect.

Are you positive that both Mr. Poole and Mr. 
King were examined?  Were you present?

No; I only know generally from inquiring 
what passed during the Proceedings when I was 
not there, but I have heard Mr. Poole himself 
say so, and that he stated before he came up 
here that he should give that Testimony.

That he should say what?
That he attributed the great Mortality in the 

Bridgwater Workhouse to the Gruel Diet.
Was that with respect to the Children?
No; with respect to the Patients generally. I 

was there when the Allegations of Mr. Bowen's 
Pamphlet were inquired into, and I think then it 
appeared to be proved to the Satisfaction of the 
Board that there were not so many Persons who 
died of that Complaint as he represented in his 
Pamphlet; I think it was reduced to about Four 
or Five who died of Diarrhæa, and that it 
appeared by the Medical Book that some of 
those Patients died, some of Debility, and some 
of other Complaints, and that Mr. Bowen did 
not appear to be borne out by the Medical 
Statements to the Extent he has alleged.

You state that there were frequent Conversations 
with the Board respecting the Diarrhæa; a Practice 
prevailed in your Board of Guardians, of People not 
always sitting round the Table, and attending to the 
Business, but congregating round the Fire, did there 
not?

Yes; as is the Case in every Meeting of that 
Sort; but when the Chairman drew the 
Attention of the Board to any Question I have 
no Doubt they attended to it.

Was this Subject of the Diarrhæa brought before 
the Board in a special Way, so that the Board as a 
Board could take cognizance of it? 

Yes; certainly it was.
1310 Did you ever make any Motion upon the 
Subject in the Board of Guardians?

I cannot say whether I did; if I did it appears 
upon the Book. I never attended much to the 
Medical Department.

Were you ever in the habit of having the Governor 
of the Workhouse before the Board?

Constantly; whenever there was a Complaint 
made the Governor was called in.
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Have you ever made use of those Opportunities 
for the Purpose of asking him in the Presence of the 
Board how he made the Gruel? 

No.
You never made a Motion, unless it appears upon 

the Minutes?  
No; I did not feel myself particularly inclined 

to go into that part of the Business; for my Part, 
I rather attended to the general Management.

Did you ever hear of a Complaint being in the 
House that was infectious?

A great many Times.
Did you ever hear that the Diarrhea was 

infectious?
Yes; that was stated to me.
But you did not believe it?
No.
You made some Complaint with respect to the 

Cutting of the Children's Hair, and the Children's 
Heads being very bad?

Yes. The House at Petherton was a 
subordinate House to the House at Bridgwater, 
and every thing required at Petherton was to be 
sent from Bridgwater through the Medium of 
the Governor there. If the Matron of the House 
at Petherton wanted any thing, for instance, 
cutting the Children's Hair, she was to apply to 
the Governor of the House at Bridgwater. In 
consequence of that, and from some little 
Dispute between the Two Officers, I believe 
they did not get what they wanted so speedily 
as they ought to have done; and therefore, 
supposing I came as a Visitor at the House at 
Petherton, or Mr. Meade King, and we wished 
the Children's Hair to be cut, and we should 
direct Mrs. Ellis to apply to the Governor at 
Bridgwater for him to send out a Person to cut 
the Hair, he, rather disliking her, -bearing a Sort 
of Ill -will, perhaps, -neglected to do it 
immediately; and then when we came the next 
or even following Weeks we found this was not 
done; and the Children had by that Time what 
were called bad Heads.

The Neglect was on the Part of the Governor at 
Bridgwater?

Certainly it was. The Mistress at Petherton 
has requested me to order different Things, 
saying that she could not get them, and I have 
said,"I will go there myself, as I am going that 
Way, and will speak to the Governor;"in 
consequence of which she had it sooner. There 
are several Things entered in the Book, Brushes, 

and Things of that Kind, which they could not 
get in proper Time.

That was owing to Gover's Neglect? 
Yes; I have been repeatedly there, and have 

spoken to him.
Did you ever hear that the Workhouse was in 

such a State that the Members of the Visiting 
Committee were afraid to visit it Four or Five Weeks 
together?

I heard such a Report, but I did not know the 
Truth of it. 

Do you believe it?
I only know there was such a Report 

circulated.
The Report was, that it was so bad that the 

Visiting Guardians thought it dangerous to go in?
Yes; I think I heard that.
You, however, did not participate in that 

Fear?
No; I certainly did not; but I took my District 

at Petherton, and it was rather accidental than 
otherwise, my visiting the Bridgwater House; 
but I recollec
1311 I recollect that I did visit it, and received 
the Answer that I before mentioned.

Nevertheless you did go over the House?
Yes; I paid no Attention to what he said; I 

asked him how he could be so foolish as to 
suppose it was infectious.

Have you been over the new House lately?
Yes.
In what Sort of State is it?
I think it is in a better State; but they have at 

present no Nurse in the House; they appointed 
an improper Woman for Nurse; she was turned 
out, and they have had no regular Nurse since. I 
inquired last Week how they were, and they 
said there was nobody ill.

You say that when you were there, and the 
Master told you of the infectious Nature of the 
Diarrhoea, you laughed at it?

I had no Doubt the Disease was prevalent in 
the House, but I laughed at the Observation, 
and said I did not believe it was infectious.

Was it the general Notion that it was infectious?
Yes. I am not a Medical Man, but I never 

thought it was.
You are not aware whether, though the simple 

Disease of Diarrhea is not infectious, yet with a large 
Number congregated together in such a State, and 
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the Atmosphere rendered impure, it may become 
infectious?

I do not think they were congregated in such 
a Manner as to make a Disease infectious which 
is not otherwise infectious.

You thought they made more of the Complaint 
than they should?.

I do not think they made more of the 
Complaint than they should, but that they 
entertained an improper Notion on the Subject 
of Infection; I believed that the Complaint 
existed, and was fatal in certain Cases.

You thought the Complaint was produced by the 
Diet?

Yes; I thought it must be produced by the 
Gruel, or something of that Kind; but I did not 
consider it to be infectious.

The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Mr. REUBEN CRAVEN PAYNE is called in, 

and examined as follows:
YOU live at Bridgwater?
I do.
You are a Chemist and Druggist?
Yes. I lived with William Allen, Plough 

Court, Three Years before I went there.
You carry on Business on your own Account at 

Bridgwater?
Yes.
Have you been in the habit of supplying the 

different Medical Gentlemen at Bridgwater with 
Drugs?

I have; several of them. 'Whom have you 
supplied?

I have supplied Jonathan Toogood with 
Drugs. about Two Years since; I have supplied 
James Haviland with Drugs, Abraham King, 
Baker, and others.

Do you supply Mr. Ward with Drugs?
Yes, I do.
In consequence of your supplying Mr. Ward with 

Drugs has any Person left off dealing with you?
A short Time after Ward dealt with me there 

were One or Two Medical Men spoke in rather a 
disrespectful Way of Ward; I could not help 
serving him as a Customer; and Abraham King 
left me within a few Days after, and James 
Haviland, after I had written him that I could 
not comply in promising that I would not call
1312 in Ward as an Assistant Surgeon during 
my Wife’s Confinement.

Did they give any Reason for leaving you?
No.
Have they ever returned to you?
No; they never come to me now.
Had you any Communication respecting Doctor 

Sully? 
I had.
Does he reside in Bridgwater?
No; he resides about Twelve Miles from 

Bridgwater. He is a Medical Man: I am not sure 
that he is a Physician.

Had you a Letter from him? 
Yes; it was sent to me in confidence, with 

another Letter. 
You do not wish to disclose the Contents of it?
I would say that Doctor Sully wrote to 

Abraham King to request he would do Duty for 
him in attending the Cavalry; he has been 
Surgeon to the Cavalry many Years; he 
requested he would do Duty for him during his 
Absence.

What do you mean by doing Duty?
Attending them professionally: to which 

Abraham King replied in a Letter that he would 
with the greatest Pleasure, with this Condition, 
that none of the Prescriptions went to Payne's.

You do not know this Fact within your own 
Knowledge? 

I have the Letter.
Did he give any Reason?
I have King's Letter and Sully's Letter.
Did Mr. King give any Reason?
He did not.
The Witness is directed to withdraw.
Ordered,; That this Committee be adjourned.


