


























































































































48 APPENDIX TO THE

destitute, no matter how Jiis destitution originated, whetlier from chance

or his own default, he will not starve. If the public has not made a

provision for him, he will speedily devise a provision for himself. This

is a law of nature which no social law can supersede. But we say it is

better society should make a provision for absolute want of all kinds,

than that the peace and security of the whole community should be en-

dangered ; for if society did not do it openly and directly, it would, in

such extreme cases, by the necessities of the sufferers themselves, be com-
pelled to do it indirectly. Which course is most economical, and most
consonant to the interests of a rich and civilized community appears plain

enough to our apprehension.

But we must conclude these hasty observations, without we fear fully

putting our readers in possession of our views of the Poor Laws. Lord

Brougham complains that they have (addressing his brother peers,)

" reduced your peasantry (this atrocious insolence of phrase,

though indulged in, has been omitted in the printed speech) to a state

of abasement I am ashamed to think of." Now, my good lord, by whom
and in whose hands have " your peasantry" been abased? It is

quite a non sequitur to say the poor laws did it. These laws have been

in force in towns as well as in the country, and no such lamentable

effects have ensued. In Liverpool, Leeds, and Birmingham, they

know little of workhouse wages ; and in Sheflbield, according to the

testimony of our brave poet Elliott, they still retain their *' bit of beef,

their pint of ale, and well-paid Saturday." Who then has robbed the

poor rustic of these just rewards of industry ? Is it not, rather than

the poor laws, your *' bread-tax eating lords" and your tithe-fed plu-

ralists, combined with the ignorance of a university educated, or non-

educated gentry ?

P.S. The inactivity of the Poor Law Commissioners confirms what
we have previously advanced of the impracticable nature of the Poor
Law Act. During the three months of their administration they have
done nothing, save appoint eight assistant commissioners, and promul-
gate three circulars, the last two of which have been issued to explain

the meaning of the first, and all three are simply meant to inform the

overseers that they must^fo on as before ! In the circular dated Nov.
8th, the overseers are informed that the Poor Law Act was passed " not

for the purpose of abolishing the necessary relief to the indigent, but

for preventing various illegal and injurious practices which had by de-

grees grown up in the administration of such relief." This had become
necessary, in consequence of the eagerness with which overseers, in

various parts of the kingdom, had availed themselves of the New Act
as a pretext for refusing relief to the poor. It shows that the right of

appeal to magistrates from the ignorant and often inhuman adjudications

of parish officers ought not to have been hastily abolished. It shows
too that the existing system did not need tightening in the way of

pinching the poor ; the present instruments of poor-law administration

being mostly prompt enough in that direction.




































































































































































