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My Lorp,

You have introduced inte:P4rliament a measure
professing to be for * the most effectual Relief of
the Destitute Poor in Ireland.” This is & measure
in which every cne who has'a regard to the welfare
of that country must feel deeply interested. I have
no better excuse than this interest to offer for the
liberty I take in addressing your Lordship on the
subject of the provisions of your proposed bill.

It may, perhaps, add freedom to the observations
which I may feel it my duty to offer to your notice, if
I state in the outset that I cannat regard this bill as
in any sense owing its origin to your Lordship.
The merit or demerit of the measure belongs to Mr.
Nicholls, except as far as your Lordship may be
involved in having permitted yourself to be the
medium of its introduction; but it is evident that
the bill is drawn up without any deviation, on the
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plan suggested by Mr. Nicholls, in the report pre-
sented by him to Lord John Russell. That report
is literally and completely the draught of the bill;
and the transeript is not only a faithful, but a servile
copy of the original. It is not merely that the
views and principles of that report are carried out
in the enactment which iz based upon it, but even in
minule details its suggestions are implicitly obeyed.

The measure, my Lord, is Mr. Nicholls’s; for, of
course, | must not suppose that this gentleman was
sent out to frame from personal inspection a report
in uccordance with any model previcusly settled on
and deposited in the Cabinet. I must believe that
all hiz commission appears in the letter of Lord Jobn
Russell, prefixed to his printed report. Ta suppose
the report not to be altogether his own, would be an
insult to that gentleman and his employers.  If the
report be his own, unguestionably so is the hill
which is its copy.

A knowledge of the manner of the preparation of
the hill may be useful, as a key to understanding,
or at least explaining the character of its provisions.
Any one acquainted with Ireland must feel, upon
perusing this bill, that it hes not grown naturally
out of o knowledge of the wants and circumstances
of the country, but has been framed to meet a par-
ticular exizency in legislation. The troth is, that it
has been brought in to meet the desire on the part of
the public, that some remediul measure should be
applied to the destitution which is known to exist
in Ireland. The pecessity of meeting this desire
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determined the Cabinet to prepare some Poor-law.
Oun this determination, Mr. Nicholls was sent over to
report whether it would be possible to establish the
workhouse system in Ireland; and he has re-
ported, as he might have done without going to
Ireland at all, that it is possible; and he has accord-
ingly prepared = plan for dotting the country with
workhouses, and for regulating and managing them.
But he has not touched—indeed he could not touch—
upon the vital question, whether the establishment
of workhouses would be a remedy for the state of
things, which leaves a large proportion of cur fellow-
beings without sufficient food ; and makes the con-
dition of the poor of Ireland a disgrace, not only to
the British empire, but to humanity. Through the
entire bill you may trace the effects of the apirit that
indited it. It is a piece of forced legislation; and
in every clause you can discern that it is enacfed,
more from the impression that so much of an article
called legislation must be produced, than from any
& priori conviction that a particular provision is in
itself expedient. '

I need not point out to your Lordship the danger-
ous consequences of such a mode of legislation ; but
I may remind you, that such iegislation is just what
we might have expected from the course that, in this
instance, was pursued. Mr. Nicholls was directed
to frame a system of poor-laws for Ireland; his
commission extended in fact no further than to adapt
the English administration of poor-laws to Ireland.
He has executed his commission, and the result has
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been, that he has produced a plan utterly and mi-
serably inefficient as a measure of relief, and just as
foreign to the real character and causes of destitution
in Ireland, as it is possible for any measure to be.
And this just because the plan was not the result of
a patient and calm investigation of the nature and
causes of the existing distress, but was produced to
meet a demand on the part of the house and the
ministry for g plan,

It is very true that Mr. Nicholls was desired
to take with him the report of the Poor-inquiry
Commission ; & report which was certainly the re-
sult of 8 long, and minute, and careful inguiry into
the distresses of Ireland ; a report, not gathered in a
hasty travelling tour of six weeks, but by laborious
and muitiplied investigations. But, strange to say,
this report Mr. Nicholls has entirely_disregarded.
It is not merely that he has direetly opposed the re-
commendations, and set at defiance the opinions of
the Commissioners, but ke hag most singularly thrown
overboard the evidence they have adduced as to
facts. He either has paid no attention at zll to the
facts which the Commissioners have proved as to the
character of the distress in Ireland, or he has drawn
from these facts a conclusion ae to the remedy, such
as no other man could, by any ordinary process of
reasoning, have arrived at,

Now, my Lord, it is quite one thing to reject an
opinion, and quite another to disregard the statement
of a fact. Mr. Nicholls may, or may not have been
correct in disregarding the inferences which the
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Commissioners themselves drew from the mass of
evidence they collected, but certainly he must have
reasons which do not appear on the face of his
report—reasons, too, of which the most remote hint
has not been given—to warrant him in throwing aside
altogether the testimony borne by them to the actual
state of the country, and framing a plan without the
slightest reference to the infermation they had col-
lected as to the nature, the extent, end the probable
causes of destitution.

Nor deoes it appear,-in rejecting the data furnished
to him by the iabours of the Commissioners, what
information he bas substituted as the ground-work
of his plan. Tt is quite idle to suppose, that in a
hurried circuit through some of the towna of Ireland,
he could personally obtain the knowledge of the
country which would enzble him to supersede the
information furnished by the Commission. JIndeed,
upon the most essential point—the extent of distress
—he has no more accurate notion than what he
derives from a vague analogy between Ireland. and
some counties in England, which he ferms " among
the most highly pauperized ;” from which he infers,
that * workhouse azceommodation may occasionaily
be required for 80,000 persons,” being one per cent.
on the population; and this vague anelogy—an
analogy which every inhabitant of Ireland knows to
be completely deceptive—is ali that he puts in place
of the proofs offered by the Commissioners, that
* there are out of work, and in distress, during thirty
weeks in the year, not leas than 585,000 persons,



