Corrigé DST Towards the 1847 Factory Act

George Bankes’s speech in the House of Commons, 1846.

Defense of the Ten Hour Bill as more than simply a Bill for the benefit of the working class: it is both to the benefit of that class and more widely to the benefit of the nation as a whole. Bankes puts forward several arguments in favour of the Bill: 

1) the Bill will preserve honesty and industriousness in the working-class

less working hours for youngsters mean more time for education which will turn out to be very important when they become grown-up men: industry employs more and more children in proportion to grown-up men. In future, to find work the present generation of 13-18 year-olds will have to be able to do those things that a youngster can’t do, to be “fit for some other employment” (17-18).

2) the Bill will promote morality in the working-class (especially sexual morality, essential for the stability of family life itself the basis of social stability)

Teenage years = years when sexual passions grow and more generally when individuals are first put in situations where they have to make serious moral choices.

(“the age when they were springing up the seeds of an opposite nature, which unhappily, they were taught by religious knowledge, were instilled in the nature of all” (21-23 – although sex is not mentioned, it is probable that it is prominent on Bankes’s mind). 

Education in teenage years is therefore important to give them a moral education and “eradicate” developing sinful tendencies.

And therefore, one should not pay attention to the fact that the working class is asking “but for a little time for the improvement of their minds” (30-31). The ruling classes should know better and give them as much time as possible, in the interest of public morality.

3) the Bill causes no financial loss to the working classes.

shorter working day for women and children => they have more time to devote to “household concerns” (38) (find cheaper food to buy + repair clothes immediately, before further damage is done, shortening the life of a piece of clothes, for example). More time spent at home represents as much money saved as would have been earned by the extra time the wife and the children would have spent in the factory.

CONCLUSION: defense of the Bill as a “public benefit” (40), not only for the working class (promoting their sexual morals, industriousness and honesty without any damage to household finance) but also to the “community at large” (40) because the working class sharing in the mainstream Victorian values would contribute to sustain and further stabilize the established order.
