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There has been little interest in eighteenth century urban
history in England and particularly in the significance of
patterns of urban social structure during the transition from a
traditional to a modern society. One reason for this is the
intractable and fragmentary nature of the sources for this pre-
census period.. In this study three types of source, a town
directory, a Parliamentary Poll Bbdok and the city rate and
national tax returns for Bristol in 1774/5, were collated using
nominal record linkage techniques to give a body of information
which covered 80%.of the city's heads of household. With the use
of this database and various computer techniques occupation, .sex,
wealth, place of residence and voting allegiance were analysed..
The results suggest that a professional or
leisured suburban group was by this date well established in
dlstinct areas of the city. The supremacy of the traditional
gl;jg, the overseas merchants, .was challenged by this group, .
although the merchants themselves were in part joining the
suburban dwellers. Poorer Bristolians still concentrated in
dockside parishes and in parts of the city which were becoming
increasingly unfashionable and homogenacss as the richer men moved
out, .though this process was not very far advanced and there was
still a degree of mixing in the older city parishes. The
economic structure of the city was changing with increased
emphasis on services, . professions and distribution. This
increased disparities in wealth within the city and between the
city and its hinterland and gave the ability to the rich to
further their isolation from the poor by moving to the suburbs.
The 17T4 election pointed to the continuing importance of
traditional influences (here of religion) in society, .but also
confirmed suggestions that the professions and distributors were
drawing away from the mass of the populace. A revision of
previous interpretations of the nature of Bristol society is
necessary to accommodate this growing and important group - the
emergent middle class. The thesis shows that a comprehensive
computer-based study can make usable dubious sources (in
particular fiscal records) and use them to revise interpretations
of English urban communities at this date.
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INTRODUCTION

The eighteenth century:has been a neglected period in urban
history and historical geography. Urban studies abound for both
the early modern period (e.g Clark,1976% Clark & Slack,1972 &
19763 Patten,1978) and for the nineteenth century
(e.g.Armstrong,1974; Foster,1974; Stedman Jones,1971); but the
eighteenth century has far fewer historians. Exceptions are, for
example the work by Rude (1960,1962 & 1971), Neale (1981), Wilson
(1971), Money (1977) and Ellis (1984); for Scotland Devine (1975
& 1978) and for Ireland Butlin (1965) and Clarkson (1978a & b).
There are general texts by Corfield (1982) and Walvin (1984);
but such works are in general few in number. This lack of
research is even more striking when compared with the many
studies of American cities (e.g. Countryman,1976; Pencak,1979;
Smith,1981) and French towns (e.g. Daumard & Furet,1961;
Furet,1961: and titles in Roche,1980).in the revolutionary
period.

In particular there has been little interest in the
divisions within eighteenth-century urban society and in the
contribution of eighteenth-century urbanisation to the change to
a class society. The contrast with America and France is again
pronounced.. Issues such as the polarisation of wealth in pre-
revolutionary cities in America (e.g.Ball,1976: Main,1977) and
the relation of wealth divisions to traditonal social divisions
in French urban society (e.g.B0is,1963; Garden,1964) contribute
importantly to knowledge of the eighteenth-century city and of
the path of change in society as a whole,

Ellis suggests that there is controversy within English
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eighteenth-century social history as to whether social relations
were orderly and harmonious or unstable and divided. She
concludes that by the later eighteenth century:

"the quickening pace of economic

change....particularly in the great commercial and

manufacturing towns, .eventually:tipped the balance

towards disc_ord and confrontation, as relative

inequalities of income and status became more

pronounced and rising consumer expectations were
frustrated by the uneven and unpredictable course

of 'progress'™ (1984,192).

There is, however, a dearth of research on the inequalities and
conditions of life within specific towns and cities on which to
base such a generalisation.

The following study:attempts to contribute to the general
debate by examining the society in the city of Bristol in the
later eighteenth century. It seexs to establish the theoretical
context for discussion of the modernisation of society (Chapter
1);, to examine current knowledge of Bristol society at this date
(Chapter 2); to suggest that, although source difficulties are
an obstacle to research, these can be overcome (Chapter 3); to
present a cross section of the economy and society of Bristol in
17T4/5 (Chapters 4!5,6'& 7); and finally to fit this picture in
to the background of the national move to a class society
(Chapters 8 & 9). The sources and methods used have been seen to
be of great importance and much space is given to their
examination and assesment in the hope that this study make some
contribution to our knowledge of eighteenth-century urban society

both through the presentation of a case study and in suggesting

methods for further research.
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Chapter 1.

COMMUNITY AND SOCIETY IN EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY ENGLAND

The eighteenth century has long been recognised as a phase
of transition in English economic and social history. It was
one in which society underwent a succession of far-reaching and
often rapid changes which have been described in theoretical
terms as the process of modernisation or the (Qemeinschaft-
QGesellschaft transition. The characteristics of modernisation
are summarised by Wrigley (1972).. In a modern society men act
"rationally"; they are motivated by self-interest, where
advantage is defined as pecuniary gain accruing to the individual
or to the nuclear family. Men are recruited to discharge
specific roles on criteria of achievement rather than ascription;
these roles are increasingly sharply differentiated from one
another, as the division of labour progresses and economic
efficiency increases concommitantly. The existence of a stable
government, which defends the equality of all citizens before the
law, allows men to predict future conditions and hence to
evaluate rationally :the benefits of various courses of action.
The government also encourages rationality, for example, by
removing restrictions on the use of private property or by
allowing labour to be treated simply as a production factor, .or,
more actively, by creating demand through the maintenance of a
standing army (Wrigley,1972,229-234).

This description closely parallels that of the Jesellschaft
of Tonnies in his Qemeinschaft und Gesellschaft (1887) and Qe.st

gder Neuzeit (1935). The Qemeinschaft is based on Wesenwille
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(natural or integral will) and people associate together within
it, for example as friends do, because they think the relation
valuable as an end in and of itself. The Gesellschaft is based
on Kurwille (rational will) and people come together regardless
of personal sympathy or antipathy to attain a definfite goal
(Tonnies,1955,xv).. The structure of society is a theme of long
standing interest: Qemeinschaft und QGesellschaft is only one of
many interpretations and codifications; subsequent treatments
include notably Durkheim's dichotomy of Mﬂ&é grganique and
solidarité méchanique (Tonnies,1955,xviii).

Complementary:to these views is E.P.Thompson's idea of
the transition in eighteenth-century England from a "moral” to a
"market" economy with the associated change from a community
based to a class based society (Thompson,1963,1971,etc.).. In
decline is the moral economy, the traditional society marked by
"mutuality", an awareness of the responsibilities inherent in
patriciate rights and a readiness on the part of the "ecrowd" or
the "plebs" to extract their part of the bond, should this not be
freely given in time-honoured fashion. In the ascent is the
market economy with its corresponding class relations where
actions are justified by appeal to profit rather than to custom
and where obligation is defined by the narrow limits of contract
rather than by the nexus of paternalism. The parallels of this
specific description of England in the eighteenth century with
the Gemeinschaft-Gesellschaft and modernisation theses are
obvious, despite E.P.Thompson's doubts as to the conceptual value

of the latter thesis (Thompson,1978,133).
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In these analyses modernisation,. the Gemeinschaft-
Qesellschaft and moral-market economy transition, and hence the
transition in progress in eighteenth-century England, .is not
equated with industrialisation per se. In contrast to Marx who
regarded technology as the "cutting edge" of'economic and hence
social change, .Tonnies considered large scale trade involving the
desire for the profitable use of money the prime mover of the
Gemeinschaft-Gesellschaft transition (Tonnies,1955,xii). He
therefore sees the emergence of a capitalist, not necessarily a
capitalist-industrialist, society as the key change, .as does
E.P.Thompson whose market economy is one with capitalist but not
fully industrial production structures and workplace
relationships. Others (e.g.Brown,1972, for seventeenth- and
eighteenth-century America) clearly see industrialisation and
modernisation as distinct and Wrigley:is at great pains to
distinguish the two. He considers that industrialisation is
always associated with major and continuing changes in material
technology, including the tapping of new sources of energy:and
suggests further that industrialisation may be said to occur in a
given country when real per capitg incomes begin to rise steadily
and without apparent limit (Wrigley,;1972,226). (This is rather
controversial and takes us back to the "Standard of Living"
debate (see summary: of debate in Taylor,1975), but it is
obviously true in the long term.). Whilst industrialisation and
modernisation often jjgxe occured simultaneously, the one is not
necessarily:entailed in the other, as is seen in the frequently
cited example of modern but not industrial Holland in the

seventeenth and eighteenth centuries (see e.g. Dhondt and
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Bruvier,1973). This has clear implications for the study of
commercial rather than industrial Bristol.

Within English history, .the theoretical distinction between
industrialisation and modernisation goes some way towards
enabling us to make sense of studies which show that "moral
economy" attitudes lingered on in industrial areas well into the
nineteenth and even into the twentieth centuries. In many
Victorian factory towns paternalistic, deferential society
throve, fostered in the workplace where factory owners employed
families as distinct entities in their workforce, and gave
employment "as of right" to members of those families
(Joyce,1980). Similarly in the Duke of Bridgewater's industrial
estates in the nineteenth century .children of estate workers were
found employment whether this was economically justifiable or
not. The Worsley family applied the same paternalism to men in
their coal mines and canals as an exemplary rural squire to his
farm workers (Mathur,1970). In nineteentn-century industrial
South Shields feelings of class affiliation or struggle were
subsumed under sectional trade interests evident in tightly knit
neighbourhoods, each with its dominant occupation (Foster,1974).
Lancashire factory owners and their employees could share in a
mode of production which was radically new, yet which operated
within traditional social mores (Boyson,1972).

Conversely, there could be modernisation without
industrialisation and old social structures could survive, .albeit
in degraded or even travestied form. In nineteenth-century

London the absence of factory industry was reflected not in the
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existence of a united, stable society, but in the progressive
"marginalisation" of large sectors of the labouring poor, as
work patterns and hence ways of life became increasingly
"casualised" and unstable (Stedman Jones,1971). In the
eighteenth century, where traditional workplace structures
survived without immmediate threat from the factory,
relationships could be characterised by a level of degradation
far removed from the ideal of mutuality, whether in London's
sweated traaes (George,1966) or for the famous handloom weavers
(e.g. Bythell,1969; Foster,1974; Thompson,1964). Freidrichs sees
in Noerdlinge and other German cities in the eighteenth century
the development of a Kleinburgertum as a distinct social stratum.
Being a journeyman was not now a temporary step towards
independence as a master, but had become a permanent condition of
hired labour.. The traditional guild organisation had not
disappeared, but had been degraded and, as in nineteenth-century
London, .the result was the alienation and marginalisation of
large numbers of men whose interests were not served by the old
social structures, but who were united by no new social bonds.
The distinction between modernisation and industrialisation
does not, however, entirely remove the confusion surrounding such
"anomalous" cases, since this has a number of causes. Firstly
there is a confusion of ideal types with observed social
entities. The dichotomous pairs traditional/modern,
Qemeinschaft/Gesellschaft and moral/market are to be recognised
as conceptual polarisations (as, .for example, are Weber's "ideal

types" (Runciman,1972,34-48)). Tdnnies was explicit on this

point and described Qemeinschaft and (Jesellschaft as normal
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Begriffe (normative concepts) (Tonnies,1955,xiv). As such they
can be used to describe both stages of historical development and
also the differences between groups at any one time. Thus both
the family and the Middle Ages, whilst not being Gemeinschaften,
can be said to have Qemeinschaff-like characteristics
(TBnniesJ955ndx)u It is therefore unremarkable to find
gemeinschaft-1ike social structures in eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century:English towns which showed many Gesellschaft-
like features or (Qesellschaft-like features in earlier societies.
The distinction between theoretical construct and reality
is not always made so clearly in the substantive literature which
tends to present stereotyped views of Gemeinschaft-like pre-
industrial village communities, where local ties bind all men
together in a "vertical" social structure or, conversely, of the
capitalist/industrial nineteentn-century city, where class
consciousness is established if not mature, community feelings
are '"horizontal", and issues bind classes irrespective of place..
This confusion of concept and reality extends to the theoretical
literature too. Calhoun remarks of - Macfarlane's suggestion that
we abandon the search for "community" and concentrate instead on
"action sets" or "social networks" that he "treats concepts as
holes in the ground to be filled with data" (Calhoun,1978,364).
The confusion between concept and reality results at least
in part from the persistent inability to define "community"
either theoretically or empirically (see e.g. Calhoun,1978,1980 &
1982; Macfarlane,1972,1977a & b; Dennis & Daniels,1981_etc.).

Calhoun readily admits this but says "simply because we cannot
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define a "community" does not mean the concept is empty of
empirical reference" (1978,370). For Calhoun it is internal
organisation which may make a community out of a mere aggregate
of individuals._ He recognises that this leaves us only marginally
closer to being able to define "community", .but feels we must not
abandon our studies since "without the search for community
social history-would be emasculated" (Calhoun,1978,372). In this
he is entirely correct. This "particularly contentious concept”"
(Dennis & Daniels,1981,7), however elusive, remains both an end
and a means in research; it is both a pressing historical
question and an important organising framework for study.
Perhaps the way:out of the difficulty is provided by Popper:

"science does not use definitions in order
to determine the meaning of its terms, .but only in
order to introduce handy shorthand labels. And it
does not depend on definitions; all definitions
can be omitted without loss to the information
imparted.. It follows from this that in science,
all the terms that are really needed are undefined
ferms....Aristotelianism and related philosophies
have told us for such a long time how important it
is to get a precise knowledge of the meaning of
our terms that we are all inclined to believe
it.....[but] not only does this concentration on
the problem of meaning fail to establish
precision; it is itself the main source of
vagueness, .ambiguity and confusion.

In science, .we take care that the statements
we make should never depend upon the meaning of
our terms. Even where the terms are defined, we
never try to derive any information from the
definition, .or to base any argument upon it. This
i1s why our terms make so little trouble. We do
not overburden them. We try to attach to them as
little weight as possible. We do not take their
'meaning' too seriously. We are always conscious
that our terms are a little vague (since we have
learned to use them only in practical
applications) and we reach precision not by
reducing their penumbra of vagueness, but rather
by keeping well within it, by carefully phrasing
our sentences in such a way that the possible
shades of meaning of our terms do not matter"
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(Popper,1966,18-19, author's italics).
This lucid explanation justifies our search for community in
general and in the particular context of eighteenth-century
Bristol, though we remain unable to define "community" (or for
that matter "town" (see e.g. Patten,1978,21-28 for a discussion
of ' the meaning of "town")).

A second reason for confusion in the literature is that we
may often set out with too narrow a preconception of "community".
This is obviously linked to the confusion between concept and

reality, .as the existence of a community may:be denied simply

W
because the social reality does not exhibit all the characteg}cs

of the theoretical community; but it is worth restating in the
face of such comments as "However one defines 'Community', there
was relatively 1little of it about in the (thirteenth- to
eighteenth-century English) villages we were studying"
(Macfarlane,1978,5). In his review of Qemeinschaft und
Qesellschaft Durkheim wrote:

"Gesellsghaft is supposed to be
characterised by a progressive development of
individualism, the dispersive effects of which can
only be prevented for a time and by artificial
means, .by the action of the state.. It is seen
essentially:as a mechanical aggregate; what there
is that remains of truly collective life is
presumed to result, not from an internal
spontaneity, but from the wholly external stimulus
of the state....Now I believe that the life of
large social agglomerations is just as natural as
that of small groupings. It is no less organic
and no less internal. Outside of these purely
individual actions there is a collective activity
in our contemporary societies which is just
as natural as that of the smaller societies of
previous ages. It is certainly different; it
constitutes a distinct type, but however different
they may be, there is no difference in nature
between these two varities of the same genus"
(Durklieim, 1972,146<7).
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This is surely a more sensitive view than that of Macfarlane and
one which accords more readily with studies which show the
vigour, resilience and integrity of communities in our present
"mass society" (see e.g. Hoggart,1958 on twentieth-century
working class culture).

A third reason forconfusion in the literature is that there
is a mistaken feeling that by the late eighteenth-century a
fairly uniform culture should have emerged and that "anomalies"
should not occur. Calhoun's work (1982) on the origins of class
struggle forces a timely review of the over-simplified dichotomy
of ‘rural/agricultural Oemeinschaft and urban/industrial
Gesellschaft. We are reminded that local and sectional (i.e.._
trade) interests did not disappear with the emergence of the
first Lraits of capitalism and that local community bonds were
not rapidly:replaced by a national class consciousness. He
emphasizes that England at this time was not one unified economy,
but a collection of regional economies (see also Patten,1979,11.
and Langton,1984 on this point). This attention to regional
difference is reinforced by the revival of the traditional
geographical idea of the distinctiveness of each bays (Vidal de
la Blache and his school); by the rediscovery of emotional
attachment to place by historians such as John Barrell (see €.L.
Barrell,1972); and by the current historical interest in the
regional novel. In eighteenth-century England, within the pattern
of regional economies, some areas were becoming increasingly
divergent as they developed radically new production sectors. As

communities develop or disappear in response to some functional
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demand made on individuals, rather than just "being" in some
existentialist sense, .there is thus every reason to expect a
variety of community forms to have existed in eighteenth-century
England.

Blum points out that the classic village community was so
close-knit precisely:because it (i.e. the place of the village)
was the setting for the operation of a number of different
functional communities, .with, for example, economic, . juridicial
religious and social roles (Blum,1980,542). Joyce's or Boyson's
Qemeinschaften in factory towns, too, were functioning
communities. They existed not in spite of the new industrial
workplace relations, but because of them. The common bonds that
workers developed in the factory, through the sharing of leisure
time with works holiday clubs and outings as well as the daily
contact in the factory, were reinforced by the bonds of
neighbourhood, .as families occupied housing round the works
provided by the factory owner.

The QGesellschaft degradation of London's sweated trades or
of the handloom weavers existed not in spite of the fact that the
trades were not industrialised, but precisely because the
technical level of production forced individuals to compete with
one another and allowed masters to whittle down piece rates. In
London, a fragmented residential structure and a fragmented
production structure again reacted upon each another to hasten
the demise of the Qemeginschaften and force the development of a
new kind of functioning institution (that of the house-of-call
based journeymen's association, for example) to fill a new need.

For the handloom weavers, however, the existing village bonds
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were strenguthened by the rapid deterioration in economic
conditions and the old community form acquired a new function,
that of ‘the defence of the workers' standard of living. Like the
tradesmen of Wigan who clung on to their guild traditions in the
face of unprecedented social upheaval during industrialisation
(Langton,1974,21), . the handloom weavers turned to their existing
communities, which offered both stability and the possibility of
defence in rapidly:.changing circumstances, .and imbued these
communities with new functions and hence new life.

It would therefore be perverse to expect one pattern of
social relations to which we could point as being somehow typical
of the period; rather we must assess how the underlying economic
processes operated in each place to give a distinctive pattern of
society:and community life. It would be idle to pretend that the
emergent economic structures were not all basically capitalist
and that, in the long run,  they tended to produce a fairly
homogeneous society; but equally it would be wrong to overlook
the principle that one process acting on different material can
produce very:different end results, .so that the same economic
trends could in the short term re-inforce and re-invigorate old
community structures in one place just as they could destroy them
by :removing their raison d'8tre in another.

We must then be sensitive to local variation in society;
but to what extent can we go further and regard neighboébood and
place of residence themselves as shaping these social groups?
Abrams (1981) and Diamond (1941) warn us against the "fetishism

of space" as the Marxists have it. They stress that place is
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simply a locus for change, .a "container" in which processes
operate but which can of itself do nothing. Soja (1981) and Pred
(1984), however, contend that space exists in dialectic relation
with society, not just passively defined by it, .but also actively
constraining and shaping it. "Space" in this sense clearly means
something very different from Abram's or Diamond's "space"; here
it is "relative" or "social" space and the ideas that society
gives space its significance and that space is important in
defining society gua society rather than just a collection of
individuals are current in anthropology, geography and
archaeology and are not too lightly to be dismissed. Verdon
(1980) suggests that residential communities are not mere by-
products of other structures (economic, .religious, .etc.), but
rather that residential propinquity must be regarded as a process
in its own right. Tonnies regarded shared habitation as one of
the three Qemeinschaff ties, the others being blood (kinship) and
mind (friendship). He stated
"The Qemeinschaft of blood denoting unity of

being is developed and differentiated into

Gemeinschaft of locality which is based on common

habitat.....Gemeinschaft of locality may be

conceived as a community of physical life"

(Tbnnies,1955,48-9).
The Qemeinschaft of locality is based on proximity of habitation
and the intimate knowledge one of the other that arises from that
proximity. The "face-to-face contact" and familiarity that come
of common residence are widely accepted as indicative of
"closeness" (Calhoun,1980,111), and it is no accident that the

word "neighbour" should give rise to the epithet "neighbourly",

with all its overtones of community solidarity.
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It is clear then that the eighteenth century was a phase of
transition which can be characterised not so much as a shift from
agriculture to industry, but from traditional to modern society,
Oemeinschaft to Qesellschaft, moral to market economy. This
broad generalisation must not lead to a confusion between concept
and empirical reality, .nor giveé an expectation of a rapid or
uniform change._ On the other hand, inability to define community
precisely:must not lead us to deny the existence of communities
or suggest we abandon the search for them. Rather there must be
an examination of the ways in which large scale processes shaped
societal change in each locality, given the particular
conjunction of phenomena in each and a readiness to interpret
broadly the notion of community.

It remains to see how groups and divisions within society
are to be apprehended and to decide how to analyse divisions and
communities in eighteenth-century Bristol, and perhaps
particularly the question of the extent to which residential
propinquity was an integral part of or irrelevant to social
divisions and group cohesion? Within the limitations imposed by
historical sources one potentially fruitful approach would be to
investigate the occupation, wealth, .political behaviour and,
given our interest in geographical variation and the extent to
which neighbourhoods were communities, place of residence. The
distance between the identification of groups of men with similar
occupations, levels of wealth and so on (i.e. "communities" in
the sense of individuals with common attributes) and the
apprehension of "experienced" communities is great. E.P.

Thompson rejects the
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"endless stupidities of quantitative measurement

of classes.,.{and} sophisticated Newtonian

Marxism in which classes and class fractions

perform their planetary or molecular evolutions"

(1978b, 149)
and Hesse criticises
"Ihr behandelt die Weltgeschichte wie ein
Mathematiker die Mathematik, wo es nur Gesetze
und Formeln gibt, aber keine Wirklichkeit, . kein
Gut und B8se, .keine Zeit, kein Gestern, kein
Morgen, nur eine ewige, .flache, mathematische
Gegenwart''(1979,179).

Clearly any study of class or community based on the
exa_mination of the external attributes of individuals (their
occupation, wealth, place of residence and so on), even if it
goes beyond the simple recording and measurement of those
attributes to discuss their significance and meaning for
comtemporaries (Pooley,1984), cannot provide a complete picture
of any social group. The importance of investigating
"experienced" or "effective" communities has been shown by
radical historians (e.g. E.P.Thompson,1963,1971,1975 etc.;
Booth,1977; Malcolmson,1980; Hobsbawm & Rudé,1969) .in their
examination of riots, struggles and protests, as well as by more
traditional historians in their attention to the bonds of
religion, to links amongst merchant families and to institutions
such as guilds and clubs.

Such a quantative approach is not, however, to be rejected
so simply, nor is the gap between it and non-statistical surveys
of specific groups unbridgable.. E.P.Thompson stresses that he
does not "suppose that the formation of class is independent of

objective determinations (or) that class can be defined simply as

a cultural formation" (Thompson,1978,149), Katz, too, whilst he
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understands class as " not a thing but a relation......seen in
the activities of ‘people, and refracted in the way that they view
the world", states that "class does have an objective expression,
an embodiment that can be located and described or it means
nothing" (Katz,1981,604). Burke underlines the secondary:nature
of class relationships when he describes them as "social
relationships f£o whichb sociefal inegqualifies give rise"
(Burke,1980,61,my italics). It is then the divisions and
differences in society, discernible through the quantitative
study.of men's external attributes, .which give shape and cohesion
to its classes and communities. Perhaps we should do as the
social anthropologist and consciously:recognise the need for and
the excitement of the "imaginative leap" between analysis of
statistical data and the intuitive understanding of communities
(Macfarlane, 1977;650) .

A largely quantitative study investigating such variables
as occupation, wealth, electoral behaviour and place of
residence, seems then a realistic, if not wholly satisfactory,
starting point for a study:of the divisions and bonds within
society. Underlying both cultural expressions of inequality and
the broad patterns of the economy:of any one place is a structure
of productive relations revealed fundamentally in the patterns of
action and interaction of jindividugls. It is then at the
individual 1level and not at the aggregate level that our
quantitative study must be made to reconstruct the conditions of
daily life for the individual in the style of the histoire

guotidienne, Alltagsgeschichte or the "new social history"
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school.

The point of interest is not simply first the inequalities
in wealth, then differences in political allegiZnce, . then
neighbourhood groups, but the extent to which these things co-
varied - how far it was specific occupations which made men rich
and whether such men then chose to live together and had common
political leanings.. It is thus vital that the study invélve the
linking of different pieces of material relating to the same man
so that we have as complete a picture as possible of all the
relationships of a man with all others in society.

Béfore starting this quantitative study using linked data
it remains to hypothesise the pattern of social relationships
which might have been evident in Bristol. There is reason to
expect both change and stability, .given the character of the
underlying economy of the city at the end of the eighteenth-
century. Change in society is suggested by Bristol's sustained
growth in population. There are few reliable calculations of
Bristol's population in the eighteenth century. The only firm
figures are those of 'the 1696' Mamiage Tax returns, which show a
population of some 20,000 at this date (Holman,1979,87; Ralph and
Williams,1968,xx), and of the 1801 census which shows a
population of 63,645. The best estimates for the intervening
period are those of Little (1954,327) which are based on adjusted

baptismal counts (Table 1i1).
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Table 1i{1: The Population of Bristol in the Eigh.eenth Century
1700 27,400 %

1720 45,500

1740 46,500

1760 55,200

1780 54,100 «x

1800 62,400

Notes:

* cf. Holman and Ralph & Williams 20,000 and Pugsley
(1921,paperI) .2%,000.

X cf. Pugsley 38,000 for the ancient city, based on Sketchley
(1775).

Little's calculations produce estimates which accord very: well
with the firm figures for 1696'and 1801.and this suggests that
they are fairly:reliable, .despite apparent mid-century:anomalies.
They:are generally.regarded as the best current estimates for
Bristol and are widely quoted (see e.g. Law,1972,23;
Daunton,1978,247). Bristol had kept its place amongst the five
largest cities of the nation from the seventeenth century until
into the nineteenth. The only other city:able to maintain its
position in this way:was London; all the other provincial
capitals, like York, Norwich and Exeter, had fallen back by:the
time of the first census to be replaced by the new generation of
great towns like Birmingham and Liverpool (Daunton,1978,247).
The sustained development of Bristol contrasts with the examples
of decay:and decline cited by Clark and Slack (1972 & 1976) who

suggest that expansion was the exception rather the rule in early



modern and eighteenth-century English towns. Significant
increase in population, . especially when concentrated in a
relatively short period, can of itself strain and thus force a
change in existing social structures, a fact evinced in many of
the present burgeoning cities in underdeveloped countries.
Population increase in Bristol, .a response to commercial success,
could itself have become an independent variable in social
change.

Expansion is not synomonous with change, .but the economy of
Bristol and that of the south west region as a whole (outside
Devon and Cornwall) had seen the devélopment of distinctly
different and unequivocally capitalist production structures.
The area was one of fairly advanced commercial agriculture and
enclosure was almost complete in many parts by 1800, though some
parts of the Cotswolds remained significant exceptions. New
crops were grown in complicated rotations and agriculture and
dairying were increasingly geared to supply the needs of
Bristol, .Bath and the Gloucestershire textile towns, as well as
the London market (Walker,1962,195-206). The textile industry in
the area had long been organised on "modern" lines. By 1800 the
use of machinery was more widespread here than in any other part
of England and, in contrast to the Yorkshire textile area with
its tradition of independent masters, . relatively few masters
controlled a highly developed putting-out system and employed up
to one thousand wholly dependent craftsmen each
(Mann,1956,1964,;1968 & 1971). (See Defoe,1724-6, Letters IV. & VI
for developments at the beginning of the century.) . The sustained

growth of Bristol itself was accompanied by increasing dependence
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on distant markets, within England and also abroad, .as she
developed as an important_gg}ngpﬁ} and commercial centre for
commodities, .manufactures and semi-finished goods. Dependence on
long distance trade is a critical stage in the loss of
independence of the craftsman, who could not now own and assemble
his raw materials, work on them and finally market his products.
With the setting up of glasshouses, . potteries, . sugar
bakeries and soap boiling and tobacco making plants larger scale
industry became established in Bristol by the early eighteenth
century. In addition, iron found_ries and the first brass
foundry in Britain (Baptist Mills works, completed in 1703} were
located here, demanding as did the industries cited above,
substantial investment and relatively large fixed capital, .
bringing demand for industrial products such as Kingswood coal
and creating new work-place relationships for men and masters.
The sustained growth in overseas trade brought remarkable
wealth to a few powerful merchants, as well as to the city as a
whole. The polarisation of wealth within the city which this
encouraged was further emphasised by the growth of the Hotwells
spa and Clifton suburbs. The leisured inhabitants of these areas
were cut off from the existing production structures of the city
(except in as much as they created demand for new and established
services), but they helped to mould new consumption patterns. The
importance of change in consumption habits and the emulation of
fashion in bringing about a decline of the "leisure preference"
and the creation of new attitudes to and incentives for work is

well documented (see e.g. Fisher (1948), Wrigley:(1967), Pawson
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(1979) and Daunton (1978).

The commercial expansion and the spa development brought
with them increased demand for Customs and Excise officials, .
insurance brokers, . lawyers,doctors and so on. This "professional
middle class" might well be expected to have distinctly different
social values from those members of traditional Bristol society.

There is thus reason to expect significant change to have
taken place in Bristol society and to find some explicitly
Gesellschaft traits within it. These expectations are tempered
however by the many examples cited above of Gemejinschaften
existing in a capitalist age and there are conversely many
reasons for expecting social stability. The economy was still
commercial as it traditionally had been: signs of heavier
industrial development were limited and confined to a narrow
range of trades, often themselves dependent on colonial trade.
The development at Clifton was rapid only after 1790 and had a
profound impact on the city:only in the nineteenth century. The
Hotwells spa was small and largely outside the effective city
area. If the merchants were growing increasingly wealthy, the
gulf between their wealth and the poverty of most artisans was
hardy a new phenomenon.

There are then grounds for expecting both change and
stability in the city. With this knowledge and within the
context of the overall move to a modern class society, it remains
to examine the impression of social inertia or modernisation in
Bristol presented to date in the literature before carrying out
that comprehensive study:of the city which, it was suggested,

could form the basis of a reappraisal of social structure within
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the city.
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Chapter 2
BRISTOL SOCIETY IN.THE LATER EIGHTEENTH CENTURY: A

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

Some of the theoretical characteristics of traditional and
modern societies and some theoretical reasons for expecting both
change and stability in Bristol society have been suggested in
the Chapter 1.. It is necessary now to review the literature on
Bristol's economy and society at this time to see whether the
prevailing impression is one of a modernising or still basically
traditional society and also to identify gaps in our knowledge
which prevent a fuller understanding of social change in the
period.

The dis_cussion is necessarily rather disparate.. The aim
was to give as complete a view as possible of current literature
and this is very:diverse in both subject matter and approach.
Sources for Bristol as everywhere are limited and fragmented: as
a result resed@h concentrates on particular and widely differing
social groups in and economic features of the city. These divers
studies have to some extent been drawn together, but the
discussion is inevitably rather disparate.

Bristol's overseas trade and commerce in this period have
been thoroughly researched, (see e.g. Minchinton,1954;1957 &
1972; MacInness,1939 & 1955 etc.), in particular with regard to
its colonial connections with mainland America and with the West
Indies. The slave trade has inevitably attracted a

disproportionate amount of notice (see e.g. MacInness 1939 &

1963; Savadge,1951,51-87), but it was undeniably important both
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for the profit it produced per se and for its role in sustaining
the whole colonial economy, .as it was obviously a critical factor
in the production of those other colonial goods (sugar and
tobacco) on which Bristol flourished before, .during and after her
participation in the trade in slaves themselves.

The city's home manufacture is by contrast only patchily
documented (e.g Hall, 1925, 1949a & b, for sugar; Josephs,1977,
for glass; Jenkins,1942; .for copper), though general accounts of
Bristol's economic development are provided firstly, by Pugsley's
1921 . thesis, . secondly, by Walker's and Lobel and Carus-Wilson's
summaries (1972 & 1975) and most importantly by Minchinton's
outstanding paper of 1954 Minchinton's view of Bristol as the
"metropolis of ' the West" is by now firmly established, although
she had probably by this time passed her zenith in the face of
the sustained supremacy:of London and, most notably, the rapid
growth of Liverpool and indeed of the whole south-west Lancashire
area.

This eclipse, . though justly emphasised in the literature,
must not be allowed to obscure her continued absolute if not
relative growth, war years apart, .and the economic dominance she
continued to enjoy over the surrounding region. During and after
the eighteenth century Bristol dominated the internal as well as
the import and export trade of the whole south-west region, as
the point upon which traffic routes increasingly tended to
converge, .as the centre from which business was conducted and
financed and as an important and importantly specialised
manufacturing centre. In the production of such goods as glass,

soap, brass and copper and in the processing of colonial goods
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such as sugar, tobacco and chocolate Bristol was unrivalled in
the region (Minchinton,1954).

Bristol's social history is less coherently documented.
Its political history:has received much attention, for example
in the sustained and scholarly discussion of the 1774 election
and Burke's connection with the city (see e.g. Underdown 1948,
1955,1958 & 1961; Savadge, .1951); of the political impact of the
American war (see e.g. Marshall,1977) and of the abolition of
slavery:(Marshall,1968 & 1975; Minchinton,1963).

Two of the very few attempts at a general discussion of
Bristol society are those of Marcy.(1964 & 1966) and James
(1955).  Marcy summarises his findings thus:

"Bristol, 1like London, was essentially a two
and not a three class society in ordinary
eighteenth-century terms. There was a middle
class and a lower class, but the city could not
boast of a noble or aristocratic class."
(1966,29):

"Her middle class...was thought impolite,
void of cultural attainment, . devoted to the
pursuit of wealth, and puritanical." (1964,92) .

and he concludes his thesis:

"The conservatism, .the dullness, and the
mediaeval institutions of the 'Bristol Hogs' can
be viewed as the reason for their relative
decline." (1964,175).

This thesis is reinforced by James's paper (1975) which
wittily,  but not altogether fairly, pokes fun at Bristol's
eighteenth-century cultural and educational institutions. James
comments that Bristol's

"economic triumph had been won precisely by
eschewing the fooleries of Bath. The values that

her merchants prized were those inculcated by
trade - hard work, honesty, alertness, .seriousness
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of purpose. Hers,.in short, was a Puritan
society, .and the hackles of any honest Bristol man
instinctively rose at the sight of ~some triffling
idler from Bath tiptupping round the docks and
warehouses, holding his nose against the honest
smells of industry. Contempt for luxury and
leisure had been pushed to the point where any
concession to civilized living was suspect.

(1955,231).

The view that Bristol lacked a polite and cultivated class
has been propounded at least since the time of the Bristol
historian Latimer who suggested, for example, .that the paucity of
endowments for educational purposes reflected the lack of
interest in education and culture by the city's patriciate
(Latimer,1893,11 & 80)..

There are then two arguments here; the first that Bristol
society was Puritanical and vulgar (the thesis of Marcy, .James
and others including Latimer); the second that as such it lacked
an aristocracy (Marcy: alone). These views have remained
substantially unchallenged and have, I think, detrimentally
coloured subsequent discussion: Marcy, for example, is quoted by
Holman (1977,88) .as an established authority.

Marcy's thesis can be criticised I think on four grounds.
First it is internally inconsv;stent. He bases his argument on
contemporaries'-comments that in contrast to cultured and
aristocratic London, .Bristol society is vulgar and unrefined. He
then concludes that like London Bristol lacked a polite
aristocratic class. Bristol society is held to be simultaneously
the antithesis of and directly analagous to London society.

A second criticism is that Marcy misunderstands the nature

of ' the sources - travellers' reports, visitors' letters and

diaries and so on - on which he bases his argument. He fails to
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examine critically contemporary 1literary.and social conventions
and in so doing misinterprets the literary genre. He takes at
face value, .for example, .the reports of London wits, .who went to
the provinces to satirise the natives and appear urbane and
polished at their expense. He accepts uncritically the letters
home of American Loyalist exiles who naturally.compared Bristol
less than favourably with their home towns which they expected
never to see again, but he overlooks the more pertinent fact that
many of the Loyalists chose to remain in Bristol for the rest of
their lives (Marshall,1976,215). He quotes Thomas Chatterton as
a disinterested commentator, failing to remind the reader of the
deep-seated resentment with which Chatterton, .albeit justifiably,
regarded his fellow Bristolians. Finally he accepts without
contextual comment remarks from, for example, Defoe whose
criticism of 'such matters as the state of the roads can hardly be
accepted as unbiased report. In short the literary conventions
of the time are insufficently well understood to enable the
critical separation of fact and literary:1licence.

A third criticism is that Marcy seems to haveée misunderstood
the nature of contemporary London society, when he states that
London lacked an aristocracy. First of all it is unclear whether
"London" is intended to mean the City of London, .the city of
Westminster or both. Westminster certainly had an aristocracy at
this time: English royal and noble life was centred upon the
court of 'St. James and this was of profound local as well as
national significance. Aristocratic influence was most notieable

in building, fashion, manners and so on, and complex patterns of
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dependency and deference developed, revealing themselves notably
in the voting patterns of domestic servants and those tradesmen
who were entirely dependent on the aristocracy: for their
livelihood (Rogers,1973). In the City of London the
"aristocracy" was less formally constituted but existed
nonetheless. By:this time many City:aldermen, increasingly of
bourgeois and not gentle stock, .had fortunes of 1100,000 and were
sometimes millionaires (Rogers,1979,443,440). Links with the
aristocracy: had been established at an early stage through
intermarriage and through the buying of landed estates. This
trend slackened off in the later eighteenth century, but Rogers
suggests that by this time the aristocracy had accommodated
itself so far to the bourgeois mentality that the "big
bougeoisie™ no longer had to conform to erstwhile aristocratic
standards. Noble standards had changed so much that a City of
London merchant who followed the path from trade to land would
often have lost political leverage and social influence
(Rogers,1979,451).. "The peerage was esteemed but within a
society whose dominant ethos was bourgeois and plutocratic"
(Rogers,1979,454).

There appears then to have been an aristocracy in both
cities of London and if Marcy does not consider the noblity noble
"in normal eighteenth century:terms" this is perhaps because he
fails to appreciate the internal changes which the aristocracy
had undergone. The British aristocracy certainly had not the
exclusiveness which makes the French aristocracy so easy to

categorise, .but it existed nonetheless,

As a final criticism one might take issue with Marcy's
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expectation that a three- rather than a two-class society was the
norm. E.P.Thompson in his "Class struggle without Class"
suggests that English society was at this time a pre-class
society in which the "plebs" and the "patriciate" coexisted in a
moral economy marked by patteruns of deference and mutuality
enshrined in a nexus of traditonal rights and responsibilities
(Thompson,1978). His cogent argument forces a re-examination of
Marcy's assumptions first that classes existed and second that
there were three of :them.

The theses that Bristol lacked an aristocracy and that it
was devoid of ‘polite society must now be reviewed in the light of
our knowledge of ‘Bristol society. In discussions of eighteenth-
century educational, social and cultural institutions it is easy
to be unfairly.harsh, .misinterpreting the altogether coarser and
ruder habits of the period. It is,.however, important to
acknowledge that much of Bristol's polite culture was centred on
the Hotwell's spa outside the city walls and was thus the product
of exogenous influence, .not of indigenous development; that it at
no time reached the degree of refinement shown in nearby Bath
(James,1955,231); and that, although its influence did spread
into the city proper, showing itself for example in the demand
for a permanent theatre, it did not completely transform Bristol
society. It is perhaps significant that the Hotwells enjoyed
only a short period of success (Waite,1960,12), with its heyday:
between 1760 and 1785 (Little, 1976,174) and, as the chief
diversions of the visitors had been walks, .rides and boat trips

(James,1955,236-6), they gave rise to rather few permanent
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cultural institutions within the city.

However there were some developments. The two Assembly
Rooms, one in the Hotwells spa, the second that which opened in
Prince Street in 1756 (Little, 1954,181), .offered opportunities
to meet for cards and dancing (James,1955,235). There were the
pleasure gardens of Sarah Drewittt and "the Ostrich"
(Little,194,101) .and the Vauxhall Gardens (Marcy,1964,107) which
offered public breakfasts with music and dances, .concerts and
firework displays (James,1955,235).

The first theatre in Bristol opened outside the city limits
in Clifton in 1729 (Little,1976,178) and most of its patrons were
from the spa,.that is not native Bristolians. In 1766' the
theatre in King Street opened to succeed this first house and
there was some objection to this, especially from Quakers
(Little,1976,219; James,1955,239). Marcy, .in his attempt to
show that Bristol's leading citizens were concerned solely with
making money, suggests that this protest was made "perhaps less
on grounds of morality than on those of the utilitarian effects
on trade" (1964;101). This criticism and that of James surely
miss the point that industry:and dil igence were integral parts
of Quaker morality:and that economic success was considered a
sign of God's favour; trade and morality cannot be separated in
this way, .nor the protest construed as a mere concern with
moneymaking. It is also important that the promoters of the
theatre were not all from the Hotwells spa, .but included native
Bristolians. Marcy himself acknowledges that of the original
promoters of the theatre, .five had previously been mayor of the

city and a number of others were members of the Common Council
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(Marcy,1964,104). The project was thus actively supported by
Bristolians and the objections of its opponents stemmed from
genuine religious grounds, .not from Philistinism.

The Bristol theatres certainly:lacked the professionalism
of the twentieth-century: theatre and James provides an
entertaining account of ‘performers "in full war paint" rushing
round behind the Jacob's Well theatre to get from one side of the
stage to the other in the absence of the necessary backstage
passage, .and of the locals who inevitably gathered outside to see
the sport and encourage the actors with "loud cheers and helpful
suggestions" (James,1955,239). The playgoers in this and in the
second King Street theatre arrived late, left early:and talked
throughout the performance, both amongst themselves and to the
actors, .and were, on occasion, .rowdy; but in criticising these
habits one must not suggest that eighteenth-century playgoers in
other cities behaved differently. Standards and expectations of
both players and public are too far removed from those of today:
to allow comparison. Contemporaries were obviously impressed by
the King Street theatre: Garrick called it "the most complete
theatre in Europe" (James,1955,239). The Bath and Btristol
theatres were soon under joint management (Barker,1961,73), and
this suggests that Bristol's theatrical standards were those of
cosmopolitan Bath. The visits of notable London actors
(James,1955,240) and the granting of the Royal Patent
(Barker,1961,71) .also suggest a fairly high levél of performance..
The standards of the Bristol theatre then, as well as the role of

native Bristolians in founding it, .are not to be belittled.
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Public musical entertainment existed in the city, but was
very limited. There were occasional festivals of music in the
Cathedral or in the Assembly Room. Professional concerts were
sometimes organised, .but the attempt to arrange subscription
concerts to alternate with the Assemblies in Prince Street died
for lack of support (James,1955,240).

The Bristol City Library was reputedly the oldest public
library in England (Marcy,1964,116). In 1772-3:the Bristol
Library:Society was formed by a group of wealthy citizens as a
private subscription library. Little suggests that this was a
venture to support the civic library:(Little,1954,204); although
he concedes that later the Society became politically
influential, allied to the Council and decidedly Tory, .he argues
that in the early days it was open to all and included many of
the intellectual educated men now found amongst the merchant
class (Little,1954;204). Marcy criticises this development as
only those able to afford the high subscription fees were now
able to use the library (1964,117). This criticism seems
justified, but since the library:had in fact been virtually
closed to the public since 1613 (James,1955,240), the founding of
the Society, though far from enabling universal access, allowed
some improvement and at least shows renewed interest amongst the
éljjg,.who were reluctant now to have the city's library:left
entirely for the private use of the librarians. In addition to
this Society there were at least six circulating libraries in
Bristol and many booksellers also lent out books (Marcy,
1964,117). The Bristol:Philosophical and Literary Society in

Park Street was an important addition to cultural provision in
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the city (Little,1954,204) .
There was a Large number of weekly and daily newspapers, .
amongst them "The Bristol Journal", .the "Oracle", "Bdnner and
Middleton's Bristol Journal" and "Felix Farley's Bristol
Journal”. The papers had very varied lifespans, though ownership
within the hands of Bonner and Middleton and of the Quaker Farley
family-in all its ramifications remained fairly constant. These
newspapers cannot be regarded as evidence of a flourishing high
culture within the city, but they nonetheless suggest an interest
in national, international and colonial affairs, . both political
and commercial, and an awareness of the manners and fashions of
the capital which contradict the picture of the provincial
backwardness and insularity of Bristolians. In the period before
the American war, .for example, Bristol newspapers carried letters
from American colonists so that Bristolians had access to and
presumably interest in detailed discussions of the opinions and
conditions of life of the colonists (Savadge,1951,210Q)..
Educational provision in the city was less than adequate;
as has been stated, Latimer remarks on the lack of endowments for
educational purposes (1893,11 & 80) .and Little rapidly dismisses
the eighteenth century as a unmemorable period for Bristol
schools (Little,1954,203). The Bristol Grammar School, founded
in 1532, had a somewhat chequered history in the eighteenth
century. In 1750 it had 100 boys, .but by 1790 none at all
(Marcy,1964:114-115). It may in any case be of more use to
examine the number of boys who went on to institutions of higher

education outside the city; a grammar school education could fit
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2 boy for a life in trade, but attendance at the University was
confined almost wholly to actual or prospective members of the
gentle and leisured classes. Holman suggests that relatively few
Bristol boys of wealthy parentage were sent to the University or
to the Inns of Court; most were apprenticed as merchants, .in
shop trades or to sea. He concludes that "the Bristol gentleman
was not the gentleman that King had in mind" (1977,88) and
considers that the evidence supports Marcy's thesis that Bristol
lacked an upper class. It seems true that Bristol's patriciate
were not great supporters of higher education and that this
reflects their lack of interest in attaining both the social and
intellectual heights which such an education could bring. Holman
rightly points out that up to 25%.of Bristol's population at the
time were Dissenters (Holman,1977,97) who could not have gone to
the University even if they had wanted to. He does not
investigate attendance at Dissenting Academies or at the Scottish
Universities. It would be interesting to compare the attitudes
of Bristol's elite in this regard to those of the patriciates of
the City of London or, .particularly, of Norwich to discover
whether Bristol was singular in its commitment to trade rather
than leisure, .

There seems much evidence from the plethora of private
schools (Marcy,1964,115) and of persons willing to teach dancing,
languages, drawing, .fencing and so on (Sketchley,1(7%) of a
desire to maintain bourgeois standards, even if few wanted or
were able to strive for aristocratic goals.

It may readily be conceded that in the later seventeenth

and early zighteenth centuries Bristolians in the main did not
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aspire to and certainly did not attain the goal of refined
living, .but by:the later eighteenth century:the city was not a
cultural waste. Marcy .himself acknowledges that some progress was
made in the latter half of the eighteenth century, but he does
not think much headway was made against the ingrained vulgarity
of the natives (Marcy,1964;110). James, too, comments "One is
conscious that Bristol had not perhaps changed very:greatly by
1800" (1955,241); perhaps Savadge's remark that the "broadening
of [Bristol's] social horizons....has in large part escaped the
attention of earlier historians" still obtains (1951,89).
Savadge describes not only the many improvements to the fabric of
the city and its increasing number of cultural institutions, .but
also the broadening of its mental and intellectual climate
(1951,12-13).. His views are shared by Lobel and Carus-Wilson who
comment on the new refinement of taste of the later eighteenth
century (1975,25-26).

Bristol then had changed by 1800, but it is patently
unreasonable to expect high culture to have influenced the mass
of the populace and it is therefore entirely to be expected that
"the arts stirred very.few" (James,1955,240); that sports such as
cockfighting and brutal forms of boxing survived (Marcy,1964,112-
113) and that some devotees of these practices, .including the
Dean of Bristol who had his own private cockpit (James,1955,234),
were wealthy; and that many "middle-class entertainments seem to
have been only marginally .different from those offered to the
masses" (Holman,1977,97). Yet our judgement of eighteenth-

century Bristolians must be made by eighteenth- and not
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twentieth-century: standards; and it must not be coloured by our
knowledge of the polite society of Bath. Just because that city
was only twelve miles distant, .there seems to be some expectation
that Bristol should have shared its standards (see e.g.
James,1955,231) and this is clearly unreasonable. Eighteenth-
century Bristolians were certainly not models of culture and
refinement, but there seems no reason to judge them greatly more
barbarous than any of their contemporary provincial peers.

It seems erroneous, too, to equate attention to business
and commerce with dullness and, by inference, with backwardness,
as though the leisured classes were somehow the most innovative
within society. Savadge suggests that the rapid rise of so many
newcomers to the city, both English and foreigners, .and their
acceptance by the Bristol civic and economic establisnment show
that Bristol

"despite its strong marks of oligarchy and

tradition, was fully representative of the

flexible and vigorous commercial organisation

which characterised at that time the commercial

capitalism of the most advanced trading

communities of western Europe and the rising ones

of North America" (1951,115).
During a period of rapid and energetic commercial expansion,
merchants had to be innovative and adaptable and hence their
apparent cultural conservatism is deceptive. The visitors to the
spa formed a bourgeois leisured class which may well be
considered a new devebpment within society, but this is not to
say that individuals within it were innovative, .nor that those in
traditional groups were stolid followers of custom.

The case that Bristol society was uncivilised and backward,

whilst certainly containing more than a grain of truth, has then
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been unhappily overstated and often poorly argued. It remains
critically to examine the corresponding views of the organisation
of society. McGrath's statement that "the social structure of
eighteenth-century Bristol has not as yet been investigated in
any depth" (1975,97) is still true; but there is some information
against which to measure Marcy's and James's viewpoints. Marcy,
as has been stated, considers Bristol to lack an aristocracy
(1966,29) and James reinforces the point:

"Certainly the organization of society here
was commercial, not aristocratic" (1955,232).

But whilst Marcy judges there to have been only two classes
(1966,29), .Jsmes considers there to have been three:
"At (society's) head stood the oligarchy of
great merchants, .rich, .uncouth, and apart from the
minimum requirements of business substantially
illiterate, .but dominating the government and the
economic and social life of the city. Then came a
middle class of shopkeepers and small tradesmen
with a few allied professional men like attorneys.
Below was a huge and disorderly mob of
labourers, artizans, street traders, dockers,
seamen, and the criminal element." (1955,232).,
Of these groups that which has attracted the most attention
is unquestionably that of the overseas merchants (see e.g.
Latimer,1903; Savadge,1951; McGrath,1952,1955 & 1975;
Minchinton,1963; Rogers,1983; etc.), who are generally considered
to form all or part of the top tier in society. The merchants of
Bristol and the Society of Merchant Vénturers of the city of
Bristol were not one and the same thing. The Society contained
between 90 and 100 members at this time (Savadge,1951,105) and as
there were probably about two hundred merchants in Bristol during

the eighteenth century it seems that then, as always, a sizable
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number remained outside the Society (Minchinton,1955,xvi). The
Society had failed to establish a monopoly on overseas trading
(McGrath,1955,ix), but it nonetheless regarded itself in some way:
as the representative of and spokesman for all merchants. This
was justifiable in that under its authority were the city's
docks, .wharves and cranes; it collected certain dues on all ships
(Pugsley,1921,I1:n.p.) and it appointed officials to enforce its
rights.

The Society probably enjoyed its greatest economic and
political successes during the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries. It petitioned the Commons on numerous occasions to
defend its own trading privileges or to challenge those of others
(McGrath,1952; Minchinton,1963). It subscribea to no particular
economic theory, .but was motivated purely by the interests of its
members and of the Bristol trading economy as a whole, and could
be as vociferous in its calls to uphold mercantilist monopolies
as in those to remove obstacles to free trade (McGrath,1952,x1).

That the Society:and the City Corporation or Common Council
were closely linked is by now a commonplace.. Merchant Venturers
often dominated the Common Council; they usually held the key
positions of mayor, .chamberlain and sherrifs and furnished a
majority of the aldermen and hence the J.P.s (McGrath,1955,xxv)..
The two bodies were also administratively and finqancially
linked; for example, whilst the City owned the wharves, .the
Society enjoyea the receipts of the wharfage dues and the rents
from individuals operating the cranes, but it had to contribute
from them towards various city levies (Savadge,1951,103). The

point must not be taken too far however; there could be
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disagreement between the two, especially when feelings ran high
as in the American dispute (Savadge,1951,417=8) and after the
1793Bridge Riot, .the first in which the Common Council took a
firm stand against the rioters, but in which the Society as a
body.stood aloof (Jones,1980,91)..

The Society was and indeed still is noted for its
philanthropy. It fulfilled its "moral economy" responsibilities
both to those who had in some way:served it and to the community
at large (Latimer,19034282; McGrath,197%,200-215). It maintained
the Merchants' Almshouse and Colston's Almshouse and through the
Seamen's Hospital fund helped distressed sailors
(McGrath,1975,202-203). It maintained Colston's School, .its own
school for poor boys and the new Navigation or Mathematical
school (McGrath,1975,211 & 215). Through these and other
charities and through help to individuals it spent between L1Q0
and L200 per gnnum during the seventeenth century and in the
subsequent century its philanthropy 1increased
(McGrath, 1975,207,209) .

During the seventeenth century:the Society's interests
"were probably more closely identified with that of the community
than at any other period" (McGrath,1975,89). In the eighteenth
century, .although philanthropic donations increased, the
merchants were perhaps motivated less by charity than by desire
for patronage and greater personal prestige (McGrath,1975,209)..
It was at this time, too, that membership began to decline:
after 1737, the year in which there were the most admissions and

existing members, .numbers fell (Minchinton,1955,xxiii). Also in
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the eighteenth century:came the Society's notorious failure to
improve the city's docks. This was not due to negligence, .as is
often suggested, as there was a succesion of plans and projects
(Latimer,19034205-214; McGrath,1975,150-169); but they were
largely ineffectual and the Society proved itself unable to cope
with the planning and financial needs of the late eighteenth
century. Indeed at the very:end of the century:it acknowledged
that it could not finance the building of a new floating dock and
it thus relﬂéuished another of its traditional responsibiiities
(McGrath,1975,242).

With the extension of its property ownership and
philanthropic commitments, the Society became less single minded
and less able to provide the commercial leadership required in a
new age (McGrath,1975,196). During the eighteenth century  many
bodies were set up to complement the work of the Society; the
Bristol Branch of the Africa Company and the West Indian Club
were two such bodies.. This meant, however, .

"that some of the merchants thought they
could better achieve their objectives outside the
Society and this meant that the Hall could not
claim to speak for the whole merchant community"

(McGrath,1975,237).

It may.readily be conceded that by the later eighteenth
century the merchants in general and the Society of Merchant
Venturers in particular had passed their zenith in terms of
relative wealth and of political and social influence; but it is
doubtful whether there was really the disunity suggested by
Quilici in his thesis "Turmoil in a city and an empire: Bristol

factions 1700-1775" (1976). He explains the merchants' failure

to present a united and active front in the period leading up to
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the American war in terms of familial and denominational strife;

for example:

"The favourite tactic of the Yate-Elton
faction of finepayers and dissenters was the
admission of their participants through fines and
apprenticeships. The Hart-Day faction of old
families and Anglicans employeu similar methods
but also attempted to restrict the growth of its
opponents" (1976,167).

Later on a third faction emerged so that a High Church party, a
set of "compromise men" and the Lewin's Mead or Dissenting party

existed until:

"With at least three factions vying for
position plus a fringe of independents, .the Common
Council and Aldermen of Bristol entered the 1770s
in as disorganised and diffused state of opinion
as had been the case since the first decade of the
century¥ (1976,228).

This is a rather colourful argument and is difficult to
reconcile with the traditional view of the merchants as a close-
knit oligarchic body, united by common trade interests
(McGrath,1952; Minchinton,1963), .by business partnerships, .and by
the personal ties of friendship and marriage (McGrath,1955,xiii-
xiv).

Savadge suggests that

"The party alignments within Bristol
illustrate to the full the difficulty in arriving
at any distinction valid for more than a short
period between the Whig and the Tory
traditions and the further difficulty of stating
that any centre or class within that centre can be
safely labelled as adhering to either party over
the century as a whole" (1951,126)..

Given this difficulty, he points to the merchant body:as one of
the two whose political allegiance during the eighteenth century

was relatively consistent (the majority of the more important
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merchants tended to be Whig, whilst the Anglican clergy were Tory
almost to a man) (Savadge,1951,126).. This tempers Quilici's
assertions firstly that the merchants were split into factions
and secondly:that these factions can be readily: categorised and
became progressively more entrenched. There was certainly some
disunity amongst the merchants and this was evident in their
vacillation over the Amercian war and the whole colonial issue;
but this was only to be expected at a time when patriotic
sentiment and commercial self-interest appeared to run directly
contrary to one another.

The merchants seem to have formed a relatively cohesive
body .in the city, but the question as to whether they constituted
an aristocracy.remains. Clearly they were not aristocratic in
the strict sense of the word. Their wealth derived from trade
and whilst

"most big merchants and many others owned

houses and land in the neighbouring counties as

well as in Bristol, with occasional investment in

Ireland or in the West Indies....with a few

exceptions the merchants were not hastening to

become country gentry. They bought land but

remained business men" (McGrath,1955,xxiv).
They apprenticed their sons into trade and had no desire to see
them lead the lives of gentlemen.

Nonetheless, James is right to regard the merchants as a
third and top group in the social hierarchy - the city
patriciate; they cannot simply be lumped together with all those
who were not desperately poor in an amorphous "middle class" as
Marcy proposes. They formed the ablest and richest group in the

community (McGrath,1955,xxv), -having benefited disproportionately

in the trading boom which had brought wealth to the city as a

55



whole.. As a traditional &lite they dominated the City
Corporation and were prominent in the Bristol Admiralty Court, .in
the Court of Orphans and in the Trained Bands and Bristol
Volunteers (McGrath,1955,xxv-xxvi). .

They formed a traditional urban patriciate and, although
some had removed to the more elegant suburbs of Clifton and the
edges of St. James's parish, most contined to live in the heart
of the city (McGrath,1955,xxx1i). The development at Queen
Square, where many merchants lived, showed the traditional
mixture of active participation in the life of the community, .but
at the same time an awareness of rank.. Behind the houses on
three sides of the square were docks and wharves and the square
also contained the Customs House. The merchants here lived
Wwithin sight, sound and smell of their work; there was no modern
separation of workplace and home, .since the houses frequently
contained the merchants' counter and their lofts, cellars and
outbuildings were used for storage (McGrath,1955,xiii). Yet the
houses were fine and the square well laid out; care was taken
that the residents should not be annoyeu by noisome tradesmen who
might rent outbuildings (Ison,1978,140-147). Many other
merchants lived in St._ Augustine's parish (Quilici,1976,75).
Here again they lived in fine houses, .but were still within a few
hundred yards of the main docks and wharves.

In just the same way, although the merchants continued to
participate in business by apprenticing out their own sons and
taking on apprentices themselves, they would take only the sons

of gentlemen or other merchants and took the same pains with
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their own children (McGrath,1955,xi). They were active
participants in the city's economy, .but they participated as its
acknowledged leaders, .not as equals with the mass of mean traders
in the city.

It was as a patriciate that they provided alms for the
"impotent poor" at all times and made general grants of bread or
corn in times of dearth. One such came immediately before the
American war and the merchants and the city corporation acted
with traditional paternalism to provide the poor with corn. In a
petition in 1767 :the Society made the old accusations against
"Ingrossers and Monopolizers" for their supposed part in causing
the shortage (quoted in Savadge,1951,330).

The merchants then were a patriciate if not an aristocracy-
and though they were losing their pre-eminence, .it seems unlikely
that they were riven by strife.. It remains to be seen whether
the loss of their pre-eminence was occasioned by changes in the
economic world in which they traded, . by challenge from another
group within the city:or simply:by: their own loss of impetus and
direction. Perhaps the traditional economic and social order of
which they.were head was being superceded. It was not their
place in it which was being challenged but rather the structure
as a whole.

In contrast to the detailed work on the merchants and their
Society, there is very little general literature on the rest of
the population, . the under strata of the social pyramid of which
the merchants were head. The exception is research on some of
the better known or more remarkable religious sects in the city,

long famous for its Puritanism and religious extremivpm
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(Raimo,1974).

The Quakers had arrived in Bristol from the North of England
in 1655 and at first courted persecution by, for example,
disturbance at public worship (Davies,1955,286). By the later
eighteenth century, however, they had become one of the most
successful and respected groups in the community. Friends were
prohibited from joining the Merchant Vénturers until 1720
(Savadge,1951,107); but this did not prevent their active and
successful participation in commerce and the Lloyd, Harford and
Champion families were eminent in this field (Little,1954,195).
Friends were involved, too,.in manufacture and processing.
Bristol was noted as a centre for brass, copper and zinc and
these trades were almost wholly controlled by Quakers, especially
William Champion (Little,1954,167-168). The porcelain
manufactories, which were pioneers of the English hard paste
porcelain technique, were owned by the Quakers Champion and
Cookeworthy and this manufacture was complemented by that of the
Quakers Frank and Ring who made everyday ceramic and stoneware
(Little,1954,222 & 224). Fry had begun to make chocolate
(Sketchley,1775,34), but his business was as yet small
(Little,1954,172). Mention has already been made of the Farley
family, also Friends, who controlled a large number of Bristol
newspapers. The Harfords were successful bankers and also owned
iron works in the city (Little,1954,195).

In Bristol, as in so many other places, the Quakers had an
economic effect disproportionate to their numbers. There were

about 500 of them in 1700 (Tomkins,1962,28) and over 1,500 by
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two
1740 (Raimo,1974,149) and%férmed a tightly-knit body. They:

tended to hold similar political views and in fact they shared
these with many other Dissenters and so formed a coherent
political as well as religious and economic group within the city
(Savadge,1951,400). They influenced public opinion, . for example
over the abolition of slavery. Some Friends had participated in
the slave trade, .but by 1785 it was established that no Quaker
was involved. Through their example, through articles in their
newspapers and through their committee work Quakers took an
active part in the abolition controversy (Marshall,1966).

The Friends had their own workhouse with attached school
and here and through outdoor relief helped fellow Friends who
were in distress. They

"did not use tneir workhouse as a test for
all applying for relief, but as a refuge for all
who could not be more suitably provided for or
helped to provide for themselves outside"

(Tomkins, 1962,28).

Accommodation in the workhouse was quite spacious, the diet was
fairly . liberal (Tomkins,1962,27 & 51) and work was never arduous.
The Quakers did not avoid their responsibilities to the community
at large; as Guardians of the Poor they helped to manage the
city poorhouse and often donated money to it (Tomkins,1962,86).
They also helped found the Bristol Infirmary in 1737'and acted as
treasurer/financiers for the scheme (Little,1954,187). In 1793.
Quaker philanthropists founded the Blind Asylum
(Torvill, 1955,302).

The Baptist congregation began in about 1630 in Broad

Mead and there was now a second church in Pithay

(Davies,1955,284). By the early eighteenth century:they, like
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the Quakers, had tempered their earlier extremism and thus
suffered fewer prosecutions (Raimo,1974,165). The Baptists
helped to provide for their own poor by maintaining an almshouse
(Little,1954;186).

The Lewin's Mead congregation, . variously described as
Presbyterian and Unitarian, was for a short time an extremely
influential body:in the city. Nearly a quarter of the more
important Bristol merchants engaged in the West Indian and
American trades between 1750 and 1775 were members of the
congregation (Savadge,1951,93) and in the 1780s it claimed that
its worshippers includea nearly all the Aldermanic bench. Its
congregation of well educated and wealthy men was very
influential, though this influence decreased as Unitarianism
became a less fashionable belief (Little,1954;190 & 194). Like
other sects they had their own schuol and almshouse to provide
for their own needs (Little,1954.186).

Methouism in Bristol has attracted a great deal of
attention by historians as the city was so important in the early
successes of the movement. George Whitefield and John Wesley
came to Bristol in 1739 (Raimo,1974,179-180) and by mid-century
John and his brother Charles Wesley had a constant following of
about a thousand (Little,1954;198). Much has been written of the
extraordinary effect of Methodism which is said to have converted
the wild miners of Kingswood and the mob of Bristol into quiet,
goaly men. Raimo suggests, . however, that Methodism could have
been regarded by contemporaries as just one in a long line of

extreme religious sects within the city, .as they attracted other
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extremists like the French Prophets and their followers indudged
in all sorts of exgesses, .now usually .glossed over in Methodist
histories. It was because of this that they:attracted in general
only:the poorest in society, those who had no social position to
lose (Raimo,1974,169,222,226'& 238).

The Moravian Church, formed in 1748 by one of Wesley's
helpers, consisted of members of the Bdbhemian and Moravian
Protestant community (Davies,1955,289). It contained many
Central Europeans and Welsh, but increasingly recruited from
Bristol tradesmen and its lower middle class. Its congregation
never exceeded two hundred, but was nonetheless a very
distinctive body (Little,1954,199-200). Other non conformist
bodies which have attracted attention are the Congregationalists
who began life as Independents on Castle Green in about 1650
(Davies,1955,284) and had a second tabernacle at Penn Street by
this time.  Less respectable were the French Prophets, .families
from the Cevennes region of France who sent missionaries to
England. They.had gathered a band of followers in Bristol where
they:indulged in fanatical prophecy and Millenarianism
(Raimo, 1974,165-166).

There were a few Roman Catholics in Bristol and numbers had
increased in the early eighteenth century when Quakers engaged
Catholic workers from the Rhineland and Austrian Netherlands
to work in their brassworks at Baptist Mills, Catholic records
begin in 1777 :and show growing numbers of Irish which had its
impact on poverty within the city, but there were probably only
four or five hund red Catholics by 1800 (Little,1954,201)..

—

There were a few French Catholics, but most French
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immigrants to the city were Huguenots. They had come at the end
of the seventeenth century and were mostly absorbed within the
Anglican church._. Many became successful merchants and the names
Laroche, Daltera, .Piguenit, Casamajor and Peloquin were highly
respected in the city (Little,1954,200; see above on their
acceptance in Bristol society)..

The small Jewish community in Bristol had a rabbi at least
by 1756, .but their main revival came later and was associated
with the success of the glassmaker Jacobs (Little,1954,200). 1In
1786° the community was large enough to buy the Hall of the
decayed weavers' guild to use it as a synagogue
(Josephs,1977,98).

The impression is given, then, of a large number of active
and distinctive religious sects, .but there exists so little
literature on the population as a whole that it is difficult to
put this information in context. Sources exist for these probably
very:atypical groups and the personal interest of historians
prompts their use; but it is difficult to assess the sects'
economic, social or political influence or their social cohesion
given our very limited knowledge of the rest of the population.

One of the few papers which presents much general
information is that of Slack (1977) on the local incidence of
epidemic disease.. He correlates ward by ward the poor rate ratio
(numbers paying the rate cf. numbers receiving it) and subsidy
assessments with the incidence of plague from 1940 to 1650. The
central parishes of St. Mary le Port, . All Saints and Christ

Church were significantly wealthier and significantly less
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troubled by plague than the suburban wards of Temple, .St. James
and especially St.. Mary Redcliff. Smaller scale variations are
very.important and in Christ Church parisnh he identifies the
familiar pattern of rich front and poor back houses
(Slack,1977,52-55). His findings are for the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries and would undoubtedly have been modified by
eighteenth-century rebuilding and suburban expansion, but they:
nonetheless provide an interesting base for later comparison.

Under 6°& 7 Wm. & M. c.6" of 1694 a tax was levied on
births, marriages, burials, bachelors of twenty-five years and
upwards and childless widowers. Very:few assessments made under
it survive. Exceptions are those for Bristol, but surprisingly
little use has been made of this rich source.. Ralph and Williams
(1968), in a Bristol Record Society publication of the 1696°
assessments, .substantiate suggestions that Bristol conta.ned many
wealthy burgesses but not rich aristocrats.

"No-one is listed as being of higher social

status than a baronet, and the majority:of surtax

payers fall within the category of L600 personalty

or L50 realty" (Ralph and Williams,1968,xxii).
The top stratum of Bristol society was, as has been seen,
bourgeois rather than aristocratic. There were marked
ditferences in wealth amongst Bristol parishes: St. Augustine's
and St. Werbugh's parishes had the overall wealthiest
populations, whilst the more prosperous of the merchants and
tradesmen lived in St. Nicholas, .All Saints, .St._ Thomas and
Castle Precincts. The poor congregated in SS Philip and Jacob,

where one in nine of the inhabitants was in receipt of alms, and

in Temple, . where one in eighteen received relief. Bv contrast,
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St. Augustine, .St. Werburgh, Christ Church, St. Ewen, .St. Leonard
and St. Mary le Port have no poor listed in their parishioners.
Slack's pattern of a rich, mercantile centre and a poor periphery:
is confirmed for this later period (Ralph and Williams,1968,xxii-
xxiii).

Use has been made of the 1696 assessments and other sources
by Holman (1975,1977 & 1979). He finds in 1696 a population of
20,157 living in parishes whose population varied from 156°'in St.
Ewen in the trading centre to 2,897:in the huge suburban parish
of St. James. Of the city's 4,500 households, nearly three
quarters were headed by a married couple, .but widows headed
nearly a fifth. Nearly.a quarter of Bristol's children were
orphans and these were to be found especially in the textile
manufacturing parishes of Temple and SS Philip and Jacob and in
the dockland parishes of St. Stephen and St. Thomas, the same
parishes as had many households headed by widows (Holman,1975,41.
& 43). Once again the contrast between the rich centre and the
burgeoning but poor suburbs is apparent.. In the period 1675-1726°
about 250 children each year enrolled as apprentices.

For the eighteenth century, Quilici (1976) reconstructs in
detail the fortunes of the inhabitants of St._ Augustine's parish
between 1722 and 1775. Many of his conclusions must be accepted
only with reservations because of his failure to discuss the
nature of the sources he uses. He refers for example to the
"real estate tax" (1976,70), which is presumably based on the
paving, lighting and scavenging rates which he mentions
(1976,46), but it is unclear quite how. He does, . however,

present interesting findings which show a population of whom in

64



1722 50% were directly dependant on maritime commerce for their
living, whilst only 13%.were engaged in manufacturing (1976,54);
where women, including many widows, headed one third of all
households (1976,48) and where property changed hands frequently
in the very unstable population (1976,50). He considers that the
poor and the middle income groups "mingled at random with their
wealthier neighbours" (1976,51); but this seems very:doubtful
given the known pattern of rich front houses and squalid back
courts in pre-industrial cities. He suggests that by 1775 the
parish was becoming increasingly stratified in terms of
occupation and wealth (1976,65); that property turnoveér was
becoming less rapid (1976,67); and that there was a decline in
importance in the shipping trades and increasing numbers of
merchants, gentry and Customs and Excise officials (1976,75 &
79). He does not link this to a general change in the social
structure of the city, .but if this change is found to be repeated
in other suburban parishes, .the impact on the city as a whole
would be clear.

Of the poorest in the city very:little indeed is known,
beyond that they seem to have lived in the peripheral parishes
and that many religious sects and the Society of Merchant
Venturers as well as the City Incorporation of the Poor
maintained almshouses or workhouses for them; this latter of
course tells us as much about the nature of almsgiving as about
poverty. The city parishes had been incorporated for poor
re lief purposes in 1696 and it was planned to provide a

workhouse for the whole city. Even before this date the growing
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industrial parishes of Temple, .St. James and SS Philip and Jacob
had received special contributions from the rich mercantile
parishes in the city centre to help with the burden of the poor
(Butcher,1972,2). There was much initial enthusiasm over the
Incorporation, devised by the Bristol merchant and political
theorist John Cary as a profit making scheme (Simpson,1926,220).
Even after it was realised that the sale of goods produced in the
workhouse would never show a profit, the Guardians continued in
the main to be conscientious and assiduous in their work
(Butcher,1972,20). . They maintained between three and four hundred
people in one or more workhouses in the eighteenth century, but
by the early nineteenth century.ten times this number were on
outdoor relief (Butcher,1972,15). The large numbers of Irish
labourers who came to Britain for summer work and then, leaving
their wages behind to be sent on afterwards, claimed that they-
were destitute were a particular problem for the Guardians.
Ships bound for Ireland from Bristol were obliged to take with
them a quota of destitute Irish (Butcher,1972,18). A more
general difficulty was shortage of funds. The Guardians were
frequently in financial difficulties as the amount they could
raise through the Poor Rate was limited by law (Tomkins,1962,77-
79 & 86). Bristol was unusual, though not unique, . amongst
eighteenth-century cities in that rather radical institutional
change was effected in response to the changing nature of urban
poverty; but even this response was often inadequate.

The attitudes of these poor and of the mass of petty
traders and artisans towards those who held power in the city are

discussed in Jones (1980) .in his treatment of the Bristol Bridge
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Riot of 1793 and its antecedents. Offenders in earlier food
riots, .turnpike riots and invasions of the city:had been treated
fairly leniently and city officials had taken pains not to
provoke the crowd (see also Malcolmson,1980). In 1793(there was
a distinct change in attitude and the rioters received no
sympathy:at the hands of the city .officials (Jones,1980,91-92).
He draws back from an explicitly suggesting a hardening of
divisions in society along class lines, but it seems that the old
patriciate-plebs attitudes and the traditional structuring of
society were changing, .even if it is not quite clear what was
taking their place..

Beyond the assertion that a patriciate, if not an
aristocracy, existed in Bristol in the later eighteenth century,
the recognition that here as everywhere the problem of poverty
was growing and some suggestions that in certain parishes at
least there were signs of a new social order, it is difficult to
draw any.firm conclusions about divisions in society at this
time. Very little is known of the non-patriciate, except in as
much as they may have formed part of a religious sect and that
they tended to live, .by choice or obligation, .on the edge of the
city. In particular what might be termed the "rising
professional class" ot lawyers, doctors,.Customs and Excise
officials and the like has received remarkably little attention._

The fragmentation of source material and the particularity
of research has directly influenced our perception of Bristol
society at this time. The impression is first of all of a myriad

of small, often religious, .communities within the city. There is
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a very:ready test of such an impression: a more comprehensive
survey . would put these small studies in context and confirm the
extent to which the groups they describe were distinct or
atypical bodies of men. The second impression given is that
society was still structured in rather traditional ways. The
traditional group of the Society of Merchant Véenturers and
merchants in general left documents which invited research; it
is the merchants' cohesion as a traditional body, their dominance
of civwy institutions, their relation to other groups in society
(through spectacular riots or sustained philanthropy) which are
investigvated and the impression gained is, . unsurprisingly, . one
of a society structured on traditional lines.

Of new groups in society astonishingly little is known..
The cultural developments at the spa are investigated only in as
much as they affected the path of high culture in the city and to
determine how far this high culture impinged on traditional
social groups.. The possibility of the emergence of new social
groups in these areas is left unexplored. Instead it is again
assumed that the traditional groups in society are important and
the view that society.was structured in traditional ways is
directly or indirectly confirmed.

It was suggested that the impression of a society
fragmented into tiny groups could be re-examined through a
comprehensive study and the impression of a society structured on
traditional lines can be similarly re-assessed. Such a study
makes no prior assumptions as to the extent or nature of
divisions within society and is necessary both to complement the

work described above and perhaps to force a re-assessment of the
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impressions given, .explicitly or implicity, by such work.

A comprehensive study must rely on relatively comprehensive
sources. Those chosen for this study.are a city directory, a
Poll Book of a parliamentary election and rate and tax returns,
all of which are discussed in the following chapter. These
reveal those external characteristics of a man (his occupation,
place of 'residence, .wealth and voting behaviour) which it was
suggested in Chapter 1 can be accurate indicators of his place in
society and his relations to others in that society. It remains
to present a comprehensive picture of Bristol in the later
eighteenth century and to compare it with the impressions gained
from the works reviewed above in order to move towards a fuller

understanding of Bnstol society at this time..
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Chapter 3«  SOURCES AND METHODS

i) GUIDES AND DIRECTORIES

The Nature and Use of the Source

There has been sustained methodological interest in guides
and directories, printed lists of residents in one town or area,
as historical sources: Goss (1932), Walker (1934),Norton (1950),
Oliver (1964), Davies, Giggs and Herbert (1969), .Law (1972), Page
(1974), Duggan (1975), Shaw (1978 & 1984) and Corfield and Kelly
(1984) are just some of the authors who discuss the nature of the
sources and their usefulness for studies from the seventeenth to
the nineteenth centuries and in several countries including
Britain, .Canada and Germany.

It is unfortunate that this theoretical treatment does not
seem to have been complemented by much empirical work, at least
in this country. The equivalent Addressbuecher are standard
sources in German urban history (see for example projects in
progress at the Institut fir vergleichende Stadtegeschichte zu
Munster), .and Katz has made systematic use of directories in his
work on nineteenth-century North American cities
(Katz1972,1981).

Little comparable work exists for English cities. Wild
(1976) seeks to explore the potential of the directory in a study
of Macclesfield, Leek and Congleton but the study is short and
sketchy. Other authors use parts of directories to answer
particular questions (e.g. McIntyre (19783 & 1981) on early

watering places and Shaw's current work on early retailing (work

70



in progress), but they do not make comprehensive use of the
source.

This neglect of directories is understandable for
nineteenth-century England. Where censuses exists, .the wealth
of material they contain can make other sources redundant. The
directories' main value for the eighteenth-century historian
stems from their relative comprehensiveness and in the nineteenth
century they are obviously eclipsed in this respect by other
sources.,

Ironically, the historian of the eighteenth century; who
has no more comprehensive source to turn to, .finds that the early
directories cannot match those of the nineteenth century in terms
of availability or completeness. Directories were produced for
relatively few towns in the eighteenth century and only
exceptional cities such as Bath have early eighteenth-century
guides. These early guides were often small and sometimes ill-
compiled. Although increasing numbers of guides appeared towards
1800, by no means all towns were covered.

However, .both the enthusiasm of the methodological articles
cited above and, more realistically, the dearth of alternative
sources point to guides and directories as a potentially valuable
source for eighteenth-century: urban history. Because the
difficulties posed by directories as historical sources are
adequately discussed in the papers mentioned above, only specific
problems affecting the use of Sketchley's Bristol Directory of

17715 are discussed below.
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Sketchley's Bristol Directory ot 1(75

James Sketchley, a Bristol publisher, .compiled and produced
the first Bristol directory:in 1775. He had already produced a
directory .for Birmingham and his Bristol guide testifies to his
being comparatively experienced and reliable.. Like other guides,
this one was designed as a commercial venture, to be offered for
sale to Bristolians and strangers to the city who needed details
of the services offered by retailers, tradesmen, merchants,
manufacturers and professional men and officials within the city.

The directory tells us the name (and hence sex), .address
(street and house number, .with a numbering system devised by
Sketchley himself and explained in the preamble) and, .in most
cases, .occupation of those listed. Some individuals also have an
indication of their social status, for example, "Gent.", "Esq."
or "Widow". 4,231 people out of a population of about 55,000
(Little,1954/327) are represented; this is nearly 8% or 1:13:of
the population, .or between 1:2 and 1:3'of the heads of households
for the city (see Corfield (1982,129) .for dicussion of household
size).

The directory obviously includes only selected Bristolians
and lists relatively few women and the "meaner sort of person".
Amongst the economically active it lists relatively many
retailers, merchants and those with a specific skill (legal,
medical, financial etc.) .t-o of fer the public.

The area covered by the directory includes the city

parishes, the city outparishes and the "country parishes" of
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Clifton and Bedminster; in other words the de factg rather than
ge Jjure extent of the city. The Hotwells spa area, . seasonally
full of visitors to the city, is covered by the directory but it
is apparent from the many cases of people offering lodgings in
the area that only the Bristolian landlords and ladies and not
their lodgers were included in the directory.

The information in the directoryiﬁaken to be accurate as
from the preamble and the lists themselves there is evidence that
Sketchley was conscientious and it would have been in his
interests to be as accurate as possible. The name of a man
listed is assumed correct, . subject to spelling errors and
fluctuations. Similarly, his address is accepted as correct,
although street names tended to vary. The directory is taken to
be internally:consistent in locating houses within streets, but
comparison with rate books and tax returns showed that a property
might be located in one street in the directory and in another in
the rates returns. It was not possible to locate 33 out of 388
streets (8.5%) listed in the various sources Usually these were
"courts", "alleys" or "lanes", for example "Blinkerd's Court",
"Cherry Alley" and "Cock and Bottle Lane". Probably these were
back houses either missed out entirely by Sketchley or the rate
collectors or perhaps included in adjoining side or front streets
with more established names. Most commonly, these seem to have
been rather unsavoury areas, whose residents were not approached
by Sketchley, but who received the attention of the rate and tax
collectors.

Fiscal returns automatically show the parish or ward in

which the street lies. There are some streets, however, which
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appear only in Sketchley's directory; it is not immediately known
in which parish they lie and it has not always been possible to
find them on contemporary.street maps. Howevér, the untraceable
streets normally have fewer than five residents listed, so the
total number of:individuals concerned is very small indeed.

The occupation listed in the directory is assumed to be an
accurate description of a person's activity; there is no
predetermined list of craft titles to which an individual must
accommodate the description of his trade - a difficulty with many
guild records - and the information was collected by Sketchley's
"Personal application" (1775, Preface). The individuals
questioned would presumably have wanted to give the public a true
description of the service they offered, and they could state
more than one occupation if they had more. Many people gave two
or three occupations and one James Bazely even has five (see
below). Of course, .individuals, then as now, would have put the
most graceful complexiun on the nature of their work, being
tempted to use an elegant title or not to state an unbecoming
side occupation, but most must have known what they did and have
realised that they stood to gain most custom if they described it
fully and precisely.

The information given in directories is often out of date
when a later edition is merely an unrevised reprint of an earlier
one. Sketchley's 1775 directory was the first for Bristol so
this difficulty.cannot arise and he himself states that the
information was gathered shortly before publication

(Sketchley, 1775, Preface).
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Data Collection Method

The existence of a facsimile reprint of Sketchley's
directory (Kingsmead Press, Bath, 1979) allowed me to work
directly from this source. The information from the directory
was entered on an ICL 2988 computer as a PDS table. This, the
Personal Data System, is a database package which allows the
sorting and combination of data from various tables. Data from
my other two sources were similarly formed into PDS tables (see
below) with the possibility of extracting information, sorting it
by various criteria and displaying it in various combinations, .
together with the obportunity to perform simple arithmetical

functions such as counting and calculating sums and means.

Computer Coding of Sketchley's Directory

In a PDS table the information was entered thus;

Name Sex Occ Occ Occ Occ Occ Status Status St Nature St Nature
of of
B'lding B'lding

1. 2 3 4 5 6 7.8 9 10 11 10 11
Notes;
1. Name; Surname, Christian name or names with

"Sen" and "Jun" where stated
2 Sex; 1=Male, 2=Female

3«7 Occupation; Coded numerically (see Appendix 1)
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8,9 Status;
10,12 Street
& &
11,13 Nature
of
Building

One man in the directory has five
occupations and other cases of double or
multiple occupations exist. Space was
thus allowed to record all occupation
data. For the Poll Book, although each
man has only one occupation given, this
format of five columns of occupations was
kept to for the sake of compatability.
Coded numerically (see Appendix 2)

Coded numerically (see Appendix 3)

Coded numerically (see Appendix 4)

These final four columns are in two pairs
so that, e.g. "Dwelling House, Stokes
Croft; Compting House, Queen Square"

could be sensibly accommodated.

Checks for typing errors were made at each stage to ensure

correct coding of information from all sources.
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Chapter 3t

ii). POLL BOOKS

The Nature and Use of the Source

The British Poll Books produced at parliamentary:'elections
before the 1872 Secret Ballot Act are a well known source for
social and political history:(see e.g. Vincent,1969; Speck,1970;
Drake,1970; Rogers,1973; Morris,1979 & 1984; Speck and
Gray;1981). They:have been used particularly in analysis of
voting patterns in the nineteenth century, when national rather
than local issues came to dominate in Parliamentary elections and
when the question of nascent or actual class consciousness
prompts an interest in the political affiliations of men of
various occupations and differing social ranks (e.g._ Morris
(1979) for nineteenth-century Leeds; Drake (1970).for mid-
Victorian Ashford). They have been relatively neglected as a
source for eighteenth-century history for a number of reasons.

Firstly, there has been less interest in social groupings
and political affiliations at this level in the eighteenth than
in the nineteenth century. This is not, of course, to belittle
the very valuable work done in eighteenth-century political
history as a whole, .but there has been little work aimed at
discovering the political inclinations of the individual voter at
this time. Rudé's work on the Middlesex "Wilkite" elections
stands out as an exception, but even here the central issue is
that of the course of Wilkite radicalism, .not per s¢ that of

groups with common political interests within the community:
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(Rude,1960.1962,1964). Other exceptions are the excellent article
by Rogers (19/3) on Hanoverian London and the very brief
introduction to the reprinted Poll Book in Speck and Gray (1981),
together with work by Americans intevrested in pro-American
feeling amongst English voters (e.g. Sainsbury,1978;
Bradley,forthcoming) and the recent general survey by Phillips
(1982).

A second reason, .and a good one, for the neglect of the
Poll Books as a source for eighteenth-century history is that, .of
course, .before the Great Reform Act the electorate in many places
was too small, too easily persuaded or both to make its voting
behaviour at all unpredictable or interesting. Candidates were
often elected actually or virtually unopposed and choice was
often dictated by local rather than national issues. However,
national issues did sometimes intrude and elections could be
lively, particularly if the electorate were sizeable. The
Middlesex elections studied by Rudé are a clear example of this
and the Bristol election of 1(74, where Burke was elected in a
contest in which 6,000 people voted, seems ripe for study. This
and other work, such as the unpublished study by Serena Kelly on
Nérwich, where 2,000 people voted in the 1784'election, .show that
electorates were not always small, docile and interested only in
purely local affairs. The Poll Bdboks can thus contribute to a
broader study of eighteenth-century political history, and,
through their information on place of residence and occupation of

the voters, .to the general field of social history.
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Bristol Poll Book for the General Election of 1774

Polling in this election took place from 7th October to 3rd
November, 1774 and the Poll Book of the election records the
name and trade of the voters, .together with the way in which they
voted and whether or not they were freeholders. The voters
included many resident outside the city and some resident outside
the country, but these are listed separately in the book and have
been ignored for the purposes of this study. The remainder are
listed by parish, .except for the clergy and the city Corporation,
who are listed under those headings.

The parts of the Poll Book referring to resident
Bristolians contain 3,906 names as Btristol had a particularly
large electorate for the period. The voters form about 7%.of a
population of about 55,000 (Little,1954,327) or, like those
listed in Sketchley's directory, between 1i{2 and 1:3theads of
households (see Corfield,1982,129:on household size). During the
election campaign nearly 24100 extra men are said to have been
placed on the freemen's roll, .the fees' having been paid by the
committees of the rival candidates (Latimer,1893,411)..

Several problems must be considered in assessing the Poll
Book as a source for this study. The first is the location of
individuals within the parishes. The preamble to the book states
that some voters "promiscuously" gathered together to vote and
"so it is probable that some of their names may be set down in
other parishes" (Poll Book, .?17T4,10), i.e. in a parish other
than the one in which they were normally resident. The degree of

error is difficult to estimate, but the contemporary editor
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clearly thinks the problem a relatively minor one ("it is
probable that some...."), though significant enough to mention.

A further difficulty is the extent to which the stated
occupation of an individual reflects his actual occupation. The
preamble notes that occupation is given precisely as it was
entered in the copy of the voter's freedom of the city Poll Bdok,
?21774,10).. There is clearly no guarantee that this has remained
unchanged in the interim, .but comparison with the directory, .for
which given occupation is presumed correct at the time of
publication in 1775, offers an opportunity to check the
information._

The voters of Bristol covered a wide social spectrum,
ranging from those who are listed simply as "Gentleman" or
"Esquire", to several who give their occupation as "Labourer"”,
though it is not precisely clear what "Labourer" in this context
means. The procedures for admission to the city freedom were
clarified in 1607, but were in effect the normal routes of
patrimony, matrimony, servitude and by a vote of the Council,
with or without payment of a fine (Latimer,1900,3#).. Throughout
the seventeenth century the city authorities had periodic purges
of "foreigners", who were trading or practising their craft
within the city; the last of these purges came in the early
eighteenth century, .following a by-law of 1696 (Latimer,1893,21).
To balance the enforcement of these archaic statutes, the city
had a liberal policy of admission to the freedom, often allowing
men to become free without the payment of a fine, .if there were

no-one else in the city practising their particular trade. The
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net result is that in 1775 there was an unusually large body of
freemen in a wide variety of trades. Since in Bristol the
admission to the freedom was unrelated to membership of a city
company, men were entered on the Freemen's rolls, and hence in
the Poll Book, under the trade they were in fact practising
without being circumscribed by -the fixed categories of a guild
nomenclature.. Thus, .unless a man had changed his occupation
since he became free, occupation given in the Poll Bbok can be
presumed accurate.._

The two thousand men made free during the election were
admitted in very dubious ways; for example, many derived their
right to become free by marrying daughters of freemen and
separating immediately after the service (Latimer,1893,411).
This does not invalidate information in the Poll Book which
relates to them. If anything it will be more up to date and
reflect actual occupation more accurately than that which relates
to established freemen.

Despite the large numbers of voters and wide spectrum of
trades and classes present, the Poll Bbok remains a socially
selective source. The clarification of the rules of entry in
1607 stated that sons or daughters of freemen could become free,
and freedom by apprenticeship was presumably open to both sexes
(Latimer,1900,34); but women were not entitled to vote, and
hence do not appear in the Poll Book. Despite the inclusion of
many men in humble trades, it remains true that the poorest would
have been unable to afford the entry fine for the freedom, would
have been unlikely to marry advantageously into a freeman's

family, would have had fathers who were unfree and would not have
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served as apprentices, .often because the premium would have
been too high. Conversely, .all those who voted by reason of
their having freehold land within the city would be of a
relatively high status, and this again reduces the proportion of
poor voters. The coverage in social terms may well have been
widened by the candidates' committees paying entry fines for
those unable to pay for themselves. .

Since tradesmen were no longer compelled to become free of
the city before they could practise their craft in Bristol, an
undeterminable number of potential freemen would be excluded
from the study simply from their lack of interest in the
tradicional social customs or the political life of the city.
There would also have been men qualified to vote, .but who did not
choose to do so or who were unable to do so.. It is impossible to
estimate the number and status of those thus affected, .beyond
pointing out that many sailors from this large port would have
been at sea..

These provisos notwithstanding, the 1774 Poll Book is a

useful source and relatively few problems arose in its use.

Note on "Freeholders"; After 562 names in the Poll Book the
letters "Fr" appear. These men often have an occupation or are
listed as "Esq." as well, but occasionally the "Fr" appears
alone. The significance of this is not wholly clear. 1In a
second publisher's version of the Poll Book (Anon,Bristol,1774)
this symbol appears as "Fr in (name of parish)". This was

originally thought to distinguish the fact that the man held
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freehold land in one parish but was voting in another; for
example, in the list for the Parish of St._ A might be "John
Smith, Fr in St. B's parish" . However, this was subsequently
found not to be the case as there were other examples where under
St. C's parish a man might be listed as "William Brown, Fr in
St. C's parish". "Fr" must stand for "Freeholder" - it cannot be
"Freeman" or all the voters would be so distinguiﬁ?d - but it
seems that not all freeholders were listed as such; for example, .
of the Corporation, .neither the Mayor nor any of the Aldermen had
this title. The entries, however, were noted and "Freeholder"
entered under the status category, even though it seemed clear
that some of those without this description would have been

entitled to it.
Data Collection Method

The data were transcribed from the original edition of the
Poll Bdok (printed by William Pine in Bristol,probably 1774 or
1775). Only the sections covering voters from city parishes and
the outparishes of Clifton and Bedminster, together with the
lists of Corporation members and the clergymen voters who held
livings within the city and city outparishes were used. Sections
showing voters from other parts of the country and from foreign

countries were ignored.



Computer Coding ofthe Poll Book

In a PDS table information was recorded thus;

Name Sex Occ Occ Occ Occ Ocec Status Status Vote Vote Parish

1 2 3+ 4 5 6 7. 8 9 10 11. 12

Notes;

1 Name; Surname, .Christian name or names.

2 Sex; 1=Male, 2:=Female

3T Occupation; Coded numerically (see Appendix 1).
8, 9. Status; Coded numerically (see Appendix 2)
10,11 Vote 1zVote, 2=No Vote for each of the

four candidates.
12 Parish Coded numerically (see Appendix 5)
Temple Ward, .the Clergy and the
Corporation are treated as

"parishes".
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Chapter 3t

iii) .ASSESSED TAXES: LOCAL RATES AND THE WINDOW AND LAND TAXES

The Nature and Use of the Source

Comparatively little is known of the worth of assessed
taxes for historical research. There has been some discussion of
local taxation in the literature, but the focus is generally not
on the use of assessments as historical evidence. The Webbs
(1906 & 1908) and Keith-Lucas (1980), for example, discuss the
part the rating system played in local government, and Cannan
(1912) . considers the rates "in Relation to the Proper
Distribution of the Burden of Taxation". Béckett (1980) examines
in more detail the precise conditions under which they were
collected and assessed, .exact definitions of terms and so on.
Ward's studies (1953:& 1963) form the standard reference works
for the Window and Land Taxes, .and they consider both the
development of the taxation system and the use of tax returns as
historical sources.

Little use has been made of rate and tax returns in
eighteenth-century urban history.. The tax most commonly used in
urban history:has been the seventeeth-century Hearth Tax, . whose
returns have been used by Butlin (1965) for Dublin; by Langton
(1975) for Newcastle, Dublin and Exeter; by Power (1971 & 1972)
for London; and by Hibberd (1981) for York amongst others.

The Poor Rate, the only rate levied in many areas, has been
used to investigate the incidence of poverty, but mainly for the
seventeenth (e.g. Slack,1977 for Bristol) or the nineteenth

centuries (e.g.Williams,1981). An attempt to use other rates to
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draw up "status areas" in Edinburgh is confined to the period
1855-1962 (George,1971 & 1979).

Very little is known of the value of eighteenth-century
rates and taxes as historical sources. Corfield states
categorically that "the stereotyped nature of eighteenth-century
tax assessments precludes use of fiscal data from national
sources" in the study of eighteenth-century Norwich (1976,221);
yet Rudé's studies of Hanoverian London and Middlesex, which take
Land Tax and Poor Rate returns as their main fiscal sources, .are
widely respected (Rudé,1960,1962,1964 & 1971). Similarly,
Schwarz makes sensitive use of an 1810 Income Tax return in a
study of late eighteenth-century London (1979). His statement,
however, . that for eigh.eenth-century rates and taxes "little is
known beyond general impressions" (1979,80) still holds and the

following discussion aims to clarify the situation a little.

Bristol City Rates

In Bristol there was a long-standing tendency on the part
of the Corporation to obtain local Acts of Parliament which
increased its own functions by the provision of amenities, such
as bridges and sewers, and of services, such as street lighting
and a night watch. These services were financed, sometimes
unpopularly, not by the proceeds from municipal property, but by
local rates comprising in 17T4/5 a Lamping and Scavenging Rate
(under 171 & 12 William III c.23; 1700); a Watching Rate (under 28

George III c.32, 1755); a Pitching and Paving Rate (also under 11
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& 12 William III c.23, 1700); and a Bridge Tax (under 33.George
IT c.52, 179%9). A Sewer Rate was levied on the 269.people served
by a particular sewer. In addition, .a Poor Rate was imposed
under 7 & 8 William III c¢.32, 1696, which established an
Incorporation of the Poor, .in whom was vested the duty of caring
for the poor of the entire city.

Many rate collectors'- books are extant for the city
parishes, the Liberty of Castle Precincts and Trinity and Temple
wards. Unfortunately, no returns exist for Clifton before 1789
(and this only a Church Rate in which properties are not listed
by street).

All extant city rate collectors' books for 1774-5, together
with some additional books for other years have been examined
(Table 3:1).

Table 3t1: Rate and Tax Returns Used

Rates Parishes
Taies 1.2 3¢4 5 67 8 910 11.12 13¢14 15 16°17:18 19
Poor 1 T 1 1 1 1 1. 1 1.
Lamp T 1 1 111 1T 1 1 1
Pitch 1
Watch 1. 1. 1. 1.1 1T 1 1 1
Sewer 1 1 1
Widow 1. 1 1.

~
Land 1 1 2 U A N A A A I I B N I
Notes;

Columns 1-19; These numbers refer to Parisn codes (see Appendix
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5). 1.= Rate or Tax return extant and used in study.

Information given includes the name of the person paying the
rate; a "Real" or "Rent" value (essentially the rateable value of
the property, but see later discussion); the amount of money
collected and occasionally other information such as other
rateable assets ("stocks" or "personal estate"); the nature of
the property ("tenement", ."stable", ."lott"); the condition of the
property ("ruined",."void", "under construction"); and
information relating to the payer of the rate ("poor", "widow").
The use of the rate collectors' books as an historical
source raises a number of questions. Firstly, does the basis for
rate assessment and/or collection vary from one parish to the
next? This is important as it is hoped to compare rates for
different parishes. The rates were, it seems, administered by
various bodies, but it is important to note that the city of
Bristol was treated as a unit for all rating purposes; even the
Poor Rate had been brought into line with the setting up of the
Incorporation of the Poor in 1696. This contrasts with the
position in many other cities where individual parish Veéstries
administered the Poor Rate. The total amount needed for a
particular purpose (watching, .lighting, etc.) for a year or half
year was fixed and then expressed as a rate in the pound which,
based on the previous year's assessments, . would yield this sum.
The rates were levied by city bodies, such as the Incorporation
of the Poor, but assessed and administered locally by parish
officials in the case, .for example, .of the Lamping and Scavenging

Rate, or by ward officials, for example, the Chief Constable of
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each ward, .in the case of the Watching Rate. In practice, .the
collectors' books show that similar or even the same people
collected all the rates except the Watching Rate, .working parish
by parish. (The Watching Rate caused some problems in computer
storing of ‘the information because of the overlap of wards and
parishes, but see later discussion of this issue.)

The assesments were intended to be comparable from one area
of the city:to the next. 7 & 8 William III c.32:states that the
Poor Rate is to be a "Taxation of every inhabitant and of all
Lands, Houses, Tythes inappropriate, appropriation of tythes and
all stocks and estates in equal proportion according to their
respective worth and value". Similarly, 28 George II c.32 states
that, .to provide a watch, ."an equal rate" is to be levied on
occupiers of lands and properties, .again suggesting comparability
of assessments from various parts of the city.

Bécause the Acts instituting or amending rate collection
are all eighteenth-century ones and often are very close to the
study date of 17T4/5, no complication arises from assessments
having been fixeu centuries earlier and not revised to reflect
changing land values. Clifton in Bristol was a notorious example
of this in its Land Tax assessments (Beckett,1980,24). These
assessments had been fixed when the parish contained only
agricultural land and they were not adjusted when it became an
elegant residential area. The city rates appear to have been
regularly revised so that assessments reflected current values in
each parish and were comparable throughout the city.

A second question is this; what precisely was liable to be

rated? The quotation from 7 & 8 William III c.32 above suggests
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a formula common to many rates. In practice, the rating of
stocks, presumably:valuable in the case of many city merchants,
was carried out under a separate heading of "stocks in trade"
only in extremely isolated cases, and these have been ignored for
the purposes of the study. Further complications however arise.
28 George II c.32 for the Watching Rate stipulates that the rate
will be levied with "regard being had...as well to the abiiities
of the occupiers of such houses etc. as to the yearly value of
them". The rateable value ceases, then, .to be based solely on the
quality:of the property. One would expect the wealth of the
occupants to be reflected in the rateable value of their house,
but not for that wealth to contribute directly to the calculation
of the rate.. This problem is also raised under 11 & 12 William
III c.23:where pitching, paving and cleansing of the streets are
to be paid for by a rate upon the inhabitants "according to their
general abilities". 6'George III c.34!'states that the Sewer Rate
is to be levied "in proportion to the yearly rent or value of
such houses etc." belonging to those served by the sewer in
question, and thus returns to a strictly property-based
assessment.

There is no way of telling precisely what was liable to be
rated, but the returns make it clear that the rates were
essentially based on the worth of a property, with considerations
of "stocks" or the "general abilities" of the ratepayer being
ignored or subsumed under a general category labelled "Rent" or
"Real',

A third problem concerns the precise meaning of these terms
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"Rent" or "Real", written at the head of the column under which
assessments werenoted. One would expect "Real" to mean "real
estate" and to be an estimation of the worth of the property as a
capital asset, whilst "Rent" might be expected to mean the amount
per gnnum which the property could bring in "at rack rent". In
fact, the two seem to be used interchangeably and may best be
thought of as the rateable value of the property.

A fourth consideration is the nature of exemptions from
payment. These, where made, were on strictly property-based
grounds. 28 George II c.32iexempts from the Watching Rate
dwelling houses under the value of LT7:p.g. rack rent and
tenements under the value of L1Q p.a. rack rent. Other rate Acts
make no exemptions; 22 George II c.20 for the Lamping Rate makes
no mention of special treatment for the poor. The existence of
these exemption clauses will, unfortunately, reduce information
relating to the poor. However, many poor people are listed in
the returns, .sometimes with no information beyond that of address
and the label "poor", but sometimes with an assessment and a note
that the rate was not levied..

Beckett suggests that it was not always clear whether or
not industrial buildings were exempted from the rates
(Beckett,1980,24). In Bristol, however, notes indicating that
buildings were "Glasshouses", . "Mills", "Sulphur Houses",
"Warehouses" and so on were frequently to be found. Land, too,
was sometimes identified as being used for purposes other than
domestic; "Yard", "Wharf", "Garden" (i.e. "market garden") are
amongst those noted.

Evasion of the rates is, of course, another matter.
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Beckett remarks that, as Bristol had so many small parishes, .
boundary anomalies resulted in "massive evasions"
(Beckett,1980,20). Certainly, the collectors were not always
sure where boundaries ran, .but the final rate and tax file
contains the names of 6,700 heads of households who were rated
and/or taxed, compared with about 4;000 each in the Poll Bbéok and
directory, so that evasion cannot have been an overwhelming
problem.

A final and extremely important consideration is whether it
was a non-resident owner or the occupier of a property who paid
the rate and thus who is listed in the Collectors' Books.
Recourse to the Acts authorising levy of rates should clarify the
point, but, .as before, .the wording in them is vague and often
varies from Act to Act. 28 George III c.32: states that the
Watching Rate is to be levied on "persons who inhabit, bold,
gccupy or enigy land, house, shop, .warehouse or other tenement"
(my italies); this could equally well mean non-resident owner as
occupier. 6'Geéorge III c.34'in its treatment of occupancy of
houses for part-years makes it clear that it is the occupier of
the property who shall pay the rate. It goes on to state that,
when the occupiers have paid the rate, landlords shall deduct the
amount paid from rent owing. Tenants, then, are to hand over
money to the collectors (i.e._ "pay"” in our sense of being
recorded as payer in the returns), whilst the landlords finally
foot the bill, though their contribution is unrecorded.. However,
the Act adds to the confusion by stipulating that, if houses are

empty, the owner is to pay:the rate, and the wording is not at
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all clear in its treatment of houses with many tenants, simply
stating that the rate "shall be paid by one or more of the
Tenants or Occupiers of such houses" (6 George III c.34). 338«
George II c.52:states that the tenant or occupier is to pay:the
Bridge Tax, only half of which is recoverable against rent due;
but, .on the issue of multiple occupancy, .it unhelpfully
stipulates that "tne whole house shall be chargea with the whole
rate" and that the tenants shall refund the payer accordingly.
This last principle provides no clue as to who will be recordea
as the payer.

It is clear, after examination of all the Acts and
Collectors' Bbooks, that it is in most cases the occupier rather
than the owner who is recorded as the payer of the rate, .although
the two classes of "owner" and "occupier" are not mutually
exclusive. This assumption is confirmed by the Land Tax Book of
1775 for St. James' Outparish. This gives the names of both the
occupiers and the owner of each property; in the rate books, .
which cover the same streets and which list only:.one name, .it is
that of the occupier.

There are cases, .however, .where one name occurs a number of
times, often within one street or in adjoining streets.
Sometimes entries refer to different types of property, e.g.
"Dwelling House", "Loft", "Coach House" etc., but sometimes no
such explanatory details are given and it is not clear whether
the ratepayer used all the buildings himself or merely owned them
and was charged personally for the rates for unspecified reasons..

Sometimes the owner is recorded as the payer, and this is

made clear with details such as "Mr.Jones for William Smith",
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where Jones was the owner and Smith the occupier, or
"Mr.Robinson's Tenements". Often one book gives just
"Mr.Robinson's Tenements", but is complemented by another, .
obviously referring to the same building, which lists all the
occupants separately (see below for fuller treatment of these two
points).. Where the tenant was too poor to pay it seems not to be
the case that the owner is listed.. Rather '"Widow Roberts, Poor"
appears, .together with an assessment of "Rent'" and a note that no
payment was made. .

If a property were empty the owner was charged and hence
listed; a note "Void" or "Ruined" sometimes appears in these
cases. Perhaps this is the meaning of entries such as "Smith,
late Jones". This normally seems to imply that Jones was the
previous occupier, Smith the current one, but it could
conceivably mean that Smith, having previously let his house to
Jones, paid the rate on his now empty house himself.

In short, one cannot say categorically that all names
recorded were occupiers of the properties. This does, . however,
seem to be true in most cases and, .where two names exist, the
principles outlined above have been used to distinguish as far as
possible the resident, whether owner or not. Neither those who
drew . up the Acts nor the rate collectors had a very precise idea
of the procedures to be followed.. A certain degree of confusion
and vagueness is then inevitable and no amount of careful study
can eliminate inherent inaccuracies: one can hope only to avoid

creating further confusion.
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National Taxes; the Window and Land Taxes in Bristol

The Land Tax was established under 4:William and Mary c.1.
in 1693+'and was designed as a general income tax. Apart from
taxes on offices of profit, .goods and stocks and so on, which
were charged separately, all incomes from land were to be taxed
at 4/- in the pound at the rack rent, without respect to repairs,
taxes, parish duties or other taxes. The tax was to be paid by
the tenant and deducted from rent due (Ward,19534,6'& T).. This
Land Tax proved very:difficult to administer and it was agreed to
fix quotas for each county (Ward,1953,22), .so that the figure
which appeared under the heading "Rent" in the returns would
reflect not so much the economic rent of the property, .but a
proportion of a predetermined overall sum. Where the quota for a
place was high, houses were charged at the rack rent and even
empty buildings were charged; where the fixed quota was low,
collectors were altogether more lenient (Ward 1953495)..

It was notorious that some areas, even those where land
values had changed significantly, had not had their quotas
revised (Ward,1953,96). The anomalous assessments for Clifton in
Bristol have already been mentioned, .but these returns have not
been used in the study.

Under the Window Tax, revised in 1747, cottages, i.e..
houses exempt from Poor and Church Rates were not taxed. On other
houses there was a basic charge of 2/~ and then houses with 15-19
windows paid 9d. per window and those with more than 20 windows
were to pay:a shilling per window. Unlike the Land Tax, .there was

no quota system and the Window Tax assessments were in theory
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up: to date and comparable with others for different areas
(Ward,196343:& 8).

Tales of corruption in the administration of the Window and
Land Taxes were legion. The parish assessors were independent of
Treasury appointment and had absolute discretion in deciding
appeals and settling the rates. Corruption abounded with
assessors reported to be excusing whom they chose or entirely
failing to make surveys of the areas under their jurisdiction
(Ward,1963,1-7).

In theory these taxes seem to be far less promising a
source than the city rates. The Window Tax poses the fundamental
problem that assessments are recorded in terms of number of
windows, not "Rent". Whilst the worth of dwelling houses is
roughly in proportion to the number of windows they have, the
relationship breaks down in the case of industrial or commercial
buildings, and the usefulness of the returns as historical
sources is greatly reduced. The Land Tax, .however, has proved on
many grounds to be the best of the fiscal sources used in this
study, .despite the infamy it enjoyed in the eighteenth century as
a fund-raising device and the suspicion with which it is regarded
by :most historians today.

Apart from the fact that it is far more comprehensive than
any other rate or tax (see later discussion), the Land Tax in
Bristol seems to have been collected more carefully and
conscientiously than any other levy. Returns showed that the
Land Tax Collectors had visited back courts and tenements and,

even where their occupai.cs were not liable for tax, their names
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and condition (e.g."poor", "poor widow") were noted. Where rate
collectors simply wrote "Mr.Smith's 13/ Tenements - under the
rate", Land Tax Collectors recorded exact details. Similarly
they sometimes gave details of both occupiers and owners of
buildings, .an important guide in the decision to regard payers as
occupiers (see above), and further evidence of the
conscientiousness of the Land Tax Officials.

As to misgivings over the meaning of "Rent" under a system
where quotas were fixed years previously, comparison with rate
assessments did indeed show the Land Tax to have generally lower
"Rent" values for identical buildings. This, .though, does not
necessarily invalidate their use. There was enough variation in
the "Rent" amounts to make it clear that "Rent" had not ceased to
reflect the worth of the property, .even though it was not current
rack rent.. Of course, if a quota is fixed for each place and
thus "Rent" represents only a proportion of that fixed sum,
comparison from one place to another should not be attempted. The
city of Bristol, however, was treated as a unit for Land Tax
purposes (Ward,1953,90 & 96), and so "Rent" values within it
should be as comparable with one another as if they had actually

represented rack rent.
Nominal Record Linkage of Rate and Tax Returns

This was done by hand from the original returns at the
Bristol Record Office and caused comparatively few problems. The
returns used are listed in Table 3t1. A schedule was drawn up

for each street with rows for the ratepayers and columns for the

amounts of "Rent" assessed under various taxes.
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Collectors proved to have worked systematically and, though
they sometimes moved in opposite directions along streets or
crossed streets at different points, the order in which the names
appear in the returns reflects this systematic approach. It was
thus easy to identify individual properties and hence to devise
procedures to cope with changing occupiers.

As can be seen from Table 3:1, the nearest extant return
to 17T4/5 for each rate in each parish was used, but some
flexibility was necessary if a reasonable number of returns were
to be used.. A high turnover of population in many areas was to
be expected and might have caused difficulties if, for example,
one were attempting to record on the same schedule for Street S
returns under a Poor Rate for 1774/5, a Lamping Rate for 1775 and
a Pitching Rate for 1776. Because individual properties were
readily identifiable, however, .few problems arose. Thus if
Charles A were recorded in 17T4/5 as the occupier of house H,
whilst a 1776 return showed a Jacob B 1living in the same house, .
the name Charles A was recorded as he was the resident at the
1774/5 study date.. The "Rent" recorded under the 1776’ return for
the property was entered beside Charles A's name since it
referred to the property in question.

The difference in dates of records caused other minor
difficulties. Sometimes where a 1774/5 return showed "Jonn
Smith", a 1775/6 return showed "Mrs.Smith, Widow of John". The
name John Smith was recorded as being closer to the year in
question.. Similarly, where an entry read "Jones late Brown" the

entry more representative of 1(74/5 was chosen. Thus if this
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entry were made in a 1774 return, "Jones" was recorded; if it
were made in 1776, "Brown" was listed.

Other discrepancies amongst data were found.. Occasionally,
different assessments show ditferent members of one family as the
ratepayer; e.g., 177T4/5 Poor Rate "William Jenkins"; 1/74/5
Watching Rate "James Jenkins". Here both names were recorded,
vizs "Jenkins, William and James". It was thought extremely
unlikely that confusion amongst households would arise in this
way; it was more probable that the collectors wrote down the
person from whom they received payment and that this was
sometimes a member of the household other than its head.

Some entries were adjusted to try to register the resident
rather than the owner where two names were given. Thus "Mr.Jones
for Robinson" was presumed to mean that Jones, .the owner, was
paying directly, in place of his tenant Robinson. This suspicion
was supported by the use of the title "Mr." for the man assumed
to be the landlord and the lack of any such courtesy title for
the assumed tenant, .and also by such clusters of entries as;

"Mr.Jones for X

Mr.Jones for Y
Mr.Jones for ZV

where it seems clear that Mr.Jones is the landlord and X, Y
and Zthis tenants. One cannot be sure that collectors invariably
recorded the tenants' names where a non-resident owner paid the
rate, .but this seems often to have been the case.

After all rate and tax entries had been combined to give
some U450 schedules, each referring to one street and recording

assessment made under all the various rates and taxes, it was
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discovered that some blocks of houses were assessed in one street
for one rate and in another for a second. Sketchley's directory
was used to combine such entries and assign them to one of the
streets. More difficult were the cases e.g.. St. Peter Street for
which the same group of houses was assigned in one return to St..
Mary le Port parish and in another to St.. Peter's parish.
Somewhat arbitrarily, but with the aid of contemporary maps, this
and similar streets were assigned to one of the parishes named.
It was realised that this might later affect statistics drawn up
parish by parish and complicate matching with, for example, the
Poll Book, which gives residence by parish, but it was felt to be
the most sensible course of action. A note was kept of this and

all other adjustments to the data..
Computer Coding of Rates and Tax Data

There was now a set of schedules for streets covering
mutually exclusive blocks of houses for which all relevant "Rent"
values had been noted. A file was then created on a VAX computer
to allow statistical manipulation of the data and information was
recorded thus,

Name Sex Occ Sta Sta PR LR PR WR SR WT LT Nature Nature St Pa

of of
B'ding B'ding

1. 2 3. 4 5 67 8 9 1011 12 13 14 15 16"
Notes

1. Name Surname, .Christian name or names

2 Sex 1=Male, 2=Female

31 Occupation Coded numerically (see Appendix 1) .
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10
1
12

13,14

15
16°

Status
PR
LR
PR
WR
SR
WT

LT

Nature
of
Building
Street

Parish

Coded numerically (see Appendix 2)

Poor Rate or Poor Rate and Bridge Tax:
Lamping and Scavenging Rate

Pitching and Paving Rate

Watching Rate

Sewer Rate

Window Tax

Land Tax

Columns 6-10 & 12 show amount of "Rent"
in Ls i.e. 001,50 = L1 10/~. Column 11
shows number of windows listed.

Coded numerically (see Appendix 4) .

Coded numerically (see Appendix 3)

Coded numerically (see Appendix 5)
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The Nature of '‘the Data

The VAX:file was analysed to investigate the disposition of

the data.

Table 3t2: Statistical Description of the Fiscal Data

1. 2 31 ot 5 6 T. 8 9
Laber No.. %. No.. %. Lowest Highest Mean Stand.
Good Good Missing Missing Score Score Dev.

Cases Cases Cases Cases

Poor 1642 24,4 5093 75.6° 1,00 500.00 1Q.63. 15.02
Lamp 2844 42,2 3891. 57.8 0.14 500.00 16.04 17.60
Pitch 285 4.2 6450 95.8 5.00 70.00 16.50 10.59
Watch 1590 23.6° 5145 76.4" 0.14 100.00 18.74 14.06°
Sewer 269 4.0 6466 9.0 0.06° 70.00 1320 11,50
Window &M3. 7.6° 6092  90.4* 1. 60 12.18  T.19
Land 3780 56.1. 2955 4349 0.00 100.00 6.84 8.52

Notes;

Column 2; Number of good cases i.e. cases in the file for which
datum ("Rent" value or number of widows, as appropriate) is
present. .

Column 3§ Number of good cases as a percentage of the total
number of cases (6,735%).

Column 4! Number of missing cases i.e. cases in the file for
which datum ("Rent" value or number of windows, as appropriate)
is absent.

Column 5; Number of missing cases as a percentege of the total

number of cases (6,735%).
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Columns 6=9; Values are in pounds or number of windows, as

appropriate.
Table 3131 Distribution of the Fiscal Data

Poor Lamp Pitch Watch Sewer Window Land
Poor 1642 679 231. 215 16" 185 659
Lamp 679 2843 205 537 161 . 427 1839

Pitch 231 265 285 0 11 1 1
Watch 215 537 0 1590 2 415 521
Sewer 16" 161 11 2 269 5 156"
Window 185 427 1 415 5 643: 518
Land 659 1839 1. 521. 156° 518 3780

The facts that strike one immediately from Tables 3:2¢ and 3t3
are firstly, .the large total number of cases (6,735, that is 12%.
of the population of about 55,000 (Little,1954,327) or between
1:155 and 1:2 heads of households (Corfield,1982,129)), but
secondly the large number of missing entries. Only the Land Tax
has entries for over half the cases and the

Pitching and Sewer Rates have entries for fewer than 5% of the
cases. .

Combined with the overall lack of data is their very uneven
distribution in the file. In this respect tne Pitching Rate is
most at fault. Of its small total number of entries (285),
almost all are for cases for which Poor Rate and Lamp Rate data
are also present, but the overlap with the other taxes and rates
is non-existent (Pitching /\ Watching) or virtually so (Pitching

/\ Sewer, Pitching /\ Window and Pitching /\ Land). This is
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because so few Pitching Rate books survive; the only extant book
for the study date is for 1776'in St. Augustine's parish (Table
3t1), which has other records only for the Poor and Lamping
Rates. That thirteen entries under the Pitching Rate for St.
Augustine are found to overlap with rates or taxes for other
parishes merely indicates uncertainty in the minds of collectors
over parish boundaries.

Watching Rate returns were made for wards rather than
parishes and it was difficult to match these returns with others.
St. John's parish and Trinty ward overlap to a limited extent.
Thus, .despite a relatively high total number of entries (1,590,
overlap with other returns is often problematically small. There
are only 215.cases in the subset Watch /\ Poor, although there
are 1,642 Poor Rate entries, and in the subset Watch /\ Land
there are only 520 entries, despite the existence of 3,780 Land
Tax entries.

Overall lack of coincidence with the Land Tax seems to be
partly due to the different principles of collection (for
example, a return exists for St.  James Outparish whose
inhabitants were not liable for the city rates); partly because
returns have survived for otherwise ill-served parishes such as
St. Leonard, St. Werburgh and St. Nicholas; and partly because
more poor people are mentioned in the Land Tax béoks than in any
others. This last is shown too in the range of values recorded
in the returns (Table 3:12). For the Land Tax, whilst the highest
assessment of L100 is high, the lowest assessment is LO and the

mean value at L6:84'is extremely low, nearly half as low as the
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next lowest vizs the Sewer Rate with a mean value of L13.20.
This statistical description confirms the impression gained from
a reading of the returns; it was noticeable how many of those
recorded in Land Tax books were "Poor" or 1iving in "Tenements"
or whose assessments were in shillings and pence rather than the
normal pounds.

One must conclude that to use any one rate or tax as a
wealth indicator would be unwise. The obvious choice would be
the Land Tax which survives for 16'out of 20 parishes and lists
34780 taxpayers. Yet this would be to discard the 2,955.cases
for which we have data but no Land Tax returns, would skew the
evidence in favour of the poor and would mean the use of the
source of whicn one would g priori be most wary. It would, .too,
have been to ignore the opportunity which nominal record linkage
gives for creating new sources from records which are
individually useless but collectively usable.

The decision was made therefore to use all the rates and
taxes except the Window Tax. This last was discarded as it had
entries for the smallest number of cases (243:or 3i6%.of the
total) and recorded number of windows rather than "Rent". In
short, whilst it had been a useful exercise to compare it with
the other sources, the Tax appeared at this stage to create more

was
trouble than it was worth and igkrejected._

Incompatability of the Data

It seemed desirable to use all available data, but it was
necessary to check how far returns made under one rate or tax

were comparable with those made under another. Each rate and tax
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should have been consistent within itself, but it was important
to determine whether "Rent" values remained constant or varied in
constant proportion from one rate or tax to the next; that is
whether the rates and taxes were consistent one with another.

This was manifestly not the case (Table 3:i4).

Table 3:4: The Incompatability of "Rent" Values

CASTLE STREET, .CASTLE PRECINCTS

Lamp and Watching Land Tax

Scavenging Rate

Rate
Name 17T4/5 17T4/5 1775
Dagg, Apel 16 14 6
Chambers, .Charles 12 12 5
Bray, .Robert 16" 12 9
Lawson, .Robert 21 20 9
Taylor, Thomas 14 14 6

All figures represent "Rent" values in pounds.

It must be stressed that this is a particularly bad example or
else one would feel entirely discouraged; but other entries are
discrepant, if not quite so badly, and the fact remains that if
we have a Mr. Jones for whom we have only a Poor Rate assessment
we have no immediate way:of comparing his "Rent" with that of Mr.
Smith for whom we have only a Lamping Rate assessment.

Table 3t4 may have been discouraging, but, like the
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preceding statistical analysis, .it vindicates the decision to use
all available data rather than deciding g prigri that one source
is more useful than the others. By showing the precise nature of
the shortcomings in the data we are left with two alternatives;
either to declare the data totally unreliable and discard them
altogether, or to declare them potentially useful if carefully
adjusted.

It was decided to persevere if a practicable and
justifiable method could be found to adapt the data. That there
is no alternative material and that the question of the
distribution of wealth is an important one obviously influence
the decision. The method of data substitution is described fully
below to enable others to form their own judgement on whether

this decision was the right one..
Estimating Rate and Tax Data

There exist 6,735 cases (i.e. rows in the matrix) such that
there is a maximum of six possible entries (columns) .for each
case (row). In other words, the six thousand odd rateable and/or
taxable properties within the city may have "Rent" values
entered for one, .two, three, .four, five or six rates/taxes.

The object was to provide for each case one adjusted figure
to allow comparison amongst cases. The adjusted figure was to
be derived by the most statistically satisfactory means, bearing
in mind that the vast amount of missing data and the non-random
distribution of the data would make some desirable statistical

procedures impossible.
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BMDP

It was decided to run a programme under PAM from BMDP
(Biomedical Computer Programs P-Series, 1977, .University of
California at Los Angeles). This programme is designed to
describe the pattern of missing data and to replace missing
values with estimated ones.

Available methods were, firstly, mean substitution whereby
the mean of, for example, all Poor Rate entries would be
calculated and substituted wherever an entry in this column was
missing. This was rejected since it would have minimised
differences amongst cases. As it was hoped later to investigate
these differences, .the chosen substitution method had to preserve
variation amongst cases whilst reducing the lack of comparability
within each case.

Second, a simple regression programme was offered. One
variable could be declared the independent variable, all others
could be regressed on it and the resultant regression equations
used to generate values of the missing cases. The obvious choice
as the independent variable would have been the Land Tax wnicn
has the most entries. The estimated values would then
essentially havé been corrected Land Tax figures. This was felt
to be less than ideal since the selection of the independent
variable would have been purely arbitrary and, .given the overall
lack of data and their patchy distribution, it seemed perverse
not to use as many as possible to produce substitute values.

Finally, a multiple regression programme was run to regress

all entries for one variable on all entries of all other
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variables and to estimate missing values for all empty cells in
the 6,735 x 6'matrix using the resultant step-wise regression
equations. Under BMDP - PAM, however, the programme failed as

there were insufficient data for some of the variables.

P-STAT

This, the Princeton Statistical System (1978), is a more
flexible package which can handle large incomplete datasets, but
multiple regression programmes have to be written and run in
several stages outlined below. The BMDP package had the
advantage that one command could have solved the problem, .had the
data not been so incomplete.

Step 1: A frequency matrix was drawn up such that 1zdatum
present, 2=-datum absent. Columns were given values of
32, 16, 8, 4, 2 and 1 under a binary numbering system. 64 (2 )
possible entry patterns exist and are numbered thus;

Pattern 1 .= Array 00 0 0 0 1.

viz: cases with entries for Land Tax only

Pattern 5 = Array 0 0 0 1.0 1.

viz: cases with entries for the Watching Rate and Land Tax but
for no other rate or tax

ete..

109



Table 3:5:

1. 2a

Frequency Table of Original Fiscal Data File

2b 2c 2d 2e

Pattern Poor Lamp Pitch Watch Sewer

Number

ooV E=WwWwnN -0

11

17
18
19
20
21.
24
26"
32
33

36"
37

48
49
52
53.
55
56°
58

SN N G G G e e Yoo o NoNoloNoNeoo oo oo o No o)

Notes;

Column 1;

__\_.'_._.'_.'__‘._.oooooo'_._.'_a'_a_a_a'_a'_aoooooooo

2f

304

5

Land Freq. No._of No. of
Entries Missing

OO0 0000000020200 2002020

Entries

279 1674 1674
1492 8952 7460
87+ 522 43%
14 84 56°
981 . 5886° 4905
58 348 232
16" 96" 80
1 6 3
483 2898 2415
1160 6960 46 40
10 60 40
139 834 41T
79 474 316"
257 . 1542 771
3% 210 1480
2 12 6
574 3444 2870
366" 2196 1464
6 36", 24

5 30 20

9 54 27
3¢ 18 12
163. 978 652
87« 522 261
4 24 12
195 1170 390
2 12 2
220 1320 660
8 43 16"
6735 40410 30000

Pattern number derived from binary numbering system,

i,e. columns given values of 32 (2), 16'(2), 8(2), 4(2), 2

(2), 1(2) and 0.

Column 2a-f; 1 = Datum present, O = Datum absent.

Column 33

Frequency with which each pattern occurs. Total
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(6,735) = total number of cases in the file..

Column 4; Number of entries accounted for by cases with tnis
pattern i.e. Frequency in Column 3:x 6 (number of columns in
file). Total (40,410) .= number of rows in the file (6,735) x
number of columns in the file (6) = total number of entries in
the file,

Column 5; Number of missing entries accounted for by cases with
this pattern i.e. number of entries "0" in Column 2 x Frequency
in Column 34 Total (30,000) = total number of missing entries in
file.

Table 3t5, the frequency table of the raw data file, shows that
of the 64'possible entry patterns 29 actually:exist, with a
frequency of occurance shown in column 34

Step 2; Multiple regression programmes were run to produce
equations subsequently used to generate estimated data.
Regression of each variable on all others was not possible as too
few common data existed. Table 3t3: of the coincidence of
entries shows, for example, that there are no cases at all with
entries for both Pitching and Watching Rates so clearly it is
impossible to regress the one on the other. However, where
coincidence was good, missing values were estimated by a 2+ or 3+
way  regression.

e.g. for cases with entry pattern 52

110100

(i.e. Poor, Lamping and Watching Rates present, Pitching and
Sewer Rates and Land Tax absent), .

missing Sewer Rate entries were estimated by regression runs on
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all cases in the file with entries for Sewer and Lamping Rates
(no 3+way regression was possible in the case of Sewer Rates).

viz. 161 cases (Table 3:3) .found in patterns with frequency

18 10
19 139
2% 2
55 2
58 8

(see Table 3:5).
Missing Pitching Rate entries can be estimated by regression runs
on all cases in the file with entries for Pitching and Poor and
Lamp Rates in a 3+way regression.
vizi 228 cases (Table 3:3) found in patterns with frequency

56 220

58 8
(see Table 3:5).

And so on. By this means as many missing values as
possible (0 in Table 315) were filled with what is genuinely a
"pest estimate", that is one produced by using all available data
in the most satisfactory way possible.

Step 3; Estimated values plus real values were shown in a second

frequency table (Table 316).
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Table 316! Frequency Table of Fiscal Data File after First Stage

of Missing Value Estimation

1. 2a 2b 2c 2d 2e 2f 3 Yy 5

Pattern Poor Lamp Pitch Watch Sewer Land Freq. No. of No. of

Number Entries Missing
Entries
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 279 1074 1674
1" 0 0 1. 0 1. 1 1 6 3
31. 0 1. 1. 1. 1 1. 257 1542 257
53¢ 1 1 0 1 0 1. 803: 481y 1606°
55 1. 1. 0 1 1 1 3635 21810 3635
58 1. 1. 1. 0 1. 0 288 1728 576
59 1 1 1. 0 1 1 260 1560 260
63 1 1 1 1 1 1 1212 7272 0
6735 40410 8011
Notes;

Columns 1-4; See notes to Table 315.

Column 5; Number of missing entries accounted for by cases with
this pattern i.e. number of entries "0" in Column 2 x Frequency
in Column 3: Total (8,011) = total number of missing cases in

file after first set of estimated figures added to real data..

1212 cases were now complete (6 entries). Gaps existed only
where the distribution of the data had made regression and hence

estimation impossible.

Step 4; New regression runs were made to calculate values for
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cells in the matrix wnich remained empty using all the data in
the new file, i.e. real plus estimated data. It would obviously
have been desirable not to have had to have done this, but,
because of the patchy distribution of the data, it was
unavoidable.

Step 5; The final missing values were estimated using the second
set of regression equations. The resultant datafile contains
only patterns

0 (where the resident is named but has entric.s for no rate or

tax) = 279 cases
63 (where each case has six entries, .real or estimated)

= 6,456  cases

To conclude;
The original file has
6,735 cases viz: 40,410 (6 x 6,735) entries of which
30,000 (7424%) are missing

10,410 (25.76%) are present.

The final file has
‘6;735 cases viz: 40.410 (6'x 6,735) entries of which
10,410 (25.76%) are real values
21,989 (54.41%) are estimated using real data
8,011 (19.82%) are estimated using real and

estimated data.
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The Final Assessment of Fiscal Data

The question remained; even given that this method did make
the best possible use of the data available, is that '"best" good
enough? One is obviously encouraged to say "yes", given the
enormous amount of time and energy invested so far; but the
method was designed as an antidote to the lax approach of using
data about which very little is known, putting in a disclaimer,
but carrying on as if tne data were perfectly acceptable. It
would be ironic if, after going to great pains to show the gaps
and inconsistencies in the data, I were to adopt the same
cavalier attitude and carry on as if all were well.

One's first reaction to the statistical horrors of the data
is to look for alternative sources, to use either as a substitute
for the rate/tax data or as a measure against which they might be
tested. There is none. The most useful tax records would be
those of the Hearth Tax,  but usable Chimney Books exist only for
the seventeenth century. Excellent Poll Tax returns under 6'& T
William and Mary c.6’ (1694) exist for Bristol (Ralph &
Williams,1968), . but these are then eighty years before the date
of this study. Schwarz:turns to early nineteenth-century Income
Tax returns, but states that these give "only a very rough
indication (of wealth) .indeed since only those earning L60 p.a.
and above were liable to pay income tax at all, so the working
class escaped the net" (Schwarz,1972, note to p100). Probate
inventories have been widely used to estimate wealth, but these

give out for Bristol, as elsewhere, in the first half of the

eighteenth century (Ralph,1971).
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There remains the possibility of indirect checks.

from other sources it is known that certain streets had large
elegant houses and that other courts and alleys had squalid

tenements, .it can be seen whether, .in broad terms, .the given

"Rent" values conform to our expectations.

case (Table 3:7).

Table 3¢7: Comparison of "Rent" Values for Streets of

Inhabitants with Known Levels of Wealth

QUEEN SQUARE, .ST.STEPHEN'S PARISH

Name

Freeman, William
Harris, .-Thos. Esq.
Farrell & Jones
Masters, .John

Davis, .Gilbert

Poor
1775
23
16°
35
134
15

Lamp Watch Window Land

1778/5 1774/5 1778/5 1775

50 50
30 32
70 70
24

30 30

JOHN BALL'S LANE, Si, MICHAEL'S PARISH

Name

Hartland, Widow
Totten, .John
Cahler, .John
Welsh, .John

Alford, Richard

Poor

Poor
Poor

Poor

Lamp
1775
Y
6
4
3
Y

Land

1775
2

3

1:10

116°

35
32
42
28
21

This is indeed the

16
12
24
10
12



All figures are "Rent" values and are in pounds and shillings,

except those in the Window Tax Column where they refer to number

of windows.

Given that the "Rent" values appear to be grounded in reality and
given the statistically sound methods by which the estimated data
were calculated, .there seems to be no reason why the combined
real and estimated data should not reflect, .in broad terms, real
differences in rateable value. .

What questions then can be asked using the data and to what
degree of accuracy can they be answered? The intention is to use
the fiscal data in a combined file of information attributed to
named individuals, .in which they (the rate/tax data) will be the
only direct indication of the wealth of the individuals. Using
this data 1t is hoped to correlate place of residence, . sex, .
status, occupation and political allegiance severally with
wealth. It is clear that in these correlations one must look
simply for broad patterns and general trends. One must resist
being influenced by the comforting but spurious accuracy of
computer printouts giving figures to four decimal places and
speak instead of broad ranges of values over which conclusions
appear to hold true.

By doing so, .one may draw valid historical conclusions,
couched in terms general enough for one to have confidence in
them. Perhaps more importantly if the nature of the data and the
methods employed are precisely and ingenuously set down the

reader is in a position to judge for himself, with regard both to
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this particular study and, more generally, .to other studies using

the same sources.
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Chapter 3

iv) NOMINAL RECORD LINKAGE

There is essentially nothing new in nominal record linkage,
which is, .at its simplest, . the collection of more than one piece
of information referring to a certain individual identified by
name.. It has been used from the beginnings of historical
scholarship to provide biographies of selected prominent
individuals or groups of men. Since the 1950s, howeveéer, .the term
"nominal record linkage" has come to mean something rather
particular; that is, .the application of the established idea of
nominal record linkage to large populations to break the old
divide between the detailed examination of isolated individuals
and the making of aggregate statements about large populations.

As Wrigley says;

"the change from counting to linking, .
aggregating to articulating is of fundamental
importance" (1976,114).

Research using the technique within history has tended to
be concerned with the examination of parish registers, following
the lead of Henry, Gautier,. Fleury etc., and that of the

Cambridge Group for the History of Population, .but, .although

"the use of a logic of nominal record
linkage had its first big triumph in demographic
questions..,...the same logic, the systematic
piecing together of data drawn from many sources, .
covering large samplesof the population of a
community often over severzl generations is likely
to prove just as illuminating for more general
historical investigations...Recent developments in
historical demography  seem likely to exert their
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widest influence not because of any strictly
demographic findings but by suggesting a new mode
of approach to a wide range of questions, some of
long standing, but many new to historical
study.'(Wrigley;1976,113«115).

The widest use of the nominal record linkage technique
outside history is in medical research, where stress is precisely
on that amalgamation of data gathered from widely differing
sources to provide detailed case histories for all individuals in
large populations.

Such a technique, "able to combine rigour with richness of
detail”™ (Wrigley,1976,115), .is greatly to be preferred to the
making of aggregate statements about a population, .but studies in
English urban history where nominal record linkage has been used
are rather rare. This is perhaps especially true of the
eighteenth century when the problems of non-standard spelling and
erratic recording associated with studies of earlier periods are
combined with difficulties with the sheer size of populations
common in nineteenth-century:post-census studies.

It was decided to attempt a nominal linkage study, .using
as the basic sources Sketchley's Directory of Bristol for 1775,
the Poll Bdok for the General Election of 1774°‘and all the extant
Bristol City Rate and National Tax returns for the fiscal year

177T4/5. The information contained in each of these sources is

shown in Table 3:8.
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Table 318: Information available from Sketchley's Directory, the

1774 Poll Bdok and Rate and Tax returns

Information Source

Directory Poll Book Rate Returns
Surname Yes Yes Yes
Forename Yes Yes Usually
Sex Yes Yes Usually
Occupation Yes Usually Rarely
Status Somet imes Sometimes Sometimes
Votes Cast No Yes No
Street of Res. Yes No Yes
Parish of Res. No Yes Yes
Building Type Sometimes No Often
Rateable Value No No Yes

The potential for linking is immediately obvious. There is
enough common information to allow matches to be made and enough
material unique to each source to make the liking worthwhile.
Wrigley comments that " population history is inevitably to do
with a sweep of time rather than a point in time" (1976,109-
110), and the problems of "horizontal" or sychronic analysis are
widely known. In particular, if a synchronic analysis forms the
whole or bulk of a study one has essentially no means of telling
whether patterns revealed are semi-permanent or merely
transitory, which elements are most liable to change and at what
pace. E.P.Thompson rejects the synchronic approach because "each

'now'...[is] a moment of becoming, of alternative possibilities"
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(1978,295). One has only a picture of ingredients giving the
potential for future patterns, but no indications of the
processes at work.

However, the idea of attempting to produce a "complete"
picture, .even one true only for an instant, .is attractive, .and it
offers scope for identifying patterns over space and
investigating phenomena such as residential communities which are
evident "on the ground". In any case, . given the technical
problems involved in the study, a cross section seemed a
practicable starting point.. The advantages of automatic data-
handling, particularly given the large datasets involved, .made it

advisable to use a computer from the outset.
The Technique

Winchester summarises the logic behind nominal record

linkage thus;

"If for any predicate of individual A there
corresponds an identical predicate for an
individual B such that, as regards indentifying
predicates, .there is no way of distinguishing
between A and B, .then A and B are identical;
p(@A=@B)—A=B" (Winchester,1973,25).

Problems arise, especially in historical studies, .where
predicates are not identical, or sometimes not even similar, but
it is suspeccted nonetheless that A=B; for example, .that A (a
saddle maker) .= B (a harness maker), .or even that A (a saddle
maker) = B (a carpenter), because of a third common predicate.

Further problems arise over the use of the proper name as an
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identifier; "in record 1linkage.......the proper name often
functions as the most important and perhaps as a uniquely
identifying item" (Winchester,1973,36). Philosophical doubts
aside, .variations in spelling make this critical identifying item
unstable. .

Most nominal linkage studies (e.g.Herlihy,1973) take the
proper name of individuals as the key variable for linking and
sophisticated metnods of spelling standardisation and phonetic
transcription have been developed to establish that A=B if QA:?B'
where P of ‘A is the same sound as @ of B (Winchester,1973,25).
"SOUNDEX" and other codes were investigated to see if phonetic
transcription of the data would be advisable but, . although
Winchester is optimistic as to the accuracy and speed of
phonetically-guided computer links (Winchester,1970-1),the
experience of Schofield (1972), Herlihy (1973) and others
suggested that existing codes made false links and missed genuine
ones to such an extent that they became positively misleading.

Wrigley and Schofield stress that problems of linking n
files cannot be separated into n-1_two-file links, but that the
final decisions on the formation of links must be postponed until
the last feasible moment, so that they can be made in the light
of the fullest array of information (Wrigley &
Schofield,1973;146°& 97). In theory, the idea is to compare each
record with all others to see if two or more refer to the same
person; in practice, each record is compared with all others in
a subset of the population, .that is with those sharing a common
identifying surname (Schofield,1972,1).

This stricture was not followed precisely. 406 street
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schedules (i.e. a schedule for one street under one rate) were
used in the study and these were linked in 405 separate two-stage
links to produce a large file which contained data for all
streets and for all rates/taxes and which was subsequently
treated as a single entity in a one-stage link with the Poll Book
and directory. Theoretically, this may be thought to have been
undesirable, but in practice it proved a quick and accurate
method. It was done on the spot at the Record Office and
relatively few problems arose, .a fact which suggests that no
violence is being done to the material. The method also
preserved an identifying predicate which would have been lost in
a surname sort - that of the neighbours of an individual or the
position of his property in the street in question. In the case

below, for example;

Street S Rate 1. Rate 2
John A John A
James B James B’
William Howfield William Oldfield
Robert C Robert C
Charles D Charles D

it is obvious that the labels "William Howfield" and
"William Oldfield" refer to the same individual, living in the
same property and having the same neighbours. This link would
have been lost under an alphabetic sorting, probably even with a
phonetic (e.g. aspirate suppressing) transcription. It was the

preservation of this useful "neighbour predicate", as well as the
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speed and ease of the operation, which suggested that to perform
the four hundred or so two-stage hand links of these fiscal

records was the better method.

Final Link

This was done as follows:

1)  Each record was given a unique identifier (e.g. SK1, PBZ2,
RATES3) to identify the source in which it was found and its
position in the file..
2). The three files were then merged and the rows sorted
alphabetically by surname and forename in a PDS run.

3). Records which related to one individual rather than any
other were identified thus:

i) Name "clusters" were formed of all records relating to

individuals with similar names e.g.

Raxworthy Edward Rates 2618 )
Raxworthy Edward Rates 2619 ;
Rexworthy Edward Pollbook 268 ;
Roxworthy Edward Sketchley 3224 ;
Randal Sketchley 3233
Randall Aminadab Pollbook 2879
Randall Benjamin Rates 4042
Randall Roger Sketchley 3055 ;
Randall Roger Rates 1840 )

The last two entries are flagged together: "Randal" is checked

with all "Randalls" for a possible link.
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ii) Links within the cluster were then deleted in a precise way
until the remaining link(s) passed the test-score of >9:and the
two or more records were said to refer to the same person. The

weighting procedure gave the following scores:

Identifier Positive Match No Data Positive Non-Match
Surname +31 0 =3

Forename +31 0 =3

Sen./Jun. +31 0 =31

Sex +31 0 -3

Street +2 0 -2

Parish +1. 0 -1

Occupation +1.,5 0 -1.5

Status +1,5 0 -1.5

A positive match is held to occur not only if two pieces of

information are identical but ‘also if they are very similar e.g.

Score

Raxworthy Edward )|

) +31
Roxworthy Edward )
Occupation 310 Mariner )

) +31
Occupation 37 Captain )
Status 8 Mrs )

) +3
Status 9 Widow )

This degree of flexibility is clearly necessary if the number of
true matches is not to be grossly underestimated. A match is
not made where a score of >9 is attained, .but all the records are
from one and only-one source. This occurs only with the Rates

table, in which a person may have a number of entries. Links
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were not made because identically named members of the same

family might very well have lived in the same street. So for

example:
Smith John Street 17 Parish 8
Smith John Street 17 Parish 8

were not matched though a score of 10.5 was achieved, .unless a
corroborating record from the Pollbook or directory existed to
suggest the existence of just one John Smith.. This practice was
not adhered to in the case of business premises. So

Smith John & Co Street 17 Parish 8

Smith John & Co Street 17 Parish 8

were linked even in the absence of corrobarative data from
another source.

A definite cluster contained a minimum of two records and a
potentially unlimited maximum number, since an individual could
theoretically hold an unlimited amount of rateable property. In
practice five or six records ascribed to one person was the
normal maximum.

Where no definite link was made this means either that the
records refer to different people or that, by our criteria, there
is insufficient evidence to say that the records refer to the
same person, .although it may be suspected that they do. The
method probably under-estimates the true number of links and this
has the effects firstly of over-estimating the total number of
individuals in the sample and secondly of under-estimating the
overlap amongst the three sources. The degree of over- and
under-estimation is impossible to calculate.. It is particularly

high in clusters of common names where, for example, a record
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applying to a John Smith from Rates could be matched equally well
with several John Smiths in the directory or Pollbook and as a
result no match was made, though the Rates record in all
probability did match with one of them. With unusual names this
problem of possible multiple matches did not arise.

iii) Once all the links had been decided upon, the names in the
three files were standardised. This involved alterations in
spelling e.g.

Rexworthy Edward (Pollbook 268) became
Raxworthy Edward to match

Raxworthy Edward (Rates 2618) and Raxworthy Edward (Rates 2619)

or, where sets of records applied to people with the same name,

the addition of numbers to the name e.g

Smith John 2

Smith John 3

Smith John 4

etc..

Each person thus had a unique name and all the records in the database

which applied to one person could readily be assembled.
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Chapter 3¢

V), OVERLAP OF SOURCES

The Final Dataset

When the three sources had been linked there were 10,872
people in the final dataset. This compares with the total
population of Bristol at this time of about 55,000
(Little,1954,327), .so there is information for just under 20% of
all inhabitants. More importantly, if those in the dataset are
considered as heads of households, .and if it is suggest that
household size varied between four and five (Corfield,1982,129),
there is information for just under 80% of all households. In
some, .albeit few, instances the data refer to more than one
person per household, normally in the case of gentry, several of
whom in one household might warrant inclusion in a source._It
must further be repeated that the method of linking probably
underestimated the real number of links and hence inflated the
number in the final dataset. It must also be admitted that for
some of the 10,872 people there is rather limited information.
Nonetheless, it is gratifying to have so large a body of
information on which to base findings. Investigating a whole
population rather than a sample has the advantage that one can
more easily identify and investigate residuals, . deviations from
the norm. Particularly with historical data about whose
approximation to a normal distribution we can often only guess,
it seems advantageous to use all rather than a sample of the
data..

The degree to which the various sources overlapped was also
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investigated (Figure 3t1).

Rates and Poll Book and Sketchley's Directory

Only 724 people were to be found in all three of the
sources. This seems astonishly low compared with the numbers
contained in the three sources severally (6,711 in the rates
returns, 34906 'in the Poll Bdok and 4:321.in the directory), with
the number in the final dataset (10,872) and with the degree of
overlap between the various pairs of sources (see below). Some
reasons for this small number are suggested below with reference

to the various pairs of sources.
The Pollbook and Sketchley's Directory

Of the 3,906 voters in the Poll Bbok and the 4,231 people
in Sketchley's directory only 1,064 or fewer than 28%.of the
people in each source were to be found in the other as well
(Figure 3t1). A far higher overlap was expected, as one would
have imagined that the gentry, the well-to-do and powerful would
have been well represented in each source, .particularly as in
Bristol, .where freedom of the city was not limited to those in a
small range of craft Companies, professional men, often absent
from other Poll Bboks, could be included. This lack of
coincidence confirmed the results of an earlier experiment in
which the Poll Bdok and directory were linked without reference
to rates data. This first link suggested that only 917 .entries

were common and so it was pleasing to find that, with the use of

the rates data, another 147.11inks could be made.
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SKETCHLEY'S
PO RaK DIRECTORY

3,906 4 231

RATES
5984

Figure 3t1 Overlap Amongst the Sources
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It is well known that the sources do not cover the same
subsets of the population. One obvious example is the case of
women, .who, .of course, .do not appear in the Poll Book, .but of
whom where were 754 or 17.8%.in the directory. They form a
substantial number of the gentlefolk, .distributors and those in
the food and drink and clothing trades and personal services
which are comparatively over-represented in Sketchley's
directory. However, it might well have been thought, .given the
relatively large size of each source and the fact that large
sections of the "bottom end" of society would have been highly
unlikely to have been included in either source, that the records

would cover substantially similar sections of society.
Rates

Unlike the Poll Book and the directory, in which each
person has only one entry (except in the directory in the very
few cases where, by linking, a private individual has been
jdentified as a partner in a business group) a person might
appear several times in the rate returns. Thus the 6,711 rows in
the rates table were found to refer to 5,984 'people; that is 727
properties were charged to people who were already rated on
another property. Normally these entries were stables, lofts and
other such buildings attached to a house, or clusters of
commercial or industrial buildings; but sometimes the nature of
the building was not clear.. These 5,984 people were then

compared with those in the other sources to see to what extent

they overlapped..

132



Poll Book and Rates

Surprisingly few people in the Poll Book were also to be
found in the rates table. Only 1,200 people were in both
sources; thus 30.7%.0of voters were to be found in the rates
returns, whilst only 20.1% of the ratepayers were voters. Whilst
it is not surprising to find that few ratepayers could vote, it
is remarkable that so many of the voters, .as respectable burghers
of some standing in the city, should not be listed as ratepayers.

One reason for this may have been that the two thousand
new freemen admitted under rather dubious circumstances during
the election might not have been particularly reputable men.
Other reasons concern the nature of the sources. The only
common factor between the two sources other than name and sex was
parish, except in the few cases where an indication of status or
generation ("Sen." or "Jun.") was given. There were so0 many
small and peculiarly shaped parishes in Bristol that the rate
collectors were unsure of the boundaries and the citizens
presumably had only a rather vague idea of which parish they
lived in. They could quite conceivably have stated a false
parish of residence at the time of voting and hence have been set
down wrongly. A match with an entry in the Rates table would
then not be made as the parishes given would differ, unless an
entry from the directory with a street name could clarify
matters. Another explanation is that the areas covered by the
sources are not the same. The Poll Book includes voters from

Clifton and the populous parish of Bedminster, for whose

residents there are no usable rate or tax returns.
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Sketchley's Directory and Rates

The degree of overlap between the sources was again
surprisingly low. There were 1,700 common entries, so that 39.3%
of people in the directory were also registered ratepayers and
28.4% .of the ratepayers were also in the directory. One would
have expected a higher proportion of people in the directory to
be listed as ratepayers since many .of them would have occupied
substantial houses and rather few of them would have lived in the
back courts and alleys which were difficult to rate. Unlike the
Poll Book entries, those from the directory proved remarkably
easy:to match with those from the rates table, since most people
knew the name of the street in which they lived. Like the Poll
Book, however, .the directory covers areas of the city such as
Clifton and Bedminster for which there are no rate or tax
returns, so the potential for coincidence of entries is reduced.

This lack of coincidence is, .in one sense, .an advantage..
With fewer common entries, the sources together provide
information about more people. Had the overlap been greater, .the
final dataset would have been correspondingly smaller. The lack
of coincidence, however, emphasises the partiality of the sources
and, although it is in a way dangerous to generalise from these
findings since it is not known how representative the Bristol
sources are in comparison with those for other places, they do
vindicate the decision to use as many of the sources as possible

and warn against the use of just one source where more are

extant.
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Chapter 4!

THE OCCUPATIONAL i STRUCIURE OF BRISTOL IN 1775
The Classification of Occupations

Occupation Titles

The precise meaning of eighteenth-century occupation titles
such as "Land Waiter", "Tide Waiter", "Anatto Maker", "Hot
Presser" and "Grutt Maker" seems at first obscure.. The titles
are stated without explanation since their meaning was clear to
contemporaries, .particularly local contemporaries. Explanation
is often to be found in such eighteenth-century volumes as
Campbell's "The London ITradesman" (1747), the anonymous "4
Qeneral Description of Trades, Digested in Alphabetical Order"
(17472, Richard Rolt's "& New Dictionary of Trade and Commerce"
(2nd edition 1761), Wynham Béawes' "Lex Mercataoriag Rediviva; or
the Merchant's Directory" (4th edition 1783) and Samuel Johnson's
"Dictignary" (6th edition 1785).. Other classifications are also
helpful, for example, that by Langton with additions by Hibberd
(Hibberd,1981,461-465).

For the eighteenth century there are fewer problems than
for earlier periods and, .after reference to the works quoted
above, apart from titles such as "Yeoman" which seem destined to
remain a mystery (Lindert points out that this is as much a
social label as an occupational title (1980,687)) no difficulty

remained and the terms were numerically coded (see Appendix 1)

and classified. .
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Occupation Classifications

The problem of occupational classifications may be thought
rather stale and overworked, yet it is still true to say that
"few of the difficulties facing the local, regional or urban
historian are as critical as those stemming from the need to
classify occupational data" (Armstrong,1974,13). In reviewing
the schemata used in other studies, one must bear in mind both
the purpose behind each classification and the changing nature of
the data being classified.

The crux of the problem in any classification of
eighteenth-century occupation titles is that some of the most
interesting and pressing questions (the relationship between
retailing and wholesaling and that between production and
distribution, . the size of unit of production and so on) are
precisely those whose answers are obscured by the terms used in
the sources. To take the example of hats; six different
descriptions are found in the Poll Book and Sketchley's
directory, viz:s "Hat Maker", "Hat Manufacturer", "Hatter", "Cap
Maker", "Haberdasher of Hats" and "Milliner". In these it is
impossible and indeed would be misleading to identify mutually
exclusive categories of distributer and manufacturer, since
specialisation was by no means this highly developed in the
eighteenth-century economy.

The word "shop" is ambiguous and can be misleading. In the
terms "grinder's shop" and "tin shop" and the like it refers to a
workshop - primarily a place of production, from which the

artisan could also sell his wares. In the terms "old book shop"
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and "keeps a shop" it comes much nearer the "shop" or retail
premises as we understand the term. The ambiguity of the term
reflects the overlapping of production and distribution in the
economy.

Similarly, there is overlapping between wholesaling and
retailing. Some men actually called their trade wholesale, e.g.,
"Wholesale Linen Drapers". However, from this we cannot infer
that all other linen drapers only retailed their goods, . nor
indeed that the former linen drapers sold exclusively wholesale.

This confusion of terms and low degree of specialisation of
activity within the eighteenth-century economy make particular
demands on a classification of occupations. Whilst a
classification should be designed to investigate these and any
other such divisions within the workforce, it must clearly not
impose divisions where these did not exist.

The classification used in the 1861 census and that of the
1841 census with adaptations by Booth and Armstrong
(Armstrong,1974:6-14) have been used many times (e.g. Armstrong
(1974), Foster (1974)) and the use of one of them here would aid
comparison with other studies. In these classifications each
class contains persons "working gnd dealing" (my italics) in
various substances; the determining factor is the nature of the
substance, . not the nature of the handling. Thus Category V.(11)
groups "People working and dealing in textile fabrics and in
dress"; category V.(14) groups "Persons working and dealing in
vegetable substances" (1861 census, quoted in Hibberd,1981,461-

465). This seemed at first to obviate the problem of

production/dealing ambiguities.. The same idea of classification
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under the various branches of the economy.is to be found, too,
in many of the schemata reviewed by Patten (1977,308-9). These
in the main group the craft workforce by "raw material” (e.g.
leather, metal, wood and textiles), with additional categories
for the poor and the gentry. Again, the use of any of these
would facilitate comparison with other studies and they would
perhaps be more appropriate than the mid-nineteenth-century
schemata for the commercial rather than heavy industrial economy
of Bristol.

In the classification of my data under the schemata in
Patten (1977,308-9) devised for earlier periods it was extremely
difficult to decide, for example, whether "Baker", "Brewer",
"Confectioner" and "Butcher" should count as "Food and Drink" or
"Distributive", since clearly they could fall into both
categories.  Similar problems arose under all the other headings
("Metal", "Wood" etc.). Closer inspection of the 1841 .and 1861
census classifications proved them equally ambiguous in this
respect: whilst orders 10-15 cover persons "working and dealing"
(my italics) .in various substances, there is also Order 6'for
"Persons who buy and sell...... goods of various kinds".

The root of the problem was that one classification was
being used to answer two questions; firstly, that of the
structure of the economy, to find numbers of men employed in each
sector, . and secondly, that of the nature of work, the pattern of
activity for the individual. It is because of this confusion
that any attempt to use one of the classifications above runs

into such difficuly and the assignment of occupations to classes
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becomes so arbitrary. The solution, then, .is either to adopt one
classification in which the codes used allow the workforce to be
grouped in difrierent ways according to different criteria (e.g.
that by Langton with addenda by Hibberd in Hibberd (1981,461-
465)), or a similarly flexible scheme (e.g. E11is,19Y84), or to
use a number of ditferent classifications, .each with a different
end. Armstrong (1974) . uses two different classifications,.
firstly to discover the "general contours" of the economy, .and

secondly to investigate rank or class (1974,6=14): in this study

three classifications are used.

Classification 1 Raw Materials

Table 4:1: Occupation Classification 1.

Purpose; To show the various branches of the city's economy.

Code Class

A Gentry and Brofessional

Accomptant/Bookkeeper; Apothecary; Army Officer; Attorney, etc.;
Auctioneer; Banker; Bridewell Keeper; Broker; Clerk; Coroner;
Custom House Officer; Doctor of Medicine; Druggist/Chemist;
Governor of Hospital; Insurance Broker; Mayor's Officer; Measurer
(Sworn); M.P.; Merchant (overseas); Reverend Minister; Sheri If;
Statuary and Architect; Surgeon; Surveyor.

B Persgnal Services

Barber/Hairdresser; Chimney Sweep; Clearstarcher/Laundress;
Cryer; Dancing Master; Lodging and Boarding House Keeper; Lottery
Of fice Keeper; Music Master; Night Constable; Nurse; Painter of

Miniatures; Postman; Schoolmistress; Sexton; Shopkeeper; Teacher
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of French etc.; Undertaker; Writing Master..

C Textiles

Calenderer; Clothier; Clothworker; Colourman/Anatto Maker;
Draper; Dyer; Felt Maker; Flax Dresser; Haircloth Maker; Hair
Merchant; Lace and Fringe Maker; Linen Draper; Linen Draper
(wholesale); Mercer; Packer; Presser; Sack Weaver; Silk Merchant;
Trimming Maker; Twine Spinner; Upholsterer; Whitener of Woollens;
Weaver; Woolcomber; Wool Stapler; Wool Hall Keeper.

D Earthenware; China,; QGlass

Bdttle Wholesaler; China Dealer; China Maker; China Wholesaler;
Earthenware Maker; Earthenware Shop; Earthenware Wholesaler;
Gallipot Maker; Glass Dealer; Glass Maker; Glass Wholesaler;
Glass Cutter; Looking Glass Manufacturer; Pipe Maker; Potter..

E Wood

Basket Maker; Brush Maker; Cabinet Maker; Cabinet Wholesaler;
Chairmaker; Cooper; Coach Maker; Cork Cutter; Crate Maker;
Joiner; Mop Maker; Picture Frame Maker; Sawyer; Timber Merchaut;
Trunk Maker; Turner; Wheelwright; Wooden Toy Maker.

F Metal

Belrl Founder; Blacksmith; Brass Worker; Brazier; Bucklemaker;
Copper Company; Copper Worker; Cutler; Engraver; Farrier;
Filecutter; Founder; Goldsmith; Guilder; Hooper; Iron Merchants;
Iron Founder; Ironmonger; Old Iron Shop; Nail Shop; Pewterer; Pin
Maker; Shot Maker; Silversmith; Smith; Tin Man; Wiredrawer..

G Leather

Book Binder; Breeches Maker; Bridle Cutter; Currier; Furrier;

Glove Dealer; Glover; Gluemaker; Harness Maker; Leather Cutter;
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Leather Wholesaler; Parchment Maker; Saddle Maker; Shoe and
Saddle Wholesaler; Shoemaker; Shoe Shop; Skinner; Tanner;
Whipmaker; Whitawer.

H Egod and Drink

Bacon Maker; Baker; Brewer; Bu.cher; Butter Dealer; Butter
Seller; Cheesemonger; Chocolate Maker; Cider Merchant; Coffee
House Keeper; Confectioner; Cookshop; Corn and Malt Wholesaler;
Corn Shop; Distiller; Fishmonger; Flour Seller; Fruit Merchants;
Gingerbread Baker; Greenshop; Grocer; Grocer (wholesale); Grutt
Maker; Hop Merchant; Innholder; Maltster; Miller; Mustard Maker;
Poulterer; Salt Merchant; Salt Refiner; Snuff Maker; Snuff
Seller; Snuff Wholesaler; Spirit Seller; Sugar Retiner; Tea
Dealer; Tobacconist; Tobacconist (wholesale); Tobacco Roller;
Vinegar Maker; Vinegar Wholesaler; Water Seller; Wine Maker; Wine
Merchant. .

I Qlue, Wax etc.

Blue Maker; Comb Maker; Drysalter; Ivory Turner; Oilman; Sells
0il, .Wax & Candles; Soap Boiler; Soap Chandler; Starchmaker;
Tallow Chandler; Turpentine Warehouse.

J Clothing

Button Maker; Embroiderer; Haberdasher; Hat Maker; Hosier; Lace
Dealer; Mantua Maker; Merchant Taylor; Pattern Maker; Peruke
Maker; Pump Maker; Rag Shop/01d Clothes dealer; Slop Seller; Stay
Maker; Stay Wholesaler; Stocking Maker; Stocking Shop Keeper;
Taylor.

K nMixed Materials" (Tools, gtc).

Bellows Maker; Clock Maker; Gun Maker; Gun Wholesaler; Hour Glass

Maker; Instrument Maker; Instrument Maker (Surgeon's); Instrument
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Maker (Mathematical); Jeweller; Mill Maker; Mill Wright; Musical
Instrument Maker; Plane Maker; Locksmith; Steel Mill Maker; Watch
Maker; Wool Card Wholesaler; Wool Card Maker.

L Building

Bricklayer; Brick Maker; Carpenter; Carver; Glazier; Lime Burner;
Marble Cutter; Mason; Painter; Plasterer; Plumber; Tiler.

M Agrigulture

Drover; Gardener; Seedsman; Seedsman (wholesale); Yeoman/Farmer.
N Iransport

Carrier; Chairman; Coach Master; Hallier; Porter; Lighterman;
Livery Stables; Passage House Keeper; Rider; Trow Owner; Turnpike
Man.

0 Shipping

Anchor Smith; Block Maker; Chandler; Engineer/Crane Maker; Mast
Maker; Pitcher; Rigger; Rope Weaver; Sailcloth Weaver; Sail
Maker; Ship Caulker; Ship Broker; Ship Carpenter; Ship's Ballast
Dealer; Victualler; Wharfinger.

P Seag-going

Captain; Mariner/Mate; Snip's Surgeon.

Q Miscellanequs

Bookseller; Broker of Clothes and Furniture; Coach and Sign
Painter; Grinder's Shop; Grindstone Dealer; Gunpowder Dealer;
Labourer; Music Seller; Paper Box Maker; Paper Maker; Paper Shop;
Pawn Broker; Pencil Maker; Perfumer; Printer; Print Seller; Rag
Wholesaler; Stationer; Toyman; W_arehouse Keeper; Well Sinker;
Collier; Paper Warehouse Man.

Note:
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Tables U4:1, 4:2 and 4:;3 are to be used in conjunction with

Appendix 1.for a complete listing of all trades included.

The first scheme is broadly similar to the "raw materials"
classifications outlined in Patten (1977,308-9), .and of those
used in the 1841 and 18671 censuses, but with no distinction
between production and distribution. Port-based trades have been
given special categories as they were of great importance within
the city. Although the end result is far from perfect, the fact
that far fewer terms could fit into two categories and the
comparative ease of the operation suggest less violence is being
done to eighteenth-century terms and that genuine divisions in

the economy are being uncovered.
Classification 2:The Nature of Work
Table 4:2: Occupation Classification 2

Purpose; To describe the pattern of activity, the nature of work

for individual men and women.

Code Class

A Clergy and Gentry

Army Officer; M.P.; Reverend Minister; Mayor, .etc..

B Professjonal and Jervices

Accomptant; Apothecary; Attorney, .etc.; Auctioneer; Banker;
Barber; Bridewell Keeper; Broker; Broker of Furniture etc.;
Carrier; Chairman; Chimney Sweep; Clearstarcher; Clerk; Coachman;
Coroner; Cryer, Customs House Officer; Dancing Master; Doctor;

Hallier; Hospital Governor, Innholder; Insurance Broker; Key
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Porter; Lighterman; Livery:Stable; Lodging and Boarding House
Keeper; Lottery Office Keeper; Mayor's Officer; Measurer (Sworn);
Night Constable; Music Master; Nurse/Midwife; Postman; Rider;
Schoolmistress; Sexton; Ship Broker; Statuary and Architect;
Surgeon; Surveyor; Teacher of French etc.; Trow Owner; Turnpike
man; Undertaker; Warehouse Keeper; Wharfinger; Wool Hall Keeper;
Writing Master.
c Distributars

Distributors (wholeasale and retail)

Distributors (wholesale)

Distributors (retail) .

Distributor-Processors

Distributor-Manufacturers
Bookseller; Bottle Wholesaler; Butter Dealer; Cabinet Wholesaler;
Chandler; Cheesemonger; China Dealer; China Wholesaler; Cider
Merchant; Clothier; Coffee House Keeper; Corn and Malt
Wholesaler; Corn Shop; Draper; Earthenware Wholesaler; Fruit
Merchants; Glass Dealer; Glass Wholesaler; Glover; Greenshop;
Grocer; Grocer (wholesale); Gun Wholesaler; Gunpowder Dealer;
Haberdasher; Hair Merchant; Hop Merchant; Hosier; Iron Merchant;
Ironmonger; Lace Dealer; Leather Wholesaler; Linen Draper; Linen
Draper (wholesale); Mercer; Merchant; Merchant Taylor; Music
Seller; Oilman; 0ld Iron Shop; Paper Warehouse Man; Passage House
Keeper; Pawn Broker; Print Seller; Rag Shop; Rag Wholesaler; Salt
Merchant; Shop Keeper; Ship's Ballast Dealer; Shoe and Saddle
Wholesaler; Seedsman; Seedsman (wholesale); Silk Merchant; Snuff
Wholesaler; Soap Chandler; Spirit Seller; Stationer; Stay

Wholesaler; Tallow Chandler; Tea Dealer; Timber Merchant;
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Tobacconist (wholesale); Turpentine Wholesaler; Victualler;

Vinegar Wholesaler; Wine Merchant; Wool Card Wholesaler; Wool

Stapler.

D Artisans and Artisan-Retailers

Anchor Smith; Bacon Maker; Baker; Basket Maker; Béll Founder;
Bellows Maker; Blacksmith; Block Maker; Blue Maker; Book Binder;
Brass Worker; Brazier; Breeches Maker; Brewer; Brickmaker; Bridle
Cutter; Brush Maker; Bucklemaker; Butcher; Butter Seller; Button
Maker; Cabinet Maker; Calenderer; Chairmaker; China Maker;
Chocolate Maker; Clock Maker; Cloth Worker; Coach Maker; Coach
and Sign Painter; Collier; Colourman; Comb Maker; Confectioner;
Cookshop; Cooper; Copper Company; Coppersmith; Cork Cutter;
Currier; Crate Maker; Cutler; Distiller; Druggist; Drysalter;
Dyer; Earthenware Maker; Earthenware Shop; Embroiderer; Engineer;
Engraver; Farrier; Felt Maker; File Cutter; Fishmonger; Flax
Dresser; Flour Seller; Founder; Furrier; Gallipot Maker; Gilder;
Gingerbread Baker; Glass Cutter; Glass Maker; Glove Dyer;
Gluemaker; Goldsmith; Grinder's Shop; Grindstone Dealer;
Gruttmaker; Gunsmith; Haircloth Maker; Harness Maker; Hat Maker;
Hooper; Hourglass Maker; Instrument Maker (Surgeon's); Instrument
Maker (Mathematical); Instrument Maker; Iron Founder; Ivory
Turner; Jeweller; Joiner; Lace and Fringe Maker; Leather Cutter;
Locksmith; Looking Glass Manufacturer; Mast Maker; Maltster;
Mantua Maker; Miller; Mill Maker; Millwright; Mop Maker; Musical
Instrument Maker; Mustard Maker; Nailshop; Packer; Painter of
Miniatures; Paper Box Maker; Paper Maker; Paper Shop; Parchment

Maker; Pattern Maker; Pencil Maker; Perfumer; Peruke Maker;
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Pewterer; Picture Frame Maker; Pin Maker; Pipe Maker; Pitcher;
Plane Maker; Potter; Poulterer; Presser; Printer; Pump Maker;
Rigger; Rope Maker; Sack Maker; Saddler; Sailcloth Weaver; Sail
Maker; Salt Ret'iner; Sawyer; Sells 0il, Wax and Candles;
Shoemaker; Shoe Shop; Ship's Caulker; Ship Carpenter; Shot Maker;
Silversmith; Skinner; Slop Seller; Smith; Snuff Maker; Snuff
Seller; Soap Maker; Starchmaker; Stay Maker; Steel Mi1ll Maker;
Stocking Maker; Stocking Shop Keeper; Sugar Refiner; Tanner;
Taylor; Tinman; Tobacconist; Tobacco Roller; Toymaker; Trimming
Maker; Trunk Maker; Turner; Twine Spinner; Upholsterer; Vinegar
Maker; Watchmaker; Water Seller; Well Sinker; Wheelwright;
Whipmaker; Whitawer; Whitener of Woollens; Wine Maker;
Wireworker; Weaver; Wooden Toy Maker; Wool Card Maker;
Woolcomber/Scribbler.

E Bujlders

Bricklayer; Carpenter; Carver; Glazier; Limeburner; Marble

Cutter; Mason; Painter; Plasterer; Plumber; Tiler.

F Labourers
Labourer.
G Rural

Drover; Gardener; Yeoman/Farmer.
H Sea=going

Captain; Mariner; Ship's Surgeon..

The principle behind this classification, which addresses
the question of what each individual in the workforce was
actually doing, the nature of his work, 1is that of Patten

(1977,31v). I have altered some of Patten's categories to suit
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the particular requirements of Bristol and because my data refer
to the later eighteenth century, whilst Patten had in mind the
sixteenth, seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries.

That there are so many mixed classes (see Tablekd),e.g.
"Wholesale and Retail" or "Artisan-Retailer", is not now a sign
of failure, a sign that these people could not be fitted into a
sharply defined category, as was the problem under the original
schemata; rather it shows that these new categories reflect the

real absence of functional specialisation in the economy.
Classifiication 3:Status
Table #4:3: Occupation Classification 3«

Purpose; To show the esteem, or lack of it, with which various
trades were regarded by contemporaries, and thus to

classify "Status”". The classification is not

comprehensive.
Code Class
A High Jtatus

Attorney; Brewer; Butter Dealer; Cheesemonger; Cider Merchant;
Clerk; Corn and Malt Wholesaler; Draper; Glass Maker; Hop
Merchant; Hosier; Iron Merchant; Ironmonger; Jeweller; Linen
Draper; Linen Draper (wholesale); Mercer; Merchant (overseas);
Merchant Taylor; Paper Warehouse Man; Salt Merchant; Salt
Refiner; Seedsman (wholesale); Silk Man; Soap Maker; Spirit
Seller; Starchmaker; Sugar Refiner; Tea Dealer; Timber Merchant;

Toymaker; Vinegar Maker; Vinegar Wholesaler, w;grehouse Keeper;
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Wooden Toymaker,

B Middle 3tatus

Apotnecary; Basket Maker; Béll Founder; Block Maker; Bookseller;
Bricklayer; Brickmaker; Broker of Furniture etc.; Carver;
Chandler; China Dealer; China Wholesaler; Chocolate Maker; Clock
Maker; Coachmaker; Confectioner; Cooper; Copper Company;
Druggist/Chemist; Engineer; Founder; Gilder; Glover; Goldsmi.h;
Grocer; Grocer (wholesale); Gun wholesaler; Gunsmith; Hair Cloth
Maker; Instrument Maker (Surgeon's); Instrument Maker
(Mathematical); Instrument Maker; Iron Founder; Ivory Turner;
Lace Dealer; Lace and Fringe Manufactu rer; Leather Cutter;
Leather Wholesaler; Lighterman; Marble Cutter; Mason; Musical
Instrument Maker; Oilman; Painter; Paper Maker; Pewterer;
Plumber; Potter; Printer; Rope Maker; Sack Weaver; Saddler;
Sailcloth Weaver; Sail Maker; Sells 0il, Wax and Candles;
Shoemaker; Ship Carpenter; Ship Surgeon; Shopkeeper; Silversmith;
Skinner; Soap Chandler; Stationer; Stocking Maker; Surgeon;
Tallow Chandler; Tobacconist; Tobacconist (wholesale); Tobacco
Roller; Trimming Maker; Trow Owner; Turner; Twine Spinner;
Upholsﬁgr; Watch Maker; Wheelwright; Wine Merchant; Wire Worker;
Weaver; Wool Card Maker; Woolcomber; Wool Stapler.

C Lgw 3Jtatus

Anchor Smith; Bacon Maker; Baker; Bellows Maker; Blacksmith;
Bluemaker; Bookbinder; Brazier; Breeches Maker; Bridle Cutter;
Broker; Brushmakerj; Bucklemaker; Buvcher; Button Maker; Cabinet
Maker; Calenderer; Carpenter; Carrier; Chairmaker; Clothier;
Coffee House Keeper; Colourman/Anatto Maker; Comb Maker;

Cookshop; Coppersmith; Currier; Cutler; Distiller; Dyer;
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Earthenware Shop; Engraver; Farrier; Felt Maker; Fishmonger; Flax
Dresser; Fruit Merchants; Gardener; Gingerbread Baker; Glass
Cutter; Glass Dealer; Glazier; Glove Dyer; Greenshop; Grinder's
Shop; Grindstone Dealer; Hallier; Harness Maker; Hat Maker;
Hourglass Maker; Innholder; Joiner; Mantua Maker; Mariner;
Miller; Mill Maker; Millwright; Mop Maker; Music Seller; Packer;
Paper Box Maker; Parchment Maker; Patten Maker; Pawn Broker;
Perfumer; Peruke Maker; Picture Frame Maker; Pin Maker; Pipe
Maker; Plane Maker; Plasterer; Poulterer; Presser; Print Seller;
Pump Seller; Sawyer; Ship Broker; Slop Seller; Smith; Staymaker;
Steel Mill Maker; Tanner; Taylor; Tiler; Tin Man; Trunk Maker;

Undertaker; Whipmaker.

The third classification was an experiment to investigate
status i.e. the esteem or lack of it which attached to certain
eighteenth-century occupations. Status categories have been used
with some success by Katz«in his study of nineteenth-century
North American cities (Katz,;1972-3:& 1981). He considers that
the status attached to an occupation is a more sensitive
indicator of class than is the monetary reward which the exercise
of that occupation brings (Katz,1981,594). Although there is
strong danger of arguing from class to status and back again, .the
notion of status remains of great interest and seems
apprehendable through an analysis of occupations. As Armstrong
points out, one certainly does not claim that

"merely to assemble the occupied population
under a limited number of headings is the same
thing as divining the essence of 'elass'. Yet it

has been wisely said that whilst 'occupation may
be only one variable in a comprehensive theory of
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class......it is the variable which includes more,
which sets more limits on the other variables than

any other criterion of status' <Themstrom,1y64,84>"
(Armstrong,1974,15).

I have drawn up a third or "status" classification using "A
Qeneral Description of Irades; Digested in Alphabetical Order"
(Anon,1747). This book, intended as a guide for parents wishing
to apprentice their children advantageously, gives for each of a
wide variety of trades details of the nature of the work, the
hours worked, the apprenticeship fine, the amount a journeyman
would commonly earn, the amount of capital a master needed to set
up on his own account, the livery fine of the company where
appropriate plus a host of other comments and opinions.

The occupations in the "Qeneral Description' were
classified as A (High Status), B (Middle Status) or C (Low
Status) by the following method;

Rank Apprentice Fee Journeymen's Wages ¥ Master's Capital

in L's per week in shillings in L's
1. 1-29 1-14 > or = 99
2 30-69 15-19 100-999
3 70+ 20+ 1,000+

¥ A notional 5/~ per week was added before the figures were

grouped for trades where board and lodging were provided..

Each trade was then ranked for each of the three criteria

e.g.;

Apothecary

Apprentice Fine 20-300 = Rank 3
Journeymen's Wages 5-15 + b (= 10-20) . = Rank 2
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Master's Capital 100-200 = Rank 2
The means of the ranks were then calculated e.g.;
34 2 + 20 = 2.3

3 .

and grouped thus;

Mean Score Status Category

>or = 1,5 C (Low Status) .
1.6-2.5 B (Middle Status)
2.6-3.0 A (High Status)
e.g._Apothecary; Mean Score = 2.3

Status = B (Middle Status)

This was done for all trades and the resulting
classification was then checked by detailed comparison with a
second contemporary source, that of "The London Tradesman" by
R.Campbell, Esq., .also printed in London in 1747, This gives
similar information to that in the "General Description" and was
intended for the same purpose.

The following points emerged from the comparison.

i) . Neither source covers all the occupations found in my
records; each mentions about 70%.of the occupations listed and
those not included in one book are generally not to be found in
the other either. The occupations not mentioned were those which
fell outside the traditional guild structure and hence to which
the criteria used by Campbell and in the "Géneral Descriptiopn”

could not apply.

Those not mentioned were firstly dealers, often petty
traders, who sold products which they had not made themselves,

e.g. "Bottle Wholesaler",. "O.d Iron Dealer", "OLd Clothes
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Dealer", .etc.. This is not to suggest that all non-producing
dealers were excluded; "Merchants", "Woolmen", "Salesmen and
Clothes Brokers" were amongst the many listed.. Secondly there
were those offering personal services which fell outside the
scope of the guild structure: these included "Chairman",
"Cryer", "Lottery Office Keeper" and "Night Constable". Thirdly
there were professional men including "Accomptants", "Army
Officers", . "Coroners" and "Customs House Officials". Again, . not
all professional men were excluded. "Attorneys" and "Brokers"
were amongst those listed. Fourthly were those in occupations
too bizarre or involving too few people to be mentioned.
Examples were "Distilled Water Seller", "Grutt Maker", "Well
Sinker" and "China Mender". Lastly there were agricultural or
rural workers including "Drover", "Farmer" and "Yeomen".

The classification, then, is not comprehensive. Campbell
and the "Qeneral Description" are precisely what they purport to
be - guides to trades. They are thus potentially a very useful
way of dividing the mass of producers, dealers and

producer/dealers according to eighteenth-century perceptions of

status.
ii) For the great majority of trades the entries in Campbell
and the "General Description" were found to be either identical

or very.similar.,_ Some examples are shown in Table LR
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Table H4i4: Corcordance of the "Gegneral Description" and
Campbell's "London Iradesman".

Apprentice Journeymen's Master's

Fine (L's) Wages (s's) Capital (L's)

Glaziers Gen. Desc. 10-20 12-15 100-500
Campbell 10-20 12 100-500

Hotpresser Gen. Desc. 5-10 12-15 100
Campbell 5-10 12-15 50-100

Miller Gen. Desc. 5 10 100-200
Campbell 5 10 100-300

The concordance is unsurprising; both guides show evidence of
having been carefully compiled, both were printed in London and
therefore refer to conditions in the same area and both appeared
in the same date of 1T747.

iii) There is a number of trades, however, for which entries are
significantly different. Some of these differences are
irrelevant since the trades to which they refer (for example,
enamelling) do not appear in my sources. Other discrepancies
refer to Chemists, Chocolate Makers, .China Men, Coach Makers,
Fishmongers, Lacemen, Leather Sellers, Pinmakers, Potters,
Printers of Calico and Rope Makers, .all of which are found within
my sources. Of these eleven trades, six (Chocolate Makers, Coach
Makers, Fishmongers, Lacemen Printers of Calico and Rope Makers)
would have been classified differently had I used Campbell’'s
"London Tradesmap" rather than the "General Description". The

discrepancy was never more than one class out, that is, .there
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were no Class A/Class C discrepancies, and, since only 6 'out of
225.such cases existed, it was decided to persevere with the
existing classification rather than to draw up another based on
Campbell.

The classification is an attempt to use systematically a
contemporary source which may shed some light on the issue of
status. It seems sensible to use a guide drawn up in 1747 for
London, a large city with a commercial economy, .rather than an
industrial one in the later narrower sense of the word, and to
use it for Bristol, which was also large, though not on the same
scale as London, with a similar port-based economy. The 1747+=
1779 time difference is no disadvantage, since one would expect
Bristol to be at a slightly earlier stage of development than
London. In any case, the precise date is not of critical
importance; as long as the guide is internally consistent, it
should show the esteem in which various trades were held and
reflect contemporary:opinion which would not be subject to rapid
change. It seems sensible to use a contemporary source to
investigate status to avoid drawing up a classification based on
one's own preconceptions, fitting in the data and then finding
one's ideas confirmed.. No great claims are made for the
classification at this stage however; a critical judgement can

be made only after it has been used.
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The Working Population of Bristol in 1775

To investigate the occupational structure of Bristol a new
computer table was created to combine data from the two sources
used. It was formed in two stages; 34741 _entries from the Poll
Book were transfered to it first. These 34741 _men were those
voters in the Poll Book for whom an occupation is given (95.8% or
all but 163 cases). Subsequently 3,877 cases from Sketchley's
directory were transfered. These 3,877 cases represented the
3,757 ' people (80.0%) who had at least one occcupation. UT4 people
had more than one occupation and two or more lines were added for
each of them. Where a directory entry was identical in name and
occupation to the Poll Bbok entry already in the table the
existing entry was overwritten by the second and thus only one
entry appeared in the table. Where a directory entry was not
identical to any Poll Book entry already present, either because
it refered to a new person or because it refered to someone
already in the table but had a different occupation for him from
that given in the Poll Bdok, the directory entry was appended to
the table. The resultant table was, strictly speaking, a table
of occupations givén in the sources rather than a table of
individual workers with their particular occupations, but it was
necessary to use such a table to take account of multiple

occupations and of discrepancies between the sources.
Occupation Data in the Directory and the Poll Book

The data were classified using the three schemata

described above. Throughout the study the data are analysed in a
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number of ways to identify persistent patterns and not those
which have their origin in the method of analysis or the nature
of the sources. This can make the discussion rather laboured,

but it gives confidence in the results presented.

Classification 1.Raw Materials

Table 4:5: Classification of Occupations in Sketchley's

directory and the Poll Bbok under Scheme 1.

Class Number Per cent
A Gentry & Prof. 847 - 12.1
B  Personal Services 270 349
C Textiles 435 6.2
D Earthenware 229 3431
E Wood 461 6.6°
F Metal 6131 8.7:
G Leather 535 7.6
H Food & Drink 8531 12.2
I Glue & Wax, 90 1.3¢
J Clothing 500 T
K Mixed Materials 129 1.8
L Building 549 7.8
M Agriculture 151. 242
N Transport 125 1.8
O Shipping 764 10.9
P Seagoing 245 3i5
Q Miscellaneous 214 3.0
Total 7010 100.0
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A striking feature of the distrib;ption of occupations
under this classification is the broad base of the economy :
45.5%.0f the work force listed here worked within traditional
raw materials categories (textiles, earthenware, wood, metal,
leather, glue and wax, mixed materials, building and
agriculture). Many of these are what Patten describes as the
"basic needs" trades which formed a substantial part of the
employment in any town (1978,21-29,). The spread of occupations
amongst the classes reflects the likely demand for the goods in
question: there would clearly have been more demand for metals
than for glue, .and the proportions of the workforce reflect this
(1.3%.in glue trades compared with 8.7% in metal trades). This
broad range of basic needs goods was augmented by distinctly
urban trades such as those in the mixed materials class: these
were the spectacle makers, philosophical instrument makers and
clock and watch makers whom George describes in London as typical
of the more specialised, highly skilled artisans working under a
putting out system which could operate only in a larger urban
centre (George,1966,176=8). The complexity and breadth of
Bristol's economy was complemented by its relative lack of
specialisation amongst traditional occupations. This is to be
expected. Ellis finds in Newcastle,in the late seventeenth and
early eighteenth century breadth and variety rather than economic
specialisation in a narrow sense, despite the importance of coal
(1984,194) and Patten concludes that "concentration rather than

specialisation was the touchstone of the town economy"

(1978,162).
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Patten was, however, writing of the pre-industrial town and
in Bristol by 1775 we can discern some distinct signs of
specialisation. The first class in which there are
disproportionately many is Class A, Gentry and Professional.
These people are obviously those most likely to be included in
the sources so the figure of 12.1%.is greatly overstated (see
below for representativeness of the source). At the same time it
must be remembered that this is a classification of those with
occupations, .so the leisured rich and true gentry (unless they
were clergymen, members of the Corporation or some such) would
have been excluded, bringing the proportion in this class down.
The high figure shows clearly the commercial rather than
industrial nature of the economy, as this class included
merchants, Customs and Excise officials, bankers and brokers
directly involved in commerce and lawyers and accountants
indirectly connected with it. There were also the doctors who
had benefitted from the developments at the Hotwells. The class
falls into two categories: firstly the urban patriciate of
merchants and gentlefolk such as the many clergymen within the
city. These last were of sufficient importance to be listed in
the Poll Book as a separate group, as there were within the city
so many tiny parishes and a cathedral with all its clerks and
canons. Secondly there were what might be termed the
professional middle classes of doctors, lawyers, brokers, bankers
and Customs and Excise men and here a new element in the
occupation structure is to be seen. Reed comments on the
appearance of "that socio-economic category so characteristic of

an industrialized society, the salary earner" when he considers
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the Customs and Excise officials and Salt Officers in
seventeenth-century Ipswich (Reed,1981,174).

Corfield finds that many of the professional men in late
seventeenth- and eighteenth-century Norwich were immigrants to
the city (1976,176) and comments on the general propensity of
professional men to migrate, sometimes over long distances
(1982,103+«4). It would be interesting to discover how many of
Bristol's professional men were migrants to the city and how many
were native Bristolians taking advantage of new opportunities
offered within the city, but this unfortunately cannot be pursued
in the context of this thesis.

In designating overseas merchants as '"gentle" in this
classification it must be remembered that many of them, through
their access to capital and the fruits of trade, .had direct links
with manufacturing. They were involved in such trades as sugar
baking and tobacco processing. Hall suggests that this
involvement wtih production was declining in the sugar trade, not
so much from a change of heart on the part of the merchants, as
from competition from former apprentices in business on their own
account (1925,59-64). Nonetheless participation in maaufacturing
continued by such merchants as Barnes and Rice, sugar bakers and
merchants, and the point that in the city "gentle" was not the
antithesis of "trade" still held.

The next specialisation, clearly linked to the first, is
that of shipping. Port towns had very early on developed a
specialised labour force and the shipping and seagoing classes

combined contained 14.4%.of the workforce considered here. These
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were men who went to sea, were ships' craftsmen (riggers,
sailmakers and the like) or who supplied ships. They were
directly and principally involved in shipping; but doubtless
many of those in the other raw materials and services classes
also supplied the shipping trade. Overseas trade was the main
generator of wealth in the city and the multiplier effects of it
would have been concentrated within the town at this time when
internal economic communications were still comparatively
rudimentary. A merchant would buy his supplies locally and spend
his gains locally'and hence this 14.4%.is likely greatly to
underestimate the true importance of shipping in the economy.
Fragmentary evidence for Portsmouth and Portsea suggests
that as many as 73%. of all adult males were employed in
shipbuilding and related industries and there are estimates that
Naval Dockyards employed 50%.of the adult males in other dock
towns (Corfield,1982,45). Bristol's employment in shipping, even
if greatly underestimated here, .was one specialisation within a
large and diverse economy and any comparison with "dock towns"
must be qualified. In this Bristol is comparable with all the
larger and longer established port towns: London, Newcastle,
Hull, Chester and Liverpool were amongst those ports which in the
seventeenth century and into the eighteenth had marked
specialisations in ships' provisioning, shipbuilding and trade
(Patten,1978,176), but which were not specialised in these
sectors to the exclusion of others. They were towns with a
specialisation rather than specialised towns (Patten,1978,180).

Other specialisations in Bristol at this time were food and

drink and clothing which together employed 19.3%.0of the
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population considered here. There would have been many people in
each of these categories in any town ("basic needs" trades); but
this figure is very:high and is probably understated, especially
given that women who were important in both spheres (see below
for women's role in the economy) were excluded from the Poll
Bdok. The high fiéure reflects the two trends outlined above, as
many in the food and drink and clothing classes would have

supplied the shipping trade, the gentry and the seasonal vistors

to the Hotwells.
Classification 2 The Nature of Work

Table 4:6: Classification of Occupations in Sketchley's

Directory and the Poll Book under Scheme 2

Class Number Per cent

A Clergy & Gentry 181 2.6°

B* Profs. & Services 936" 134

C Distributors 1487 . 21,2

D Artisans 3395 48.4

E Builders 534 7.6

F  Labourers 93 1,31

G Rural 139 2.0

H Seagoing: 245 3i5
Total 7010 100.0

The second classification points again to the two features
of the economy revealed by the first. The traditional element of

the economy is again evident: nearly half (48:4%) of the
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workforce under consideration could still be called artisans,
although of course one must be wary of imagining these people as
independent masters. Their occupation titles could remain
unaltered, whilst their place of work and relations at work could
change dramatically. Dennis points out that the use of
traditional occupational titles presupposes an unchanging
economic and social structure and tends, of course, to confirm
those presuppos jtions (1984,248-249). George comments on the
ease with which an artisan working at home could become part of a
large putting out organisation in which masters could "sweat"
their labour. She points to watchmaking as an early example of a
wholly urban sweated trade (George,1966,175-8). Friedrichs
points to the same effect in early modern Nordlinge, where
Jjourneymen who had no prospect of setting up as independant
masters formed a distinct and rather alienated social stratum -
the Klgingﬁnggzggm. However, it is probable that in an economy
such as Bristol's where labour, as opposed to technology or fixed
capital, .was still the most important factor in production, the
bulk of the artisans were still relatively independent and still
worked in and sold direct to customers from their own homes or in
small units of production, even where these had the potential
(for example in the cases of sugar houses or glass houses) to
develop into much larger plants. Patten suggests that artisans
would have constituted the greater part of the working population
in a pre-industrial town (1978,165) and it is noteworthy that
they could still account for half the population listed here.

The small number of clergy and gentry (here the true urban
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gentry and not the professional middle clases who are in Class B)
and seagoing men and rural workers all fall within a traditional
economic structure, as do the builders who account for a steady
7-10%. of the workforce under the first and second
classifications. These builders were true artisans and would
have had the heavier, unskilled work done for them by labourers
(George,1966,161). Particularly in London, .but in all expanding
towns, they were an important occupation group as building
speculation increased the pace of development in towns
(Chalklin,1974).. The building trade had, though, .always been
important in an urban economy. Hoskins estimates that it
employed some 4:0-7.5% of the workforce in sixteenth-century
towns (Hoskins,1956,15) .and Patten stresses that both population
expansion and the constant damage caused by fire provided steady
demand for builders in pre-industrial towns (Patten,1978,60-67).
Set against this traditional background are the two
specialistions evident before.. Firstly there is the professional
and services class (Class B). This class covers everyone from
the doctor to the hairdressser and its bounds are drawn
deliberately widely as the differences between service and
professional were notoriously vague in the eighteenth century
(Patten,1978,154-5). It was notieable how often a man was called
a surgeon in the directory and a barber, peruke maker or
hairdresser in the Poll Book. This is an obvious example (see
e.g. Pelling,1983), but no less pertinent for that. 13.4%.were
included in this broad class and this reinforces our awareness of
the growing professional middle classes and the providers of

petty services to those middle classes and spa visitors as well
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as to ordinary Bristolians.

The second group which cannot easily be accommodated within
the traditional pattern is Class C, the distributors. These were
specialist distributors as opposed to artisan retailers who are
included with other artisans in Class D, and, though separate
retailing had clearly:to some extent always been present, .it was
a distinct and growing element in the economy (Geéorge,1966,16);
Mitchell,1984). George warns that many retailers did not aspire
even to the status of an artisan, but rather fell into the
category of unskilled and casual labour.. She has in mind the
keepers of o0ld iron shops, tripe shops and cookshops
(George,1966,161).. Undoubtedly some of these are included in the
Distributor class, but the majority were grocers, tea dealers,
mercers and the like. If distributors are overrepresented in the
directory, they are underrepresented in the Poll Book:(see below)
and hence the figure of 21.,2%.probably does not overstate their
relative importance. These men and women must have supplied the
gentry and middle classes, the Hotwells visitors, .as well as
ordinary Bristolians. They also distributed the products of and
assembled goods for overseas and internal trade. They both
reflect the changing economic structure of the city and

contributed directly to its change..
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Classification 3:Status

Table 4:7: Classification of Occupations in Sketchley's

Directory and the Poll Bdok under Scheme 3

Class Number Per cent Per cent
of 7010 of 5146°

A High Status 9531 1316° 18.5
B° Middle Status 1994 28.4 38.7:
C Low Status 2199 31,4 2.7
X Not Classified 1864 26.6°

Total 7010 100.0 100.0

5,146  or 73.4%.0of those in Table 4:7 fall within the scope
of this classification and those 5,146 'are distributed amongst
the three classes in a predictable way. Class A (13:6%.0of the
total number of entries or 18.5%.of those classified) is perhaps
surprisingly large and reflects the continued importance of the
urban patriciate, particularly of merchants and dealers and the
growing professional element in the population, though by no
means all professional men fell within the scope of the
classification. Class B with 28.4%.of all entries or 38.7%.of
those classified represents the solid middle stratum of decent,
but by no means prosperous tradesmen.

It is appropriate to consider those in Class C (31,4% or
42.7%) in relation to those who are excluded from the
discusssion. To say that 35-40%.of the population of any city
was poor (Patten,1978,190) is probably an underestimate as it

seems that the problem of poverty grew substantially from 1750

onwards (Clark,1981,31),and the most extreme poverty and
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destitution were probably to be found in London and the larger
provincial cities to which the poor migrated, usually to remain
poor (Malcolmson,1981,78). Corfield considers 60%. of the
population in late seventeenth-century Norwich to have been
amongst the "labouring poor" - journeymen, labourers and casual
workers who were easily pauperised (1976,241). These people
would have been without specific employment and would have been
excluded from all but the most comprehensive records and
certainly from those used here. We may, following Gutton (1970
& 1974) divide the poor into the pauvres de structure, the aged,
lame, . sick and young children who were unable to support
themselves in even the most favourable economic conditions, and
the pauvres de conjancture, men and women with a trade and a few
possessions, critically the tools of their trade, who could
support themselves in times of economic expansion but who could
be forced into the class of the desperately poor in a
conioncture, or more particularly when food prices were high
(Williams,1981). Corfield draws a similar distinction where she
writes of the "very broad base of poverty" in seventeenth-century
Norwich, in which stratum she includes the large artisan
population (pauvres de conjoncture) but not paupers (pauvres de
structure). We may consider those in Class C to constitute part
of the pauvres de gonjoncture.

The Poll Book, directory and rates returns together contain
information for some 1Q,000 people (see overlap section) or about
0% .0of all heads of households in a population of about 55,000

(Little,1954, 327 ; see Corfield,1982,129 for a summary of
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household sizes in various eighteenth-century towns). 20%.of
households are thus excluded and may be considered to have been
bauvres de structure plus casual labourers and artisans. Their
poverty is assumed on the basis of their exclusion from all
records which suggests they had neither a fixed place of
residence, .unless in a hospital or poor house, nor a fixed
occupation. If those in Class C (about 2,200 or 20%.of the total
population) are regarded as further pguvres de gonjoncture, we
arrive at a figure of U40%. heads of households and their
dependents as actually or potentially poor. This is a very rough
calculation and suffers in particular from the difficulty of
linking data for people for whom little information tends to
be recorded. In some ways it must be seen as a minimun as it
does not systematially include those who were listed in the rates
data.. Thus the figure is below that of Corfield's 62%.in late
seventeenth-century Norwich. In, other ways however, it may be
overestimated. The idea of pauvres de conjgncture has been used
very broadly as there could obviously be canjonctures of varying
intensity and duration which would affect varying numbers. It
may also overestimate the number as poor housholds were known to
be far smaller in general than rich households (see e.g.
Clarkson,1978); so percentage of heads of households cannot so
easily be equated with percentage of the population. However,
the figure of U40%.is very similar to those for other towns
(Patten,1978,190) and does serve to remind us just how precarious
was the lot of the majority of the urban population. This fact,
and the fact that the traditional poor relief system, .designed to

cope with rural distress (Walvin,1984,83), had not developed to
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match new needs, were often hidden from contemporaries during
favourable economic times and the problem was thrown into sharp
focus when slumps, .depressions and especially high food prices

put a great strain on urban populations and their institutions..

The Origin of the Occupational Data

In addition to classifying occupations found in both the
directory:and the Poll Book, each source was analysed separately

as part of the investigation into the nature of the sources.
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Classification 1 _Raw Materials

Table 4:8: Classification of Occupations under Scheme 1¢ the

Origin of the Data

Class Sketchley's Directory Poll Book
Number Per cent Number  Per cent
A Gentry & Prof. 548 14.1. 396° 10.6°
B Personal Services 23% 6.1, 45 1.2
C Textiles 218 5.6 257 6.9
D Earthenware 82 2.1. 159 43
E Wood 208 5.4 297 7.9
F Metal 232 6.0 437" 1.7
G Leather 223 5.8 364 9.7
H Food & Drink 578 4.9 360 9.6
I Glue & Wax 58 1.5 iy 1.1.
J Clothing 348 9.0 197 5.31
K Mixed Materials 86 2.2 58 1.6
L Building 222 5.7. 401 10.7:
M Agriculture 39 1.0 119 3.2
N Transport 49 1.3¢ 80 2.1.
O Shipping 489 12.6", 324 8.7
P Seagoing 161 u,2 88 2.4
Q Miscellaneous 101 2.6" 118 32
Total 3877 100.1 3751 1Q0.2

The directory has a higher percentage of entries in classes
A and B (Professsions and Services), especially in personal
services (6:1%.cf. 1.2%), than does the Poll Book. This is as

one would expect since Sketchley's readers would hope to find
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information on services of all kinds from professional to petty
in the directory, and Sketchley would have taken pains to include
such information. Such directories were designed not least for
outsiders who came to the city for business or pleasure, needing
special goods and services (Corfield & Kelly,1984,24): the
directories thus naturally over-represent providers of such goods
and services. Poll Books, by contrast, . were records of a city's
local political activity and were published retrospectively for
those interested in local affairs. They thus underrepresent
services for this reason, .because the many women involved in them
(see below for discussion of women's role in the economy) were
excluded and because the voters were essentially tradesmen and
gentlemen not professional men and providers of services.

This bias of the Poll Bdok is shown in the "raw materials”
classes (Classes C - K). It has a higher percentage than the
directory in classes such as wood (7.9% cf. 5.4%), metal (11.7%
cf. 6.0%), leather (9.7%.cf. 5.8%). and earthenware (4.3%. cf.
2.1%); but in food and drink (14:9% cf. 9.9%) and clothing (9.0%.
cf. 5.3%) the directory has conspicuously more entries. These
classes can be considered to be services as much as trades and
the pattern again holds that the Poll Book has more tradesmen,
the directory more in services. In class L (Building) there are
many more entries in the Poll Book than in the directory (10.7%.
cf. 5.7), @ finding confirmed under the second classification.
This accords with the general preponderance of tradesmen in the
Poll Book.

The only exception to this, .and a rather surprising one, is

that the di.-ectory has many more people in shipping trades (Class
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0) than does the Poll Book (12.6%.cf. 8.7%.or 489 cf. 324). This
class includes both artisans, such as ships' caulkers and ships’
carpenters, .and dealers, especially victuallers and chandlers,
who supplied the shipping trade. The difference arises largely
from the greater number of ships'-suppliers in the directory. It
might have been expected that a very significant number of men
involved in heavy and specialised shipping trades would appear in
the Poll Bbok but not in the directory. The reverse is true,
partly because the visiting merchant or businessman who would use

the directory would be looking for just such specialist goods and

services.
Classification 2.The Nature of Work

Table U4:9: Classification of Occupations under Scheme 2: the

Origin of the Data

Class Sketchley's Directory  Poll Book
Number Per cent Number Per cent
A Clergy & Gentry 102 2.6° 107 2.9-
B° Profs. & Services 658 17.0 3 9.1.
C Distributors 1156 29.8 465 12.4-
D Artisans 1549 40.0 2154 57«31
E Builders 222 5.7 386" 10.3¢
F Labourers 0 0.0 93. 2.5
G Rural 29 0.7: 116" 3.1:
H Seagoing 161. 4.2 88 2.4
Total 3877 100.0 3741, 100.0
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Classification under this scheme revealed differences
between the two sources which were not unexpected, but
nonetheless the degree of difference was perhaps greater than one
might have thought.

The proportions in Class A (Clergy and Gentry). were
almost identical in each source (2.9%.in the Poll Bbok and 2.6%.
in the directory) and this is unremarkable, since presumably
almost all of the uppermost rank would have been included in each
source.

The directory has nearly twice as many in Class B°
(Professional and Services) as does the Poll Book (17:0% or 658
cf. 9.1%.or 341). This surprisingly large difference does not
result from differences in nomenclature. The bounds of the
professional and services class are drawn deliberately widely.
Thus, for example, both apothecaries and doctors are included
and it is not the case that the same man, .called an apothecary in
the Poll Bbok and a doctor in the directory, appears as an
artisan when the Poll Book is classified and as a professional
when the directory is classified. This confirms the impression
of voters as tradesmen and not providers of services.

The directory contains almost two and a half times as many
entries in Class C (Distributors) (29.8%.or 1156'cf. 12.4%.0r
465) as the Poll Book. It is easy:to see why distributors, like
members of the professional and services class, should be well
represented in the directory, as they were the people who could
increase their custom through publicity and whom Sketchley would
have been glad to see in his directory; but it is less easy to

see why they are not in the Poll Book. It was a sector in which
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women were proportionately well represented (see below) .and they
were clearly could not vote. However, some two thousand freemen
were admitted just before this election as the candidates'
committees were anxious to pay the entry fine of anyone willing
to support their candidate, so that it is surprising that so many
distributors and those in professional and services were not in
the Poll Book. Many distributors and professionals would have
been substantial men, unlikely to avail themselves of the
committees' offers; but many other petty traders would have been
susceptible and it is surprising that so few are included.

As expected and as shown in classification under Scheme 1,
Classes D and E (Artisans and Builders) are particularly well
represented in the Poll Book which listed many solid burghers in
traditional trades. 57.3% of all voters were artisans and 10.3%
in were in building trades, giving a total of 67.6%.or more than
two thirds of the people listed. Sketchley's readers would have
had little interest in learning the name and address of many of
these artisans and hence they were not included in the directory.
He lists only 40.0%.artisans and 5.7%.builders, who together form
fewer than half the total. That there are so few builders and
artisans in ordinary trades in the directory is also an
indication that it was directed at least in part to visitors and
outside businessmen. They would not have come to the city
looking for bulky building materials or ordinary goods which they
could obtain easily at home. Thus there are relatively few men
performing such trades in the directory.

Unsurprisingly there are few people listed in Classes F
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and G.(Labourers and Rural) and one would doubt the accuracy of
many of the entries in the Poll Bdok. There are no labourers at
all in the directory and it is not clear in any case what
"labourer"”" means. Often during the linking process it seemed
probable that a "labourer" from the Poll Book was in fact a
person of a rather high status in the directory. William
Saunders is desribed in the Poll Book as a "labourer" and,
although a link was not made, it seems likely that he was the
William Saunders in the directory who was described as an
"accomptant". Similarly the meaning of the title "yeoman" also
found in the Poll Book is obscure. We know very little about the
direct involvement of town dwellers in agriculture
(Patten,1978,189) and so it is a pity that neither source can
shed any light on the issue.

Class H (Seagoing) 1is again difficult to interpret.
Sketchley's directory with 4/2%.or 161.in this class has many
more entries than the Poll Book with its 2.4%.or 88; but there is
no way of telling whether those titled "Captain" in the directory
were still seagoers or how many sailors were at sea at the time

of the election and thus were unable to vote.
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Classification 3¢Status

Table 4{10: Classification of Occupations under Scheme 31 the

Origin of the Data

Class Sketchley's Directory Poll Book
No. % of % of No. % of % of
3877 2666 3741, 2988
A High Status 59° 15.4 22.4 439 1.7 1T

B’ Middle Status 879 22.7:‘ 33.0 1310 35%.0 43.9
C Low Status 1191 30.7: 44:.7 1239 3341 41,5
X Not Classified 1211. 31.2 753t 20.1.

Total 3877 100.0 100.1. 3741. 99.9 100.1.

Based as it is on eighteenth-century trade guides, this
classification included a greater proportion of those in the Poll
Book than in the directory. Nearly 80% of the voters were
classified, compared with 70%.of entries in the directory. If it
is accepted that the guides accurately reflected the then economy
and that the directory presents a more up to date picture of
Bristol's economy than the Poll Book, this shows that guides
designed for use in mid-eighteenth-century London were inadaquate
for later eighteenth-century:Bristol, at the zenith of her growth
as a: commercial and spa town and with a economy which went
beyond the bounds of a traditional trade stucture..

The pattern of those who were classified again confirms our
expectations. The directory contains a greater proportion of
Class A, the élite and powerful (22.4% of those classified) and
also Class C people, those in low status trades and petty

services (44.7%), on whom Sketchley's gentle readers depended for
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a wide variety of menial tasks. One thinks of the gingerbread
bakers, the mantua makers and the paper-box makers. The Poll
Book contains fewer men of high status (14.7%. cf. 22.4%),
although it must be remembered that in each source many of the
glite did not give an occupation at all, but simply stated their
name and title; thus they would not appear in this classification
of status through occcupation. There are also rather fewer in
Class C (41,5% cf.44.7%). There are in the Poll Book more men of
middle status (43.9%.cf. Sketchley's 33.0%), respectable and
solid burghers who would participate in the political life of
their city, even if they were not rich, nor powerful, nor of

particular interest to Sketchley's leisured readers.

Discrepancy in Occupational Descriptions between Sketchley's

directory and the Poll Boéok

There was remarkably little difference in the occupation
titles of men with the same name who appeared in both the
sources. It will be remembered that information in the two
sources could be deemed to refer to the same person even if
information on occupation was contradictory (e.g. if forename, .
surname, sex and location were the same), and it was thus
conceivable that an appreciable number of people would have had
significantly different occupational descriptions in the two
sources. It was found, however, that variations in occupational
descriptions caused a maximum of 0.5%. in the proportion in each
class under Scheme 1 (Raw Materials), of 1.0%.under Scheme 2

(Nature of Work) and of 0.5% under Scheme 3 (Status). A degree

of smoothing of differences had taken place at the coding stage
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in which, for example, a cordwainer (Poll Book title) and a
shoemaker (directory title) were given the same occupational
code, .and at the classification stage when occupations were
grouped together. However, it does show that, .at the level under
consideration here, .there were no significant discrepancies in
the occupational data in the two sources. This is encouraging
given doubts as to the quality of the Poll Book data and shows
that the findings presented above are not dependant on the
methods (e.g. order of transfer of material in the database)

chosen.
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Occupation by Parish

To investigate the variation in occupational structure of
Bristol parishes the entries in the directory were given a parish
code in accordance with the street given in the source. The
relationship of streets to parishes is shown in Appendix.3s It
will be remembered that not all streets mentioned in the
directory could be found on contemporary maps: these were
assigned to a "parish unknown" class. 21 streets crossed parish
boundaries. These were arbitrarily but systematically assigned
to the parish with the lower parish number: thus streets which
ran between St. Mary le Port and St. Peter parish were assigned
to St. Mary le Port; those which crossed St. Michael and St.
James City parishes were assigned to St. James. This was a
simple solution to an otherwise unresolvable question, .but had
some unfortunate effects. There appear for example to be no
entries in the directory for St. Werburgh parish, the streets in
which all ran into lower numbered parishes.

A new computer table was produced and included data for all
those in the Poll Bbok and Sketchley's directory with
occupations. Where two entries were identical on all counts
(i.e. name, occupation and parish) the entry from the second
source overwrote that from the first to give only one entry.
Where there was any discrepancy (e.g. where the name and
occupation were the same but the parish different) the entry from
the second source was added to the computer table. This
procedure gave a total of 7,185 entries. In the previous section
where the occupation structure of the city was discussed the

population under consideration was 7,010. Where occupation was
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compared with status the population under scrutiny was 7,158. It
is in some ways undesirable to deal with a total population which
changes, .and the variation could have been avoided by a very
simple computer procedure. It was, however, felt that minor
numerical differences were preferable to the arbitrary acceptance
of any one of these figures as the most representative. The
tables below thus have varying totals, though the difference
betweeen them is never more than 175 or 2.5%: but the same
percentage figures (those from Tables 4:5, 4:6 and 4:7) are
presented throughout for comparison.

Excluded from the discussion of material presented in the
tables below are data for Trinity ward and the Clergy and
Corporation. The figures are presented for reference, but with
only one datum, no conclusions can be drawn for Trinty ward,
which was in any case covered by the parts of the parishes of
Christ Church, St. Ewen, St. John and St. James. The categories
of Clergy and Corporation are included as the voters were listed
as such rather than by their parish of residence in the Poll
Book. They were "parish equivalents" in the computer coding of
the Poll Bbok but are they clearly not comparable with real

parishes.

Classification 1 Raw Materials
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Table 4:11:

Classified under Scheme 1
i) .Number in each class

Parish

0 Unknown

1 All Saints
2 Castle

3( Ch- Cho

4 St.

o =N O WU

O

10 St.

11 St

12.St.

13 St.

14:SS

15 St.
16" St.

17 .St.,

St.
© St.
St.
St.

St.

Aug.
Ewen
Jas.City
John
Léo.

M. Port

M. Red.

.Mich.

Nich.
Peter
P. & J.
Steph.
Thos.

Werb.

18 Temple

19
20
21
22
23
24

St.Jas.0.
Trinity
Clifton
Bedmin.
Clergy

.Corp.
City

Class
A B C
30 22 6
39 7T 61
3110 13,
38 18 49
109 42 16°
13 1 8
185 3% 65
7 1 5
3¢ 5
8 5 16
58 12 18
4t M 5
61 31 20
T 37
48 1" 80
35 21 T
20 6 12
6 0 5
21 7T 30
18 5 0
1 0 0
22 20 5
12 4 9
30 0 0
30 0 0
881 269 uyu2

D E F
5 9 9
1 6 20
6° 19 3%
5‘ 4 12

12 32 32
o 4 3

32121 113
7 1y
4 11 1y
o 7 21,

39 33¢ 51
8 12 21
T 29 47
o 11 23

38 54 7%

W21 3%
3¢ 22 50
0 3 2

40 44 3y
0 0 1
0 0 0

w7 5
2 11 16
0O 0 o0
0 0 0

234 46T 633

180

151

10
45
1314

19
85
20
12

37

H
20
18
47"
42
4y
14

180
18

uy
83
20
68
18
69
30
64

I
0

"

10
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34

126°
3

34
31
14
23
12
42
36"
22

16

0
13

10
10

33«

3

15

3.
0

0
134

46

195

10

42
32
23,

71
24

20

41

10
14
0

0
5T4

14

39
3
31

0

0
154

181

3

14

231

3
3.

5
0
0

131

11
31
92
21
59
10
55
75
25

0

75

u6-

15
14

24

1
0
0

Q

N
10
32
11,

36°

10

36

1
0

0

124 777 285 217

Total
192

205
267
309
594
66
1526
105
80
170
550
235
428
136
730
374
285
21
438

Ly

173
196
30

30
7185

Unknown
All Saints
Castle

Ch. Ch.

St.
St.
St.
St.
St.
St.
St.
St.
St.

St.

SS

St.
St.
St.

Aug.
Ewen
Jas.City
John
Leo.

M. Port
M.Red.
Mich.'
Nich.
Peter
P. & J.
Steph.
Thos.

Werb.

Temple
St.Jas.O0.
Trinity
Clifton
Bédmin.,
Clergy

Corp.
City



Parishes with a higher proportion in gentry and
professional class than the city as a whole (12.1%) are All
Saints (19.0%), St. Augustine (18.4%), St. Ewen (19.7%) St.
Michael (20.0%), St.Werburgh (28.6%), St. James Outparish with
the astonishingly high figure of 40.9%, and Clifton (12.7%).
Here a mixture of traditional and new residence patterns is
evident. All Saints, St. Ewen and St. Werburgh are in the heart
of the city where the richer tradesmen and merchants had always
lived; but Clifton, St. Michael, parts of St. Augustine's parish
and St. James Outparish were elegant new residential areas on the
edge of the city. The distribution of gentlefolk was not as
simple as the division about the city mean suggests. Other
parishes with large numbers of gentry were central Christ Church
(11.0%), Castle Precincts (11.6%), which had a mixed and changing
social composition and St. James City parish, .a large parish with
a very mixed population of whom 12.1%. were gentry and
professional. The central concentration thus continued to
characterise Bristol's gentle population, but the numbers in the
peripheral parishes were growing and would continue to grow in
the next century. How far this was accounted for by
established Bristolians moving out from the centre to the
periphery and how far by newcomers to the city moving straight to
the suburbs is difficult to establish from a cross section such
as this. Some evidence is available from the directory. James
Bonobus, a broker, had his office in Corn Street which ran
through central All Saints, .St. Ewen and St. Leonard parishes,

but his house at irinity Street in St. Augustine's parish. Henry
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Bengough, an attorney and under sherrif, had his office in Wine
Street, which ran through central St. Mary le Port and Christ
Church parishes, but his house in St. James's Square on the
fashionable northern edge of St. James City parish. These men
were still active in trade but had removed to the suburbs. It is
impossible to tell from this study, however, whether those such
as Samuel Barry, the apothecary at Dowry Square in Clifton, had
practised in the city and moved out to Clifton or had arrived
late in the city and gone direct to the suburbs. It is necessary
to use other sources (such as Apprenticeship and Freemen's Rolls)
fully:to examine this question.

There were no very:.marked concentrations or absences of
those who provided personal services. Parishes with higher
percentages of those in the service class than that for the whole
city (3:9%) were Christ Church (4:5%), .St. Augustine (7.1%), .St.
Michael (4.7%), St. Nicholas (7.2%), St. Stephen (5.6%), St James
Outparish (11.4%) and Clifton (11.6%). There is some 1link
between the presence of gentlefolk (see above) and of those who
provided them with services of all kinds; but the correlation is
not universal. In St. Werburgh where 28.6%. of the population
were gentle there were no people recorded as providers of
services.

Classes C (Textiles), H (Food and Drink) and J (Clothing)
form a group which employed disproportionately many in both the
central trading parishes and the suburban manufacturing parishes,
but disproportionately few in the peripheral residential
parishes. The central parishes of All Saints, Christ Church, St.

Ewen, St. Mary le Port, and St. Werburgh generally had higher
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proportions in these classes than did the city as a whole. These
men were mercers, drapers, grocers, .tea dealers and the like.
These central parishes were not, however, an undifferentiated
block as there were significant variations amongst them, even
between the very closely related textile and clothing branches.
All Saints, for example, had 29.8%.in textiles compared with St.
Mary le Port's 9.4%, whilst St. Mary le Port had 20.0%. in
clothing compared with All Saints 6.8%. In textile manufacturing
there was some concentration in the eastern part of the city in
SS Philip and Jacob Parish (with 80 men or 11.0%) and Temple Ward
(with 30 men or 6:8%). Food and drink and clothing were more
ubiquitous as was to be expected and many parishes other than the
genteel suburban ones had higher percentages than the city as a
whole.

Classes D (Earthenware), E (Wood), F (Metal) and G
(Leather) formed the core of the craft base of a traditional city
economy and a few parishes had generally high proportions of
their workforce in most or all of these branches. These were
Castle Precincts, St. John, St. Leonard, St. Peter, SS Philip and
Jacob and St. Stephen parishes and Temple ward. St. James City
parish and St. Mary Redcliff were important for their
consistently high absolute numbers, if not percentages, of
workers in all of these branches.

Class K (Mixed Materials) is difficult to interpret as
numbers were so small: there was a total of 134!and a maximum in
any one parish of 3B:¢in St. James City parish. A large

percentage concentration in one parish can thus be based on
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insignificant differences in absolute terms.

Parishes with high concentrations of men in the building
trade (Class L) were mainly suburban as storage and work space
and ease of access were important criteria for builders then as
now. It was also customary:for eighteenth-century builders to
live in the houses that they were building. Thus the presence of
builders as residents in a parish is often an indication of
construction in that parish. Parishes with high concentrations
of builders were St. James City parish with 12.8%, St. Michael
with 1346%.SS Philip and Jacob with 9.7%.and St. James Outparish
with 13.6%.compared with 7.8%.for the city as a whole.

St. Leonard's is the only non-peripheral parish to house
many builders (12.5%). It is consistently anomalous: it is
fairly central and in 1696°'was amongst the wealthiest parishes in
the city (Ralph and Williams,1968,xxii); yet its employment
structure in 1775 was similar to that of the peripheral craft
parishes with many artisans and builders. Its character is
perhaps explained by:the fact that it fronts on to both the Avon
and the Frome. Perhaps with Castle Precincts, St. John's parish
and St. Stephen's parish it can be regarded as a transitional
zone in which some areas were increasing in respectability
(Castle Precincts, which had been an area of ill repute and was
only by the end of the seventeenth century becoming respectable
(Ralph & Williams,1968,xxiii)), and others were declining in
status (St. Leonard). The other transitional parishes remained
distinct from the artisan parishes, the new genteel parishes and
the old central parishes. Perhaps St. Augustine's parish was

only just moving out of this inner suburban transitional ring.
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Its occupational structure suggests fairly strongly that it be
included with the genteel parishes, but its older
shipping/artisan base remained and its distribution of wealth was
rather confused (see below). Perhaps some parts of the
transitional ring (St. John's and St. Stephen's parishes) can be
regarded as the suburbs of a much smaller, earlier Bristol, the
industrial concentrations which remained after "leapfrogging"
expansion of the city led to the rapid growth of elegant suburbs
beyond them to the north and west..

The agriculture class (Class M), like that of mixed
materials, is extremely difficult to interpret. The problem of
the meaning of "yeoman" has been discussed and it can perhaps be
suggested that the agriculturalists found in the peripheral
parishes of St. Augustine, St. Michael and St._James Outparish,
which all had relatively many in this class, .might have been
nurserymen, "gardeners" and seedsmen, whilst some yeomen or
supposed agriculturalists in each parish, and especially in the
densely populated and rich central parish of St. Mary le Port,
would have been gentlefolk.

Transport, like building, demanded space for stabling and
storage and ease of access. Parishes in which those employed in
transport were concentrated were all suburban whether genteel
(St. Augustine, .St. James Outparish and Clifton) or not (SS
Philip and Jacob, Temple and Béedminster).

The distribution of those in the shipping trades and
seagoing classes is clearly differentiated. Clifton and St.

Nicholas, amongst the rich parishes had a high percentage of
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ships' suppliers. Transitional St. Leonard's and St. Stephen's
parishes had notable concentrations of ships' craftsmen and
suppliers (13.8%.and 20.1%.respectively) .as did artisanal St.
Mary Redcliff parish (16.7%) and Bedminster (31,1%), which last
formed an extension of the artisan parishes of St. Mary Redcliff
and Temple on the unfashionable southern side of the city.
Ships' craftsmen were to be found in the artisanal parishes,
together with the ubiquitous victuallers, whilst in the wealthier
central parishes the more respectable ships' suppliers, brokers
and merchants concentrated.

Many seagoers were resident in the parishes of St.
Augustine, which was bordered by the River Avon on its southern
and western sides and had a remarkable concentration of seagoers
(12.6% cf. 3:5%.in the city as a whole); in St. Michael (6.0%),
only a tiny stretch of whose boundary fronts on to the river and
in St. James Outparish (6.8%) which was far from both rivers, .as
well as in the riverside parishes of St. Nicholas (5.6%), St.
Stephen (7.2%) and St. Werburgh (4.8%). Many of these are
described as "Captain" which could be a status title as much as
an occupational description and many of them might have been
gentlemen who possibly no longer went to sea, but who retained
their title. St. Augustine's parish, which had a strong
mercantile and shipping interest, .might have been a natural
choice of residence for ex-seagoers who had kept an interest in

shipping and seabourne trade.

Classification 2 The Nature of Work
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Table 4:12: The Occupational Structure of Bristol Parishes
Classified under Scheme 2

i) Number in each class

Parish Class

A B C D E F G H Total
0 Unknown 349 43 7% 11 0 3+ 8 192
1 All Saints 2 B4 102 57 0 0 0 0 205
2 Castle 1. 33¢ 71 148 8 4 1 1. 26T
3+ Ch. Ch. 3t 58 131 103« 7 3 2 2 309
4 St.Aug. 19 104 111 223« 46 2 14 75 594
5 St.Ewen 0 13. 2 27 1 0 0 0 66"
6 St.Jas.City  33: 189 253 753. 195 18 39 46' 1526
7 St.John O 14 19 57 9 2 3 1 105
8 St.Léo. 1. 3. 18 45 9 0 2 2 80
9 St.M.Port 1. 15 59 91 0 0 3¢ 1 170
10 St.M.Red. 16° 55 104 308 41 10 2 14 550
11 St.Mich. 9. 43, 32 96 32 1 8 14 235
12 St.Nich. 8 66 111 190 23 2 4y 24 428
13:St.Peter 1. 9 26° 87 4 0 6 3 136
14:3S P. & J. 16° 63¢ 96" 430 64 30 =24 T 730
15 St.Steph. 1. 36 124 158 24 1. 3¢ 27 374
16" St.Thos. y 271 69 157 20 3 Y 1. 285
17 .St.Werb. 1 5 6 7 0 1 0 1. 21.
18 Temple 12 45 56" 249 41 14 9 12 438
19 St.dJdas.O. 3¢ 19 Y 8 6 0 1 3 4y
20 Trinity 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
21 Clifton 6° 38 21. 88 10 2 6 2 173
22 Bédmin. o 17 42 121, 8 0 7 1 196°
23.Clergy 8 2 0 O 0 <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>