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ancashite redefined popular politics and national identity in its own image. The
Lperceived thteat of invasion by Napoleon, together with the Itish Rebellion,
sustained the evolution in extra-patliamentaty politics that had begun in reaction to the
American and French revolutions. The meanings and principles of ‘radicalism,” loyalism’
and ‘Britain’ continued to be debated and contested in 1798-1812. Elite loyalism became
even more exclusive, developing into the Orange movement. Radicals remained silent
until the Napoleonic invasion scares had faded and opportunities arose for renewed
vocal criticisms of government foreign and economic policy from 1806. Conflicts re-
emerged between radicals and loyalists in the middle classes and gentry which provided
the training for a new generation of postwar radical leaders and the popularity of the free

trade campaign.

Inhabitants of Lancashire felt British in reaction to the French and Irish, but it was a
Lancashire Britishness. Political identities and actions followed national patterns of
events but were always marked with a regional stamp. This was in part because most
political movements were held together by a shared ‘sense of place’ rather than vague
notions of class-consciousness or shared class identity. A sense of place manifested itself
in the regional organisation of sttikes, petitions and the Orange institution. Furthermore,
it could also entail a common bitter or defiant provincialism against the government or
monatchy. In an atmosphere of anti-corruption and a growing desire for peace, this
provincial frustration ironically brought professed loyalists closer to radicalism in
campaigns against the Otders in Council and other government policies. Provincialism
and other elements of regional identity ensured that any ideas of Britishness were

tempered through local concerns and allegiances, but an identity with the nation that was



not an acquiescent acceptance of national tropes and stereotypes. Lancashire Britishness
was commercial, manufacturing, and above all, independent from homogenisation and

the impositions of government.



Abstract

ancashire redefined popular politics and national identity in its own image. The
Lﬁrst part of this thesis discusses the political views of those in positions of local
power and the inhabitants they led in reaction to the Napoleonic invasion scares of 1798-
1805. Historians have assumed that the ideology of loyalism temained static after the
initial reaction to the French Revolution and British Jacobinism. Loyalism’s mutations
into the Orange movement, patriotism and the legécy of Jacobitism are highlighted here
as evidence against this presumption. The political events of 1798 were as consequential
to Lancashire political life as events in 1789. Orangeistn and patriotism are also
indicators of the unique effects regional citcumstances had upon loyalism. Loyalism in
both its elite and popular forms was not a product of passive acceptance of genetic
tropes about the King and nation propagated by government and preachers. It was rather
a conscious evaluation of the socio-political circumstances, often in the region as well as

in the whole country.

Radicalism by contrast had to maintain its principles underneath a veil of silence which
was enforced by fear of loyalist repression that had occutred in the eatly 1790s. The
United Englishmen did pose some threat of atmed rebellion, but the loyalist forces of
order developed a spy system to suppress agitation relatively quickly. Committed
individuals and isolated circles in Liverpool, Manchester and Royton kept radicalism alive
until the circumstances of the war altered to enable more general criticism of the
government and the monarchy to surface. These more vocal individuals however varied
widely in their radical views; they could not and indeed did not want to form any sort of

organised movement.
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While radicals fell silent, activity by trade combinations and unions by contrast
intensified. Bitter conflicts between cotton manufacturers and their employees disturbed
the apparent patriotic unanimity of the period 1798-1805. The Combination Acts of
1799-1800 were significant in reformulating class relations, but they formed only one part
of the complex history of negotiaion and identity of the working classes. A shared
discourse of legality and common nartatives of action overcame the physical limitations
of unionised action in this petiod of eatly industrialisation. Furthermore, Luddism was
not a reactionary outburst of violence, but a product of all the methods of collective
action that had occurred during two decades of war. Together with food rioting, radical
politics and opposition to military conscription in the ballot, Luddism signified the
psychological response to the war and the government which cannot be analysed solely

in socio-economic terms.

Luddism was only one example of how geographical identity was shaped by the
combined strains caused by industrialisation and the Napoleonic invasion scares. A sense
of ‘Lancashire Britishness’ was the result of these tensions. It was vividly expressed in
autobiographies, dialect writing and the volunteer corps. Patriotic or national tropes were
popular, but regional inhabitants only identified with John Bull’ once the British
character was filtered through local identities and more personal allegiances. In this
sense, most inhabitants of England felt ‘British,” but what qualities this entailed varied
from region to region. Lancashire Britishness was commercial, manufacturing and above

all, independent from homogenisation and government impositions.

The second part of the thesis demonstrates how both activists and the general

population redefined their political positions after the Napoleonic invasion scares had



faded. From 1806, opponents of Church-and-King loyalist elites openly challenged their
authotity over the representation of their towns and its loyalism. This involved conflicts
of politics mote than of class. Some of the radicals who had kept the spirit of radicalism
alive during the invasion scares were among those who led the opposition. There wete
many others who briefly patticipated and then retreated back into anonymity. Challenges
to the vety meaning of loyalism entailed battles over the symbolism of public places as
well as over rhetotic and language. This part focuses on the methods of protest used by
different sections of activists, including bourgeois radical intellectuals, crowds in food
riots and impressment riots, unionised workers in strikes and Luddites. All these groups
contested the meaning of loyalism in various ways, using their environment as a symbolic
and physical weapon against their opponents. This suggests that place and space - urban,
rural and especially semi-rural in the ‘neighbourhoods’ of towns - influenced the political
thoughts and actions of individuals as did text and discourse. Its multiple symbolism was
important and also perhaps explains in part why political events or groups occurred in

certain places in the region.

The altered national political situation from 1806, especially the government’s economic
blockade and increasingly aggressive foreign policy, made these conflicts much more
than local power struggles. Issues such as economic cotruption, Catholic Relief and slave
trade abolition were debated in borough elections and civic meetings to draw up
petitions and counter petitions. Most of the population, certainly in the urban areas, wete
involved in processes of renewed political contestation and debate. This illustrated the
complex relationship between provincial politics and the national political sphere. These
conflicts moreover opened the way for the peace and Reform campaigns to take hold of
a general population who would have described themselves as loyalist rather than radical.

The latter years of the wars witnessed a rejuvenation of popular political activity on a



scale not seen since the eatly 1790s and much earlier than historians of the postwar ‘mass
platform’ give credit for. In this period, 2 new generation of radical activists emerged,
who become the leaders of the postwar mass platform movement. They found
inspiration in witnessing the conflicts of 1806-12 just as the writings of Paine had
inspited their predecessors. This petiod therefore formed the crucible for the

personalities and ideas leading to Peterloo and northern campaigns for suffrage.

The thesis finally argues that the tegion is the optimum medium for historical study.
Rather than the top-down generalising approach of‘ a national survey of poi)ular politics
and British identity, regional histoty is able to take local examples in their context and
chart detailed changes in local societies without resorting to the isolation and
antiquatianism of single town studies. Regional studies can help construct a new history

of the nation from the regions upwards, thus looking towards a comparative regional

approach.
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INTRODUCTION: DEFINING ‘IDENTITY’

To the tenants of the stye in general and to the swine of Lancashire in particular:
“Theaw kon ekspekt no mooar eawt oy a pig thin a Grunt.”

he Rochdalian dialectician Robert Walker defended his use of the ‘Lancashire
Tidiom’ in the preface to his radical pamphlet Plkbeian Politics, published in late
1801. He commented that although dialect “may have been dispised [si] by the
atistocratic and literary pride of a Burke,” his opening dedication was “done more out of
detision to that pensioned apostate,” than from any contempt for his readers’
understanding. He proclaimed his conviction that the Lancashire dialect contained “the
venerable and valuable reliques of the ancient Anglo-Saxon and Gallic languages.”
Finally, he hoped that Lancashire amongst other counties would still contain:

Some village Hampden, who with dauntless breast,
Can bay the little tyrant of his cot;
Tho’ when he sees his country’s wrongs redress’d,
Can rest contented with his humble lot.!
The majority of the region’s population may not have agreed with his republican tenets

and radical patriotism, but his strong sense of regional identity was certainly shared by

most.

1 R. Walker, Plbeian Polities (Salford, 1801), i.



Defining geographical identities

Regional monographs still bear less currency in histotiography than works of high
politics and national surveys. For over thirty years, ].D. Marshall has continued to argue
for the primacy of the region as a unit of historical study. He pointed to the importance
of regional dynamism captured in eatly twentieth century regional studies and the work
of historical geographers in the late 1970s.> Some studies of the North West followed,
but they are often regarded as case-studies rather than integral explorations of social,

political and economic change in their own right.”

The considerable influence of Colley’s work on the formation of British identity has
however overshadowed Marshall’s call.* A profusion of studies on ‘Britishness’ followed
in the wake of Britons: Forging the Nation. The fact that predominantly all the
historiography of British identity and indeed much of that about society and politics
from 1688 addresses the ideas Colley raised is testimony to the power of her work. J.C.D.
Clark’s arguments about the strength of the conservative confessional state are generally
now regarded as redundant, but Brifons remains centre-stage. Its novelty and
historiographical power lay in its argument that British identity was able to overlay or
integrate itself into these differences in a particulatly resonant and lasting way during the
French Wars. The question of national identity is still very much at the core of new

studies of the period 1688-1914. Following Anderson’s Imagined Communities, national

2 G.H. Tupling, The Economic History of Rossendale, Chetham Society, 86 (1927); A.H. Dodd, The Industrial
Revolution in North Wales (Cardiff, 1933); J. Langton, Geographical Change and Industrial Revolution: Coalmining in
South West Lancashire, 1590-1799 (Cambridge, 1979); D. Gregory, Regional Transformation and Industrial
Revolution: A Geography of the Yorkshire Woollen Industry (1982).

3 J K. Walton, Lancashire, A Social History, 1558-1939 (Manchester, 1987); C.B. Phillips and J.H. Smith,
Lancashire and Cheshire From AD 1540 (1994); G. Timmins, Made in Lancashire: A History of Regional
Industrialisation Manchester, 1998).

4 1.D. Marshall, The Tyranny of the Discrete: a Discussion of the Problems of Local History in England (Aldershot,
1997); L. Colley, Britons: Forging the Nation, 1707-1837 (New Haven, 1992).
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identity is no longet seen as organic or inherent but as a constructed cultural concept,
often in reaction to a foreign ‘other.” Yet like the old Whig histories, many histotians still
generalise about British identity; if regional or local differences are acknowledged, they
are regarded as subservient to an all-encompassing, coherent, and indeed forward-
matrching Britishness, contested only by the Irish and to 2 lesser degree the Scots and the
Welsh.® Other historians emphasise religious diversity and the weakness of the British
Protestant ‘elect nation,” together with Colley’s reluctance to tackle the Irish question,
continued Francophilia and the unpopularity of the Hanoverian monarchy.” In doing so,
however, their approach still involves the task of having to attack Colley’s theses head-
on. Colley indeed responded to the new emphasis in historiogtaphy on impetial

identities, with Captives.®

It is all too easy to simplify Brz‘tom’ thesis to a simplistic narrative where the French Wars
wete the final catalyst for the ‘forging’ of British identity as anti-French, anti-Catholic
and pro-George III. Many of these new ‘British’ studies have misunderstood Colley’s
main arguments. Brifons accepted the existence of multiple identities existing in parallel; it
did attempt to account for the persistence of the regional make-up of the nation.
Although Colley’s arguments were in danger of treating Protestantism as the hegemonic
ideology in the formation of Britishness, she did not go so far in that direction as Clark

did. This thesis therefore does not reject the central arguments that made Britons so

> B. Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism (1983).

¢ K. Robbins, Great Britain: Identities, Institutions and the ldea of Britishness (1998); J. Mo, Britain in the Age of
the French Revolution (Hatlow, 2000); M. Pittock, Inventing and Resisting Britain (1997); J. Smyth, The Making of
the United Kingdorn, 1660-1800 (Harlow, 2001); G. Cubsitt, ed., Imagining Nations (Manchester, 1998).

7 T. Claydon, and 1. McBride, Protestantism and National Identity, Britain and Ireland, ¢.1650-.1850
(Cambridge, 1998);, R. Eagles, Franwophilia in English Society, 1748-1815 (Basingstoke, 2000); H.
Brocklehurst and R. Phillips, History, Nationhood and the Question of Britain (Basingstoke, 2004); L. Brockliss,
and D. Eastwood, eds., A Union of Multiple Identities, The British Isles, ¢.1750-1850 (Manchester, 1997); A.
Mutdoch, British History, 1660-1832: National ldentity and Local Culture (1998).

® K. Wilson, The Island Race: Englishness, Empire and Gender in the Eighteenth Century (2003); L. Colley,
Captives: Britain, Empire and the World, 1660-1850 (2002).
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influential nor does it neglect the nuances within her work that are often ignored by
other historians. Britishness was undoubtedly an important concept shared by most
inhabitants in this petiod and it was brought into shatp focus by the Napoleonic invasion
scares. Rather, it asks whether a new historiography can emerge which deals with
questions of identity formation from 1688 but does not have to refer constantly to

Colley’s work, whether in suppott or refutation.

This thesis demonstrates that the complexity of national identity must always be taken
‘into account. It was never a monolithic or identical concept. Nor did it progtess,
Whiggishly, from confusion and localism to clear, national principles shared by all.
Geographical identities have always been multiple, changing, ovetlapping and contested.
Indeed, Semmel’s study of British writers and propagandists demonstrates how even the
most convinced loyalists doubted the coherence and strength of Britishness in the face of
Napoleon.” Britishness encompassed a conglomeration of local and regional affiliations,
which could be transcended or connected by supra-national allegiances such as religious,
philosophical or political beliefs.'’ Marshall and Phythian-Adams have assetted this
concept of ovetlapping identities. They argue that the ptimaty putpose of the history of
geographical space is the analysis of how contemporaties saw their own regional social
groupings and the relationships between these groups.'! Baker and other historical
geographers, repeating the argument that the region is a mediator between locality and

nation, have suggested that the process of absorption of communities into widet national

9 S. Semmel, Napoleon and the British (2004).

0]. Hoppit, ed., Parkiaments, Nations and Identities in Britain and Ireland, 1660-1850 (Manchester, 2003), p.2.

" Marshall, Tyranny of the Discrete, p.84; C. Phythian-Adams, ed., Societies, Cultures and Kinship, 1580-1850,
Cultural Provinces and English Local History (Leicester, 1993).
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polities and societies is quite likely to have been spatially and chronologically uneven and

by no means unilinear.'?

An important factor that must be taken into account in analyses of the composition of all
identities, allegiances and beliefs in the eighteenth and eatly nineteenth centuries is that
most people had a range of choices. Furthermore, they wete often aware of the range of
choices available and made conscious decisions to adopt different — even contradictory —
positions according to their assessment of the circumstances in which they found
themselves. A denominational sect or racial prejudice could unite individuals vertically
along social strata; while in times of economic crisis, those individuals could coalesce
against each other in line with their respective occupations and trades. A British identity,
or some sense of shared identification with all the nation’s inhabitants, would add
another dimension and permitted the adoption of ideas and values selectively from the
range on offer. Beliefs and ideas could be drawn from interlinked concepts, not from one

view wholesale.

The ptincipal nationally-propagated characteristics of Britishness, especially anti-
Gallicanism, were undoubtedly popular. Yet they were not consumed unquestioningly.
Inhabitants in the provinces could only accept tropes of Britishness through the filter of
local and regional structures and texts. Volunteering is the most obvious example,
although the creation of regional John Bulls’ in dialect ballads is a less well-known
cultural illustration of this process.'* Britishness was composed of regional variations on

similar themes. Lancashire faced Napoleon with similar ways and mentalities to other

12 R A. Dodgshon and R.A. Butlin, eds., A Historical Geography of England and Wales (2™ ed., 1990), p.225.

13 J. Black, ‘Confessional State or Elect Nation? Religion and Identity in Eighteenth-century England,’ in
Claydon and McBride, Profestantism and National ldentity, p.72.

14 Chapter 5, part II.



regions, but adapted the situation to the region’s own identity. This culminated in a

‘Lancashire Britishness,” shared by all classes and political persuasions.

Marshall and historical geographers have illustrated that an alternative approach to the
continuing historiographical obsession with Colley is through comparative studies of
regions."”” The region offers a concentrated depth of context and basis for comparison
that national sutveys cannot, for, as Royle has argued, “the nation-state is often too large
a territory within which to attempt to group the full range of human experience.” The
region avoids the static frameworks or constructs of a town, county or state. It provides
context “containing sufficiently similar case studies for comparisons to be meaningful,
but sufficiently different for more general interpretations to be checked and qualified.”"
Studying a region avoids the pitfalls of employing isolated examples of individual events
ot texts from towns or counties to support a generalised thesis."” It also goes beyond the
antiquarian and literally parochial tendencies of local history. Daniel Defoe and other
contemporary obsetrvers recognised that the fortunes of a town are often determined by
its economic, social and political commerce with its wider surroundings.'® Stobart’s
recent study of early modern North West England emphasises how regional patterns of
economic development had been established in the North West from the early

eighteenth century. He stresses the importance of Manchester, Liverpool and Chester as

15> ARH. Baker and M. Billinge, eds., Geographies of England: the North-South Divide, Material and Imagined
(Cambridge, 2004); A.R.H. Baker, Geography and History, Bridging the Divide (Cambridge, 2003); S. King and
G. Timmins, Making Sense of the Industrial Revolution (Manchester, 2001); J. Allen, Rethinking the Region
(1997).

16 E. Royle, Issues of Regional Identsty: in Honour of John Marshall Manchester, 1998), p.12.

17 1.D. Marshall, ‘Proving Ground or the Creation of Regional Identity?: the Origins and Problems of
Regional History in Britain,” in P. Swan, and D. Foster, eds., Essays in Regional and Local History (Cherry
Burton, 1992), p.19.

18 ]. Stobart, ‘County, Town and Country,” in P. Borsay and L. Proudfoot, Provincial Towns in Early Modern
England and Ireland (Oxford, 2002), p.172.



‘gateway cities,” drawing together the region and linking it to wider socio-economic and

cultural systems."

The region is unfortunately still equated with the county. This has much to do with
organisation of local administration and the consequent distribution of their records in 2
county-based system of record offices. The county was important as an administrative
entity, but the effects of the industrial revolution created alternative centres of economic
and political power. Trade links and socio-familial relationships often crossed county
boundaries. This thesis therefore uses the county definition of Lancashire, including the
Lonsdale hundred ‘over the Sands,” only as a base for the wider region. The ‘Lancashire
region’ encompasses north-east Cheshire, the Pennine parts of the West Riding of
Yorkshire and southern Cumberland and Westmotland. Indeed, it is often in these areas
of ambiguous jurisdiction that the most intetesting political events and geographical

identities come to light.

The Lancashire region is particulatly worth analysis in this period because, as Stobart
proclaimed confidently: “north-west England can lay strong claim to be the first
industrial region.”” It was in many ways unique. The rise in its urban populations was
phenomenal; vivid changes to the physical landscape were rapid and lasting. The ‘King
Cotton’ appellation on the other hand masked the intra-regional specialisations which
also make Lancashire fruitful as a focus of study: the port of Liverpool, the coal-based
heavy industries of its hinterland and the fertile agricultural plains of central and west

Lancashire, each with its own subregional character and identity.”

191, Stobatt, The First Industrial Region: North West England, 1700-1760 (Manchester, 2004), p.7.
20 Ibid., p.32.
21 Chapter 2.



The tegion was a socio-spatial concept as well as an economic entity; the two shaped
each other and both influenced the nature of future economic and political development
in the eatly nineteenth century. Regional history avoids the pitfalls of the Annales School
while reasserting its strength in “concern for reconstruction of the mentalités ot
collective consciousness as well as of the material conditions of past societies.”” This
thesis thus discusses contemporary perceptions of and attachment to the region as well
as its physical definition. It furthermore explores the use inhabitants made of their
regional identity: that is, how the symbolism of landscape and place provided important
tools in oppositional popular politics.”* Baker and Billinge’s most recent work examined
the North-South divide and they concluded that the idea, only embryonic before 1750,
“came to be born between then and 1830.” This divide did not however reflect a positive
identification with a generalised ‘Notth’ across the Pennines, the North East or indeed
the Scots: it was rather a useful metaphor or trope when inhabitants of the regions were
faced with the ‘other’ of the South and vice-versa. They suggest that a ‘London versus
the provinces’ discourse was less prominent and less influential than that of a North-
South divide.** This thesis on the other hand identifies a running theme of shared
provincial suspicion of the metropolis in the language of petitions, the nature of how the
county’s interests were put forward in parliament and the longer history of the conditions
attached to loyalism in the region. It may have surfaced over and above a growing

suspicion of the south only during the wars, but it was prominent nonetheless.

22 ARH. Baker and D. Gregoty, eds., Explorations in Historical Geography: Interpretative Essays (Cambridge,
1984), p.7.

2 Chapter 8.

% ARH. Baker and M. Billinge, Geographies of England: The North-South Divide, Material and Imagined
(Cambtridge, 2004), p.179.



Defining class

Class is the other major preoccupation in studies of this period and events in
industrialising tegions. Forty years after its publication, E.P. Thompson’s Making of the
English Working Class still tesonates with trelevant or unsolved questions. Most new
studies which approach the question of class ignore that different terminology and
conceptions of occupations or economic and social positions existed, usually in parallel
rather than contesting each other. ‘Order,” ‘rank,” ‘position,” ‘trade,” and class(es) were all
equally valid terms. Definitions of class also involve the problem of assumptions based
upon individuals’ occupations. There is a difference however between occupation and
work. Occupational designations imply wrongly that wotkers predominantly followed a
single activity rather than, what was often the case, detiving a composite livelihood from
several sources. This was especially the case with women and small farmers.
Furthermore, changes of trade following apprenticeship were far from uncommon.”
Activity by eatly trade unions and combinations in this period demonstrated that most
trades remained very much separate in organisation and identity, even when expounding
common grievances against employers or political figures. This does not mean that class-
consciousness did not exist, but that workers and indeed all different ‘classes’ had

recourse to other means of expression and organisation.”®

Some social histotians have argued that class consciousness resulted from the forging of

permanent links among local communities supetseding intra-communal solidarities.”

 Chapter 2; P. Glennie, Distinguishing Men’s Trades, Occupational Sources and Debates for Pre-Census England
(1990), p.103.

26 Chapter 6.

21 M. Steinberg, Fighting Words, Working Class Formation, Collective Action and Disconrse in Early Nineteenth
England (Cornell, 1999); KD.M. Snell, “The Culture of Local Xenophobia,” SH, 28 (2003), 3; Baker,
Explorations in Historical Geography, p.191; C. Calhoun, The Question of Class Struggle (Oxford, 1982).
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This thesis demonstrates that class consciousness in this period did not depend upon
expanding communications but could exist alongside them. The formation of a shared
class identity, like that of British identity, was not necessarily a progressive process,
beginning in the handloom weaving colonies in the Pennines or in the gigantic spinning
mills of McConnel and Kennedy in Ancoats. Notions of class did exist, but they were
one among many conceptions of collective belonging, and again like geographical
identities, were used according to circumstances. Individuals and ‘communities’ usually
made their own choices about shared identities, rather than class being a predetermined
process ot the sole identity available. The process was not however entirely a matter of
objective free-will; cultural geographers have argued that identities of all kinds were
“subject to social regulation through cultural norms and expectations,” and the power of

some groups to define the identity of others.”

The conclusions by cultural geographers about social groupings (ironically in view of
their attempts to move away from The Making) hark back to Thompson. They argue that
class divides and elite hegemony were expertienced in the cultural sphere; political and
economic determinants of class determination are therefore insufficient to “capture the
real subtlety of real social mediation.” As definitions of culture were relative, fluctuating
and contested, so was class. Billinge and Williams therefore have come to a similar
conclusion to Thompson: that class was a process. It was not, except analytically, a

system or a structure. The rooting of class in culture means that, as Thompson had

28 P. Jackson, Maps of Meaning, cited in C. Brace, Landscape and Identity, in I. Robertson and P.
Richards, Studying Cultural Landscapes (2003), p.122.

11



argued, it was “a realised complex of experiences, relationship and activities, with specific

and changing pressures and limits,” and is therefore always contested and redefined.”

This thesis however cannot avoid using class labels to categotize groups of individuals
with shared social or political interests. The associational world of the eighteenth century
organised the lives of most urtban inhabitants. Although some clubs and institutions
served to unite people of vatying political and religious persuasions, they could also
indicate a class allegiance that had socio-cultural more than socio-economic filters. Clubs,
societies, correspondence and martiage patterns reveal that, in general, ‘Church-and-King
loyalists’ were composed of lower gentry and the gentry-aspirant middle classes.”® Radical
activists were often either bourgeois Dissenting intellectuals or self-educated artisans
(often of evangelical Dissent), as Thompson had argued.’ This also implies that an
individual’s financial and cultural position influenced their political persuasions. There
were of course always significant exceptions but the membership of the various political
societies and local government elites demonstrates this to be usually the case. ‘Elite’ is
used in this thesis not in the sense of a closed circle, but conversely as a convenient term
for the members of local government and other social groups who effectively ran local
affairs. Indeed, the aspirant manufacturers were successful in enteting and transforming
these elites, while other high status circles such as Rational Dissenting merchants often

challenged their authority and representation over the opinion of their town.”

» R. Williams, cited in M. Billinge, ‘Hegemony, Class and Power in Late Georgian and Early Victorian
England: Towards a Cultural Geography,” in A.R.H. Baker and D. Gregory, Explorations in Historical
Geaography Interpretative Essays (Cambridge, 1984), p.34.

30 Chapter 3.

31 Chapter 4.

32 Chapters 7 and 8.
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The ‘general population’ is used as a convenient term in this thesis for all those who were
not so committed to a cause. It can encompass the majority of inhabitants of a village
ptotesting against enclosure of common land or the majotity of the whole nation. Philp
hinted at this distinction between activists and the general population in his ‘vulgar
conservatism,” of which there is much evidence from the 1790s.” To say this is not, on
the other hand, to subsctibe to notions of labour atistocracy’ that may or may not have
developed by the 1830s. The rhetotic of class, as exptessed in texts or repotts of action,
was evident, if not as prominent as histotians have argued. It could be an exptression of a
genuine identity for committed activists in trades unions ot radical cells. The actions of
the majority of workers during strikes and agitation suggest, however, that the language
ot organisation of class could also be a stance in response to particular citcumstances

rather than representing concrete and unfailing ideologies.**

Following the stalemate reached after the linguistic turn’ in historiography, social
historians are slowly appropriating the ‘cultural turn’ that has been well established in
histotical and cultural geography. Cosgtove and other heirs of Lefebvre have
demonstrated how spaces and places can be read in a similar manner to postmodern
‘reading’ of texts for multiple meanings to contemporaries.”® Furthermore, the symbolism
of space was changing and contested. Epstein has recently progressed from focusing on
the symbolism of ritual and theatre of protest to assessing the role of the physical

situation in this ritual *® Harrison and other socio-urban historians have in more isolated

33 M. Philp, ‘Vulgar Conservatism, 1792-3,” EHR, 110 (1995), 42-69.

3% Chapter 6; M. Steinberg, ‘Culturally Speaking: Finding a Commons Between Post-Structuralism and the
Thompsonian Perspective,’ SH, 21 (1996), 193-214.

% D. Cosgrove, and S. Daniels, eds., The Iconography of Landscape: Essays on the Symbolic Representation, Design
and Use of Past Environments (Cambridge, 1988); I. Robertson and P. Richards, eds., Studying Cultwral
Landscapes (2003); D. Mitchell, Cultural Geography, A Critical Introduction (Oxford, 2000); P. Jackson, Maps of
Meaning, An Introduction to Cultural Geography (1989); D. Harvey, Consciousness and the Urban Exgperience
(Oxford, 1985); J.S. Duncan, The City as Text (Cambridge, 1990).

38 ]. Epstein, In Practice, Studies in the Langnage and Culture of Popular Politics in Modern Britain (Stanford, 2003).
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studies demonstrated that place formed not just a passive background to discourse but

an essential part of the process of contestation of meaning.”’

Contested spaces as well as words are an important theme of this thesis. The meanings
and principles of ‘radicalism,’ ‘loyalism’ and ‘Britain’ were debated, contested and
redefined in this period. This thesis discusses these redefinitions in a regional context and
adds 2 different perspective by demonstrating how conflicts over the symbolism of place
influenced popular politics and allegiances. It atgues, furthermore, that local and
increasingly regional identities wete especially important as one means of expression and
organisatioh in this petiod. It analyses the narrative of radicalism, strikes and social
relations in Lancashire with reference to expressions of geographical identity. A ‘sense of
place’ was a vital ingredient in protest ot campaigns in which expressions of class conflict

or class-consciousness were strained or ambiguous. **

Key sources

This thesis uses myriad archives and local histoties scattered across the archive
repositoties of the region and elsewhere. Certain sources are employed extensively
because of their detail or because they shed new light upon events. The annals of
Oldham compiled by William Rowbottom from 1787 to 1820 are the key detailed record
of daily events in this period. They appear to have been almost immediately

contemporary and generally objective, although Rowbottom occasionally slipped into

37 M. Harrison, Crowds and History: Mass Phenomena in English Towns, 1790-1835 (Cambridge, 1988); C.P.
Graves, ‘Civic Ritual in Seventeenth to Eighteenth Century Newcastle,” in S. Lawrence, ed., Archacologies of
the British (2003); S. Poole, ‘ “Till Our Liberties be Secure” Popular Sovereignty and Public Space in Bristol,
1780-1850,” Urban History, 26 (1999); J. Stobart, and A. Owens, eds., Urban Fortunes, Property and Inberitance in
the Town, 1700-1900 (Aldershot, 2000); P. Borsay, ‘All the Town’s a Stage”: Urban Ritual and Ceremony,
1660-1800, in P. Clark, ed., The Transformation of English Provincial Towns (1984).

38 Chapter 8.
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sympathy for poor weavers and local radicals and expressed the general desire for peace
at the lowest points of the wat. The unpublished diaties of John Holden, an attorney
cletk from Bolton, provide a contrasting loyalist perspective on daily and national events
and politics.”” Working class autobiographies and diaries - especially by Samuel Bamford
of Middleton, David Whitehead of Rossendale and Benjamin Shaw of Preston - provide
a more personal insight into reactions to industrial change and the wars. They were
written in the 1830s and 40s and thus were filtered through nostalgia and retrospect.
They are discussed in detail with reference to what they revealed beneath these filters

about contemporary regional identity and patterns of migration.*’

The thousands of letters sent by magistrates to the Home Office in this period
unfortunately are often the sole record of many radical meetings, individuals and
organisational networks.*' Their biases and prejudices are obvious, and the exaggerations
and misleading statements of the paid spies render it very difficult to assume that
anything reported was genuine. Witness statements at trials at the Assizes and King’s
Bench are equally unreliable in this respect.”” Nevertheless, the sheer amount of detail
cannot be disregarded wholesale. The magistrates did not want to damage their standing
in the eyes of the Home Office through too much exaggeration.*’ Furthermore, when
historians question the value of the correspondence, they ate often not concerned with

what the prejudices expressed in the letters reveal about the mindframe and politics of

3 Oldham LS: Rowbottom diaries, typescript; Bolton Archives: ZZ 530/1, Holden diaties.

40 Chapter 2.

41 PRO: HO 42 and 40/1.

2 PRO: PL 27; TS 11.

43 A. Booth, ‘The United Englishmen and Radical Politics in the Industrial North West of England, 1795-
1803, IRSH, 31 (1986), 272.
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their writers. These very views however in turn influenced their actions towards the

working classes and were a core part of magistrate loyalism.*

Broadsides, especially broadside ballads, are a relatively underused source in
historiography. They too have their methodological problems, particulatly with regard to
their authorship and the commercial nature of their composition.” The sheer volume of
surviving material and the range of subjects they covered nevertheless indicates their
centrality to popular culture in this period. They wete representative of part of the
texture of quotidian life for a large proportion of the general population. Dialect ballads
and literature give an even deeper insight into the nature of geographical identities. The
creation of Oldham and Newcastle variations on the character of John Bull during the
wars was especially demonstrative of how the tropes of Britishness were adapted to
regional stereotypes and identities.* Provincial newspapers, particulatly the Tory Harrop’s
Manchester Mercury and the radical Cowdroy’s Manchester Gazette, are another valuable source

for local interpretations of national politics.”

Topics not covered

This thesis has attempted to survey the whole region from Cumberland to north
Cheshire, but it is problematic to balance the narrative of events and personalities
between north and south of the county. The huge significance of Manchester and its
textile satellite towns and Livetpool and its mining and engineering hinterland has

entailed this thesis centring more on south Lancashire than it perhaps should. Stobart’s

# Chapter 3.

45 Chapter 5; F. Anderson, O. Halzapfel and T. Pettitt, The Ballad as Narrative (Odense, 1982).

46 Chapter 5.

47 Chapter 2 and 4; H. Barker, Newspapers, Politics and Public Opinion in Late Eighteenth-Century England
(Oxford, 1998).
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study of the North West has demonstrated how urban trade and transport systems
defined the region; north Lancashire was increasingly left out of the frame because
Manchester, Liverpool and Chester were the centres of these spatial-commercial
networks.” Borwick’s thesis on north Lancashire has sealed some lacunae to counteract
this bias, but even he conceded that most of the popular political action occutred in
Lancashire ‘below the Sands.”” This does not imply that radicalism or strikes did not

feature in north Lancashire, rather that little may have been recorded.

Similarly, there are three sections of Lancashire society who do not feature much as
political activists in this petiod ot for whom only deeds sutvive: the atistocracy, yeomen
farmers and their labourers and domestic servants. In part this is because Lancashire was
not aristocratically dominated compared with its surrounding regions, and this is
indicative of the natute of social relations in itself.”’ There are myriad archives of yeomen
farmers and parliamentary enclosure in the northern Pennine uplands but most contain
only passing relevance to the political themes of this thesis.”’ The memorandum book
and diaries of the Craggs of Wyresdale promised to enlighten the situation about the
latter, but ate concerned only with the 1790s.”> The political views and actions of
domestic servants and agricultural labourets remain largely undiscovered.” There are also
many groups of individuals within the region who may yield new perspectives but could

only generate a few lines of enquiry: miners, the immigrant Welsh and Scottish, Jews and

48 Stobart, First Industrial Region, p.89.

4 P.D.R. Borwick, ‘An English Provincial Society, North Lancashire 1770-1820° (Lancaster Univ. PhD
thesis, 1994).

50 Chapter 2.

*1 LCRO: AE 6, enclosure records; DDSc 9/65, Scarisbrick papers; DDBa bk 13, Bankes of Winstanley,
servants’ wages, 1798;

52 Rural life and yeoman politics is expanded in K. Navickas, “The Cragg Memorandum Book: Society,
Politics and Religion in North Lancashire During the 1790s,” NH, 42 (2005), 151-162.

% A. Gritt, ‘The Survival of Service in the English Agricultural Labour Force: Lessons from Lancashire,
¢.1650-1851,” Agricultural History Review, 50 (2002), 35-56.
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Africans, attorneys, doctors and fishermen amongst other specialised trades and

occupations.™

Women in their own right have not been a focus. Gender politics did exist in this petiod,
but there is no space within the remit of the thesis for this to be discussed as a separate
question. Although the views of Mary Rathbone, Elizabeth Aikin and other women
among the Liverpool ‘Friends of Peace’ citcle are accounted for, there is much women’s
correspondence that could not be included, again for reasons of space and relevance,
principally that of the Wigan circles of Joanna Holt Leigh and the Standish family.>®
Religion was also a highly important factor but has been integrated into the overall
analysis in relation to loyalist theology, the radical views of the Rational Dissenters and
the distinctiveness of the Methodist New Connexion.® The unpublished mass of Bishop
of Chester visitation returns of 1788, 1804 and 1811 are enough to fill a chapter on their
own, but general religious trends in Lancashire have already been well covered by

religious historians.”

This thesis demonstrates that all classes in the region welcomed ideas of Britishness in

response to the French threat. This was not a passive response but a conscious choice,

54 J. Langton, Geographical Change and Industrial Revolution: Coalmining in South West Lancashire, 1590-1799
(Cambridge, 1979); B. Williams, The Making of Manchester Jewry (Manchester, 1976).

55 Wigan RO: D/D Lei C, Correspondence of Robert Holt Leigh and Joanna Holt Leigh of Wigan, 1796-
1811; D/D St C, Correspondence of the Standish family of Standish, 1793-1812. For the earlier period,
see A. Vickery, The Gentleman’s Danghter: Women's Lives in Georgian England New Haven, 1998).

56 Chapters 2 and 3.

57 M. Snape, ‘The Church in a Lancashire Parish: Whalley, 1689-1800,” in J. Greg, and J.S. Chamberlain,
eds., The National Church in Local Perspective (Suffolk, 2003); M. Smith, Redigion in Industrial Society, Oldbam and
Saddleworth, 1740-1865 (Oxford, 1994); J. Albers, Papist Traitors and Presbyterian Rogues’: Religious
Identities in Eighteenth Century Lancashire,” in J. Walsh et al, The Church of England, 1689-1853: From
Toleration to Tractarianism (Cambridge, 1993); P.B. Nockles, The Oxford Movement in Context, Anglican High
Churchmanship, 1760-1857 (Cambridge, 1994).
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made in acutely awareness of the myriad identities available to be taken up in response to
different citcumstances. A sense of Lancashire Britishness was thus infused among the
population, which differed from the Britishness of othet regions. It was shaped by the
filters of regional identity and local prejudices. This regional Britishness could
incorporate suspicion of intrusion in local affairs from the metropolis and patliament, a
provincial or ‘country’ attitude common to both radicals and loyalists. Loyalism and
radicalism were redefined from the extremes they had been forced into by the immediate
reaction to the French Revolution. The superficial unity of Lancashire had attained in the
face of the Napoleonic threat had weakened the need for such extremes. International
events and government policies in the latter half of the Napoleonic Wars exacerbated
this mistrust of parliament and distinct sense of provincial identity. The actions of the
government after the threat had passed, combined with an increasingly atttitional war,
allowed the extreme polarity between loyalism and radicalism to diminish. Elements of
loyalism could therefore adopt previously radical criticisms of government and monarchy
and encompass a wider section of a generally loyal population. The end of the war left
most inhabitants dissatisfied with their economic or political situation and provided the
opportunity for even more vocal displays of discontent.”® Lancashire, as a region, had
been at the forefront of popular political action during the 1790s and the latter years of

the Napoleonic war. It would head the new radical movement in the 1810s and beyond.

58 The personalities and politics of the postwar radicals have been extensively discussed in M. Turner,
‘Reform and Respectability, the Making of a Middle-Class Liberalism in Early Nineteenth Century
Manchester,” Chetham Society, 39 ser., XL (1995) and L. Edwards, ‘Popular Politics in the North West of
England, 1815-21" (Manchester Univ. PhD thesis, 1998).
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IN

DEFINING THE REGION

amuel Bamford (1788-1872), post-war Radical and writer, later wrote a lyrical paean
to the landscape of south-east Lancashire. He desctibed the view from the summit
of the road through Thornham neat his native town of Middleton:

Could I feel less than admiration and thankfulness at the prospect of the goodly land
which his beneficent Creator had spread out for his habitations? To the west are the
hills and moozs of Crompton, the green pastures year by yeat, cutting further up into
the hills; the ridge of Blackstone Edge, with Robin Hood’s bed, darkened as usual by
shadow; whilst the moots, sweeping round to the left (the hills of Caldermoor,
Whitworth and Wuerdle) bend somewhat in the form of a shepherd’s crook around a
fair and sunny vale, through which the Roche flows past cottages, farms and
manufactories.!

Traversing the hills built up his connections and attachment to the landscape and locality.
He evoked a vivid awareness of the changes affecting place, particularly the spread of
manufactories and enclosure. His view was a physical reptesentation of how industty and
rurality was evolving in the early nineteenth century, pethaps not harmoniously but
certainly not in isolation from each other. The connection between utban and rural life
and attachment to place were two important influences shaping identities and action in
this period. The region was composed of a network of economic and communication
links, but, as Bamford’s recollections intimated, it was also formed by its inhabitants’
growing sense of their own geographical identity. Both physical and psychological

formations of the region were significant: they influenced pattetns of trade, migration

1 S. Bamford, Walks in South Lancashire (1844), pp.25-6.

20



and political action. Wider horizons of regional identity were often more impotrtant

factors in shaping collective action than nascent class consciousness.

Economy and Communications

Contemporaries wete conscious that industrialisation was solidifying the cohesion of the
tegion of south-east Lancashire and notth-east Cheshire. Dr John Aikin (1747-1822)
focused on Manchester and its textile economic links in his magniﬁcent survey of 1795,
A Description of the Country from Thirty to Forty Miles Around Manchester. The book reflected
the changes of industty and commerce upon the society and interests of the inhabitants
within its temits, as well as the analytic and scientific minds of Aikin’s former fellow
scholars at Warrington Dissenting Academy including Thomas Percival and T.R.
Malthus.? Aikin was primarily concerned with delineating markets, urban institutions and
housing, a progressive farming landscape and economic conditions rather than the
aristocratic seats and endowed parishes of traditional county histoties.” He personified
the cotton trade as the region’s defining characteristic, both economically and in terms of
identity:

Manchester is...the heart of this vast system, the circulating branches of which spread
all around it, though to different distances. To the north-western and western points
it is most widely diffused, having in those patts established various headquarters,
which are each the centres to their lesser citcles. Bolton, Blackburn, Wigan and
several other Lancashire towns are stations of this kind; and the whole interesting
country takes its character from them. Stockport to the south, and Ashton to the east,
of Manchester, are similar appendages of this trade; and its influence is sptead, more
or less, over the greatest part of Lancashire.*

In 1844 the French obsetver LLéon Faucher mirrored Aikin in his famous analysis of

Manchester as “like an industrious spider,” at the centre of a web of toads and railways

27. Aikin, A Description of the Country from Thirty to Forty Miles Around Manchester (Manchester, 1795).

3 C.R]J. Cutrie and C.R. Elrington, English County Histories, A Guide (Stroud, 1994), pp.219-20; see R. Sweet,
Apntiguaries: The Discovery of the Past in Eighteenth Century Britain (2004).

4 Aikin, A Description of the Country, p.3.
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“towards its auxiliaries, formetly villages but now towns, which serve as outposts to the
gtand centre of industry.” He described the whole regional process of the textile
industry, where an order sent from Liverpool to the Manchester Exchange would be
spun at Manchester, Bolton, Oldham or Ashton, “woven in the sheds of Bolton,
Stalybridge or Stockport; dyed and printed at Blackbum, Chotley or Preston and
finished, measured and packed at Manchester.”” This simplified the complex economic
processes which were occutring in industrialising Lancashire,® but in essence it still
indicated contemporary awareness of the centrality of Manchester to the economic life of
the region. By the time Faucher and Bamford published their surveys, railways had
brought communications and trade to a new level, but they only served to add an extta
level to the region’s existing turnpike and canal networks. As Aikin recognised in 1795, if
the matrix was extended to include links with banks, engineeting shops and suppliers, the

regional nexus was very dense indeed.”

Lancashire as a whole was varied in economic character, with many areas of
specialisation. The south east Pennines focused mainly on textile production, stretching
over into north-east Cheshire around Stockport, north-west Derbyshire around Glossop
and the Pennine patts of the West Riding towards Huddersfield and Halifax. Liverpool
stood somewhat removed as the major commercial port hub.® South-west Lancashire was
dominated by mining and heavy industry while agriculture still marked the character and

landscape of north Lancashire and Westmorland, especially as the port of Lancaster was

5 L. Faucher, Manchester in 1844 (Manchester, 1844), pp.15-6.

6 J. Langton, ‘The Industrial Revolution and the Regional Geography of England,’ and M. Freeman, ‘A
Comment,” Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers, N.S., 9 (1984); D. Gregory, ‘The Production of
Regions in England’s Industrial Revolution,” JHisfGeog, 14 (1988), 50-8.

7D. Gregory, ‘A New and Differing Face in Many Places: Three Geographies of Industrialisation,” in R. A.
Dodgshon and R.A. Butlin, eds, A Historical Geography of England and Wales, 27 ed. (1990), p.377; Aikin, A
Description of the Country, p.176.

8 B.L. Anderson and P.J.M. Stoney, eds., Commerce, Industry and Transport, Studies in Economic Change on
Merseyside (Liverpool, 1983)
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losing business to Liverpool.’ This differentiation was not an immediate result of
industrialisation. Stobatt has suggested that these internal sub-tegions had already been
established by the early eighteenth century. This was teflected in the network of
turnpikes, which focused on Manchester and left Liverpool relatively isolated from its
hinterland, while Chester was otiented towards western Cheshire and north Wales.!® The
notion of an economic region and intra-regional differentiation thus had a longet, pre-

industrial and deeper-engtained history.

Lancashire as a tegion was a dynamic entity."" It interacted with the ever-expanding
dominance of London but developed its own provincial character and connections in
response. The lessening of mailcoach times from the metropolis to provincial towns was
one product of this. In 1770 there was only one bi-weekly stagecoach from Manchester
to London and one to Liverpool; by 1816 thete were seventy distinct coaches.'* The
lavish celebrations and ceremony that greeted canal openings wete testimony to the
easing of trade, communications and travel the system offered. Huddersfield Canal, for
example, was opened in April 1811; about 500 investors sailed from Ashton-under-Lyne
to Marsden in the West Riding: “attended by a band of music playing Rule Britannia and
entered the tunnel loudly cheered by at least 10,000 spectators.””® The huge investment
in canals by individual gentry and companies set up by manufacturers was not solely

financial but also involved local pride and regional vision.

? Historians who accept these internal differentiations include: S. King and G. Timmins, Making Sense of the
Industrial Revolution (Manchester, 2001), p.36; J. K. Walton, Lancashire: A Social History, 1558-1939
(Manchester, 1987), p.121; C. Phythian-Adams, Soceties, Cultures and Kinship, 1580-1850: Cultural Provinces in
English Local History (1992); C.B. Phillips and J.H. Smith, L ancashire and Cheshire from AD 1540 (1994).

10]. Stobart, ‘The Spatial Organisation of a Regional Economy: Central Places in North-West England in
the Early Eighteenth Century,” [HissGeog, 22 (1996), 152.

11]. Stobart, The First Industrial Region: North West England, ¢.1700-60 (Manchester, 2004), p.7.

12D. Gregory, ‘The Friction of Distance,” Information Circulation and the Mails in Early Nineteenth
Century England,” [HistGeqg, 13 (1987), 134.
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War affected the structure and communications of the region. Fourteen of the twenty-
two harvests between 1793 and 1814 were deficient. Combined with fluctuating
international trade, this strained most sections of the economy, fotcing the scope of
economic activity to reach further geographically. Reports commissioned by the Board of
Agriculture in 1795 and 1812 revealed how grain shortages in the rapidly populating
towns caused ‘badgers’ or middlemen dealers to travel further in search of supplies.'*
During neat-famine conditions in many parts of Britain in the winter of 1800-1, the
Anglican cletic of each parish made teturns to the Home Office about the state of the
market. Most expressed a deep suspicion of ‘badgets.” The curate of Preston believed
they “keep up the Price by purchasing the farmers’ stock of grain, cheese, etc, at their
houses and by a variety of their manoeuvres it is supposed that the Price is kept up far
above such prices as might be proportionate to the real state of the grain.”’> This was a
common conspiracy theory among all classes during times of shortage. Broadside ballads
reflected and petpetuated the rumours. “The Badget’s Downfall or Good News for the
Poor’ was published around the time of the food tiots of 1800. It lamented:

There’s a gang of hucksters that ride up and down
Forestalling the markets in capital towns,
They buy all the butter, potatoes and greens.16

Lancaster market increased its importance as the crossing point between north and south
grain currents. In 1796, Cragg, a diarist from Wyresdale, the agricultural district to the
east of the port, reported “badgers, or traders in corn and meal going from Preston,
Chipping and other parts and buying up all the meal they can from Kendal, Penrith and

the North Country all of which passes through Lancaster and goes to Blackburn,

13 Cowdroy’s, 13 April 1811.

14 RW. Dickson, General View of the Agriculture of Lancashire (1815); see R. Scola, Feeding the Victorian City: the
Food Supply of Manchester, 1770-1870 (Manchester, 1992).

15 PRO: HO 42/54/100, Preston return, 1801; See Appendix IV:i for graph of prices.
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Burnley, Bolton and other patts.” Lancaster remained the market for local farmers and
those whom Cragg called “North Country people,” but in this case, “carts from Ellel and
other patts” conveyed local grain to the “South.””” The suitability and profitability of
dairy farming in the North West encouraged this situation. The returns to the Home
Office suggest that even the mote rural areas had long relied upon faitly distant sources
for the greatest part of their consumption of arable produce. Haslingden, for instance,
was said to be “almost wholly dependent upon Yorkshire and Cheshire for meal, flour
and potatoes,” whilst the incumbent of Butnley believed that “both flour and meal are
brought to our market from the eastetn and northern Ridings of Yorkshire chiefly by the

1’'* This was not an exaggeration, as the new canals enabled

Leeds and Liverpool cana
and indeed created reliance on cross-Pennine traffic for market provisions.”” The war
heightened merchants and farmers’ dependence on a wider network of business
connections; consequently, when London markets were affected by Napoleon’s
economic sanctions, the Lancashire region suffered. The Oldham diarist William
Rowbottom recorded on 14 August 1810: “At Manchester this day trade very slack on
account of so many failures in London, Manchester and other places, the House of
Messts Longsden as stoped [s] this day for a very large sum and it will materially affect
the Manufacturers in Royton.”® Furthermore, like the clergy, the ballad writer was well

aware of the international market sustaining local supplies:

Our wants to supply, foreign corn’s coming in,
Which makes these black badgers a little to gtin.2!

16 MCL: BR £.824.04, BA 1, ballads, vol 2, p.165.

17 LCRO: DDX 760/1, Cragg family memorandum book.

'8 D. Bythell, The Handloom Weavers: A Study in the English Cotton Industry During the Industrial Revolution
(Cambridge, 1969), p.46; PRO: HO 42/53-54.

19 Scola, Feeding the Victorian City, pp.100-1.

20 Oldham LS: Rowbottom diaty.

21 MCL: BR £.824.04, BA 1, ballads, vol 2, p.165.
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The increasingly intricate pan-regional market was complicated further by the growing
reliance of industrialising areas upon grain imported from Ametica and the Baltic; clergy

in some areas reported that virtually all the supplies were foreign.”

Administration and landownership

Industrialisation was also altering the geography of administration of the county. A
conflict arose over the Quarter Sessions which exemplified an emerging breach between
traditional notions of county government and new requirements of the region. It is
significant that the disagreement surfaced in 1798 at a time of distress and threat of
French invasion, when the war was straining magistrates’ capabilities to administer the
rising population and threats of disorder in the south-east of the region. The magistrates
from the southern hundreds wanted to meet in a location nearer to centres of agitation
and more concentrated population. They thus proposed a patliamentary bill to move the
Quarter Sessions from Lancaster to Preston. This caused a protracted wrangle with the
magistrates of the two Lonsdale hundreds north of Lancaster. The records of the
Quarter Sessions from 1797-1808 are filled with acrimonious debate over the relative
importance of both sites for the county. The Lonsdale magistrates effectively seceded in
1798 by refusing to attend Sessions south of Lancaster, apatt from one delegate whom

they sent to argue their case and keep track of decisions made.”

Petitions to parliament on both sides gathered thousands of signatures, from freeholders
of all political stances as well as the magistrates and major landowners.** This indicated

the great importance attached to the issue of whether the political centre of the county

22 HO 42/54; A. Booth, ‘Food Riots in the North West of England, 1790-1801,” P & P, 77 (1977), 84-107.
2 R. Sharpe-France, ‘The Lancashire Sessions Act, 1798,” THSLC, 96 (1944), 1-57.
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should reflect historical precedent or the changed economic landscape. The petitions
against the bill suggested that the dividing line rested along the Wyresdale district around
Lancaster and not just those in Lonsdale north of the Sands. The general petition against
the bill stressed the inconvenience of travelling to Preston from this area. By contrast,
the individual petition from Lancaster focused on the civic identity of the port as the
“capital town of the County” and the potential loss in value of the newly-built
townhouses which they believed would ensue from the move. The historic and
atistocratic connotations of the county town still meant much to north Lancashire
inhabitants. Petitions for the bill were less numerously signed, although there were
individual petitions from Preston, Rochdale, Manchester and Salford, Bolton, Wigan,
Blackburn, Liverpool and Warrington. This was the last attempt by Lancashire north of
the Sands to save the vestiges of an old Lancasttian county identity. When the bill passed,
they were pushed into a growing identification with the more rural and aristocratic-
dominated culture and customs of Cumberland and Westmorland, gradually
consolidating under the forceful influence of the predominant landowner Sir James

Lowther, first Earl of Lonsdale (1736-1802).%

The Lord Lieutenant of Lancashire, Edward Smith Stanley, the twelfth Eatl of Detby
(1752-1834), was no Lord Lowther, in tetms of either political or even landed influence.?®
Lancashire’s landowning patterns and lack of aristocratic dominance contrasted with its
neighbouring counties. South-east Lancashire was essentially a land of squirearchy.” This
in part influenced the nature of economic and political development. Aikin was one of

many contemporaries who charted the dying lines of old gentry and the fragmentation of

2¢ HLRO: HL/PO/JO/10/3/292/48, petitions for and against the Lancashire Sessions Bill, 31 May 1798.
% Borwick, ‘An English Provincial Society,” p.278.

26 1.]. Bagley, The Earls of Derby, 1485-1985 (1985).

27 E.M.L. Thompson, English Landed Society in the Nineteenth Century (1963), p.47; see chapter 3, p.56.
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landownership in the east of the region. For example, he wrote about Mottram-in-
Longdendale, on the border of Lancashire and Cheshire: “The neighbourhood...was
formerly famous of the number of halls occupied by their owners, who resided on their
own estates, most of which are now in the possession of farmers.”®® In 1815, W.R.
Dickson reported to the Board of Agticulture that there existed only a few large landed
estates in the county, with more than a third of the land remaining divided amongst
ptroperties of “from 10001 to 50001 to 60001 per annum.”® Baines’s Lancashire compared
the rising prosperity of Blackburn attorney Henry Sudell, displayed by his building of
Woodfold Patk estate on the outskirts of the town, with “the ancient family of
Osbaldeston, after occupying the mansion for six hundred years sunk into decay and sold
the demesne to Sitr George Warren for £5000 and a life annuity of £400.”*° This area
may have been in part the inspiration for Rev T.D. Whitaket’s nostalgic ‘country’ lament
on the decline of the old gentry in his history of Whalley.” Other Anglican clergy across
the region reported their dismay in response to the question about the number of
‘tamilies of note’ in their visitation returns to the Bishop of Chester. The curate of
Milnrow near Rochdale, for example, reported in 1804 that there were none “since

2932

Richard Towneley left Belfield about fifteen yeats ago.

This pessimism owed a lot to conservative reactions to visible change on the hotizons of
towns. It did not take into account that landowning had always been in a process of flux,
especially after confiscations following the Jacobite rebellions. Moreovet, the small
estates and mansion-villas could never match the prominence of old aristocratic estates.

There were numerically more landowners holding small estates and various other forms

28 Aikin, A Description of the Country, p.468.

2 Dickson, General View, p.91.

30 E. Baines, Lancashire Newton Abbot, 1968), p.508.

31 T.D. Whitaker, A History of the Original Parish of Whalley (Blackburn, 1801).
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of property, but the gravity of the surviving atistocracy and old gentry, though small in
relation to other counties, still prevailed.” The distribution of titled estates was uneven in
the rest of Lancashire, but generally congregated in the fertile plains of the south-west
and the Fylde. In 1815, Dickson listed eleven “noblemen who possess landed property in
this county,” who included Detby, the Eatl of Wilton, the Earl of Sefton, Lord Lilford
and Sit Henry Houghton.* Derby’s annual income from Lancashire rents was over
£26,000 net in 1797 with his largest gross rents from Preston, his Knowsley seat, Bury
and Pilkington.”” George Harry Grey (1737-1819), 5th Earl of Stamford and Warrington,
Detby’s counterpart in Cheshire, held large agticultural estates and almost 10,000 acres
around Ashton-under-Lyne. The Eatls of Dysart from Suttey held 15,000 actes in the
Longdendale valley.*® Sefton owned a large estate less than seven miles from the Stanleys’
Knowsley estate. Much of the land extending from Southpott to the tiver Wyte in central
north Lancashire was shared between branches of the Heskeths and the Cliftons of

Lytham, who owned an estate of 16,000 acres.”’

In agricultural areas outside estates, small farms were the most common form of
landholding. The assessors from the Board of Agriculture seemed overwhelmed at their
spread in Lancashire and regarded them as obstacles to agticultural modernisation. Aikin
noted: “As proof of their smallness, the late Henry Blundell of Ince had in Formby,
Ainsdale and Birkdale, 230 such tenements, consisting of about 1300 Lancashire acres.””*®
Furthermore, leases were increasingly commercialised by the shift from customary

inheritance to a general limit of three lives. This did not immediately change the make-up

32 CRO: EDV7/3, Bishop of Chester Visitation Returns, 1804.

3 As discussed in P. Langford, A Polite and Commercial Pegple (2000).
34 Dickson, General View, p.91.

35 LCRO: DDK 27/11, Statement of Derby Annual Income, 1797.
36 M. Nevell, Tameside, 1700-1930 (Tameside, 1993), p.93.
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of the Lancashire countryside and its social relations, but it did mean that landowning
cannot be classed as a static (rural) - changing (urban) dichotomy.” Farms and their
occupants were not all entrenched in old ways; they invested, expanded and changed

hands as did urban and commercial propetty.*’

As Bamford witnessed, the enclosure of moors opened up land opportunities for urban
development in manufacturing towns. The period 1789-1815 was the most eventful for
patliamentary enclosure across the countty; in Lancashite more than forty acts, public
and private, were passed from 1789 to 1815.* Indeed, more of the parliamentary
enclosure of North Lancashire was concentrated in the first two decades of the
nineteenth century than most other regions: nearly fifty-eight percent, comprising of a
total area of 30,000 statute acres. Extensive areas of common were reclaimed on either
side of the Lune above Lancaster and on the fringes of Bowland, beginning with Ellel in
1757. Further north, nearly all the Lonsdale commons and wastes had been enclosed by
1800.# Rising rents were also a consideration for farmers who leased land from great
estates. In some manufacturing towns, the main purpose ot consequence was
urbanisation and the development of working-class ‘colonies’ on the outskirts of towns.
Hundreds of landholders took up of plots in the ptivate enclosure of the moots around

Oldham in 1810 and Bolton expanded its residential and manufactuting areas on land

37 B. Lewis, ‘Bourgeois Ideology and Order: Middle-Class Culture and Politics in Lancashire, 1789-1851’
(Harvard Univ. PhD thesis, 1994), p.29.

38 Aikin, A Description of the Conntry, p.326.

3 C.B. Estabrook, Urbane and Rustic England: Cultural Ties and Social Spheres in the Provinces, 1660-1780
(Manchester, 1998) over-emphasises elements of urban-rural separation.

40 See A. Gritt, ‘The Survival of Service in the English Agricultural Labour Force: Lessons from
Lancashire, c.1650-1851," Agricultural History Review, 50 (2002); also LCRO: DDX 760/1, Cragg family
memorandum book and DDSc 78/3, Eccleston mss; JRLUM: EGR 4/1, papets of the Earls of Stamford.
41 R.H. Adcock, A Handlist of Lancashire Enclosure Acts and Awards (Preston, 1946).

42 1. Whyte, Transforming Fell and Valley, Landscape and Parliamentary Enclosure in North West England
(Lancaster, 2003), p.24; J. Chapman, ‘The Extent and Nature of Parliamentary Enclosure,” AgrHistRev, 35
(1987), 25-35; G.E. Mingay, Parliamentary Enclosure in England, An Introduction to its Canses, Incidence and Impact,
1750-1850 (Harlow, 1997).
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from the moor to the south of the town enclosed in 1793.® The effects were visually

striking and further blurred the boundaties between urban and rural areas.

Maps were increasingly important in envisioning geographical changes of the region.
Maps wete never objective. A wider range of maps represented the different conceptions
of county and region envisaged by the patrons of their cartographers. The later
eighteenth century witnessed a professionalisation of chorography and a gteatet
emphasis on accuracy.* The Napoleonic invasion scares had heightened the Board of
Ordnance’s desire for detailed representation of potential targets. In the provinces, the
tising value of land and the multiplicity of transactions of property ensured that estate
maps and town plans showing urban and manufacturing growth were a predominant
means of cartography. The popularity of local histories fuelled the desire for regional
perspectives. Aikin included in his Description of the Country maps of the Tame valley as
well as a more traditional county map of Lancashire, with market towns and
communications highlighted. Significant reflections of regional representation can be
seen in two circular maps. One map, drawn by the local historian Edwin Butterworth,
had Tandle Hill in Royton near Oldham at its centre rather than a major town. It
illustrated the Pennine viewpoints and industrialising settlements within sight of the top
of the hill for a radius of seven to eight miles. A map of ‘Forty Miles Round Liverpool’
drawn by Thomas Troughton in the 1800s showed the reach of Liverpool (and implicitly
its commerce and influence) to the counties of Yorkshire, Lancashire, Derbyshire,

Cheshire, four counties in north Wales, Shropshire and Staffordshire.” Unlike county,

43 LCRO: AE 5/7, Oldham enclosure map, 1810; Bolton Atchives: ZAL/1, Enclosure Plan of Bolton
Moor, 1793; see Appendix I.

4 S. Daniels, ‘Re-Visioning Britain: Mapping and Landscape Painting, 1750-1820,” in K. Baetjet, Glorsons
Nature: British Landscape Painting, 1750-1850 (1993), p.61.

4 See Appendix IV:ii, Oldham LS: map of Tandle Hill; LivRO: T. Troughton, ‘A Map of Forty Miles
Around Liverpool.’
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estate or administrative surveys, regional circular maps of course could overlap, which
intimated shared or multiple identities rather than exclusive boundaties. Maps were thus
not merely illustrations of the changing economic and political landscape. They also
influenced perceptions of geographical hotizons; regional maps in particular could show
the physical possibility of travel and furthermote a network of localities and regions that

could be combined to form the nation.*

Geographical identities

The impact of the changes wrought by industrialisation and the wats was not merely
economic or physical. It affected the cultural and psychological aspects of what
constituted place in inhabitants’ views. The region, like the nation, was an ‘imagined
community’ which consisted of a multitude of perceptions about geographical spaces,
places and personal connections.”” Marshall has argued that a function of regional history
is to “discover manifestations of the sense of place,” and thereby to define the region as
it was seen by its inhabitants and how various factors changed these perceptions over

time.*8

Historians have not readily adopted this approach because this very intangibility raises
methodological problems about the survival and reliability of evidence of genuine

feelings of individuals and groups.” Different factors affected readings of the region or

46 Daniels, ‘Revisioning Britain,” p.61; ]. Black, Maps and History: Constructing Images of the Past (1997); D.
Cosgrove, ed., Mappings (1999).

417]. Allen et al, Rethinking the Region (1997); A.R.H. Baker, Geagraphy and History, Bridging the Divide
(Cambridge, 2003), p.161; B. Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism
(1983); see K.R. Olwig, Landscape, Nature and the Body Politic (Wisconsin, 2002); Y.F. Tuan, Topophilia: A
Study of Environmental Perception, Attitndes and Values (New Jetsey, 1974).

48 1.D. Marshall, The Tyranny of the Discrete: A Discussion of the Problems of Local History in England (Hants,
1997), p.104.

49 E. Royle, Issues of Regional Identity Manchester, 1998), p.4.
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geographical identity, especially class, trade, gender, mobility. Some inhabitants travelled
extensively; others “lived vety narrow lives indeed.”™ Billinge has indeed recently
questioned whether most inhabitants had time ot need to question abstract notions of

2551

“place and personality let alone location and context””’ The geographer Tuan argued
that regions lacked visibility because they did not have a “solid political base.” He
believed the efforts of writers and attists to promote regionalism impressed only the
“literary and the artistic” unless the qualities they petrceived assumed political importance,
to be defended against outside forces.” Yet searching for the region can be analogous to
the pursuit of the meaning of class or indeed Britishness: penetrating and critical
historical analysis can “make the physical form disappear, yet something still remains.”*

In this period, geographical awareness was an influential factor in quotidian life and

provincialism did gain political connotations

Modes of transport and landscape shaped perception of geographical distance and
familiarity. The commonly quoted daily walking distance of ten to fifteen miles had very
different meanings according means of transport, terrain and whether this involved
crossing a large town or along footpaths over fields.”* A sailor in the coasting trade must
have had a different awareness about travelling distances than, for example, a baker in a
Pennine village. Furthermore, static identities could co-exist with widening of
geographical awareness through mobility. Thus the expetience of wartime — when many
mote people were on the move, especially through militia service or searching for work —

opened the geographical horizons of those who were mobile. The wars altered ideas

50 ].D. Marshall, ‘Communities, Societies, Regions and Local History: Perceptions of Locality in High and
Low Furness,” Local Historian, 26 (1996), 48.

51 M. Billinge, ‘Divided by a Common Language: North and South, 1750-1820,” in A.R.H. Baker and M.
Billinge, Geographies of England: The North-South Divide, Material and Imagined (Cambridge, 2004), p.103.
52Y.F. Tuan, ‘Place: An Experiential Perspective,’ Geagraphical Review, 65 (1975), 163.

53 Royle, Issues of Regional Identity, pp.5-6.
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about distance in different ways. The coaster could be impressed into the navy; the baker
had to deal with fluctuations of the national grain market and food tiots. Conversely, war
could constrict these perceptions when inhabitants were in the place they considered as
‘home.” This was usually their native town, place of settlement or where their family
resided. Patish boundaties had much bearing on secular daily life: settlement, balloting
for the militia, the duties of constables, burial entitlement, liability for tithe, access to
commons and waste, rights of way amongst other requirements.” The war, population
growth, bad harvests and a restricted international matket exacerbated demands and
stretched these boundaries. Xenophobia against ‘foreigners,” meaning those from outside
the parish, and fear of more people on the move, especially labourers, tramping artisans,
ex-soldiers, vagrants, could occur among those who were normally mobile themselves.*
The vicar of Disley in north-east Cheshire told the bishop of Chester in his visitation
return that in 1795 the building of the Peak Forest Canal brought “a number of unsettled
people” who then stayed “to cut a new turnpike road.” He accused the newcomers for
causing a rise in “the habit of drinking...amongst the natives.” He likewise complained
about the printing and cotton shops in the township “continually bringing in and sending
out strangers.””’ Although his personal views were shaped by his worty about transience
causing ‘irreligion,” his choice of the terms ‘natives’ and ‘strangers’ was probably

common among the other settled inhabitants.

Reactions to enclosure indicated a long-established sense of place among the local
communities it affected. Sustained and briefly successful resistance by freeholders to

enclosure in this period was often against encroachment and private enclosure rather

54 P. Laslett et al., An Insroduction to English Historical Demography New York, 1966), p.73.

55 K.D.M. Snell, “The Culture of Local Xenophobia,’ SH, 28 (2003), 6; see D. Fletcher, “The Parish
Boundary, A Social Phenomenon in Hanoverian England,” Raral/ History, 14 (2003), 177-96.

56 Snell, ‘Culture of Local Xenophobia,” 23.
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than parliamentary enclosure. In 1810, the steward of the Eatl of Stamford reported that
the cottagers at Fulshaw near Wilmslow “destroyed the fences of new enclosures made
on Lindow Common by Lord Stamford’s tenants on the moss tooms” (strips of peat
moss fields held in common).”® Physical resistance however was generally limited.
Opposition was rather diffused into commissioners’ procedures.” There was a process of
consultation, even if claims on common rights wete not always taken into account in the
act. John Albinson, the Bolton sutveyor, kept a notebook of the proceedings tregarding
the enclosure of Horwich Moor in 1816. It included a list of objections from the tenants
of Lostock Hall estate and elsewhere which centred on the loss of common rights by
small farmers.” Witnesses demonstrated their attachment to the landscape and locality as
much as to their common rights, mainly by the phrase “known Moor all his/her life.”
This attachment was also expressed in examinations of smallholders regarding the
enclosure of nearby Tonge Moor in 1805. Adam Gtreenhaulgh, aged 90, provided a
pleading statement:

Says he has known Tonge Moor ever since he was a Boy — that he lived close to
Tonge Moor for 60 years — says he was primer and looker over Harwood Lee
Common which lies near to Tonge Moor. Says that since he knew Tonge Moor the
Occupiers of Lands in Tonge and Haulgh always turned their Cattle upon Tonge
Moor.%!

These statements also indicated how inhabitants wete in contact with both Bolton and its
townships and rural life. Resistance was more often to do with Iong—disputed rights over

titles and dues than with physical confrontations over common rights: the case of

57 EDV 7/3, Bishop of Chester Visitation returns, 1804.

%8 CRO: EGR 4/1/8/9/28, 1. Worthington to Eatl of Stamford, 20 May 1810.

* G. Rogers, “Custom and Common Right: Waste Land, Enclosure and Social Change in West
Lancashire,” Agricultural History Review, 41 (1993), 137-154; M. Turner, English Parliamentary Enclosure, its
Historical Geography and Economic History (Folkestone, 1980); A.P. Coney, ‘Aughton Enclosure in the
Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth Centuries: the Struggle for Superiority,” THSLC, 136 (1987), 59-76; N.
Gardner, ‘The Contest Over the 1796 Cartmel Enclosutes Act,’” Lancashire History Quarterly 1,1 (1997).

80 Bolton Archives: ZZ 223/6, John Albinson notebook.

6! Bolton Archives: DDBR/5/2/2, examination of Adam Greenhaulgh, 20 August 1805.
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Saddleworth ran from 1810 to 1834 involving a variety of complications over claims to
rights and encroachments on the commons.”’ Ideas about the nature and ownership of
property were obviously strained in this wartime period of high food prices, when
common grazing and fuel were essential means of survival for many inhabitants of these
areas. These pressutes on the other hand wete likely to have strengthened attachment to
land and locality, whether threatened by a local landowner in private enclosute or by a
multitude of buyers through patliamentary enclosure. As Bamford recognised, the visual
impact on the landscape and the restrictions on rights of way wete also immediate and
striking. The development of footpath preservation societies in 1820s were another
expression of challenges to exclusion from open spaces. They developed in and around
Lancashire in particular as a response to the Stopping-up of Unnecessaty Roads Act of
February 1815, the counterpart to patliamentaty enclosure acts in providing additional
powers to resist the pressures for rural recreation in an urbanising society. Taylor has
demonstrated how “the vehemence with which the old routes were defended indicates

their popular importance.”®

Geographical identities in working-class autobiography

Attachment to region was explicitly stated in text and action. Published working-class
autobiographies began to take shape from this period, in part due to the influence of
Methodist self-examinatory writing. Autobiographies and diaries cleatly contained
inherent biases and nostalgic retrospection in their selection of memories to be printed
ot preserved. The validity of working-class writings is nevertheless not lessened by their

biases; ‘objective’ abstract data or collections of contemporary letters also have their

62 AJ. Petford, ‘Enclosure in Saddleworth, 1625-1834,” TLCAS, 84 (1987), 78-117; See 1. Whyte,
Transforming Fell and Valley, Landscape and Parliamentary Enclosure in North West England (Lancaster, 2003).
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prejudices, the latter being hard to find for the working classes. In different ways,
autobiographers wete building upon puritan assumptions about the significance of the
inner lives of ordinaty men and women, that even the lowliest individuals had histories
worth recording.** The deliberate filtering of information by the author is significant in

itself for assessing the impact of events and ideologies upon the protagonists.®

Samuel Bamford’s recollections of Middleton and Manchester life as a young man
(c.1788-1815) were deliberately polished and revised to create a marketable literary work.
Being published in 1848, they were however tinged with political influences and
hindsight built up from postwar radicalism to Chartism.”® A more recent object of
attention by historical geogtraphers, particulatly with regards patterns of migration, has
been Benjamin Shaw (1772-1841), a machinemaker of Dolphinholme and Preston.”” His
recollections were written in 1826. David Whitehead of Rawtenstall (1790-1865) rose
from humble origins to become a leading cotton manufacturer and entrepreneur in the
district. He wrote his autobiography at the same time as Bamford.®® The works of
Bamford, Shaw and Whitehead were not autobiographies and diaries of ‘class,” but of and
identity with place. That place, moreover, was often the region. ‘Class’ and notions of
class conflict are played down in Shaw’s and Whitehead’s selected perceptions of their
lives. Only Bamford laboured the point about the integrity of the working man, and this
was in the Chartist year of 1848. Rather, childhood, family, their desire for improvement
and self-education, and most of all travel and geographical identity, formed the

centrepiece of their life outside work, however much these factors were connected with

83 H. Taylor, A Claim on the Conntryside: a History of the British Outdoor Movement (Edinburgh, 1997), p.22.

6J. Burnett, D. Vincent, D. Mayall, eds, The Autobiography of the Working Class (Brighton, 1984), p.xiii.

% ].J. Bagley, Lancashire Diarists, Three Centuries of Lancashire Lives (London, 1975), p.175.

6 Bamford, Eary Days.

67 The Family Records of Benjamin Shaw, Mechanic of Dent, Dolphinholme and Preston, 1772-1841, ed. A.G. Crosby,
LRS, CXXX (1991).
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what can be identified with class.”” This is not to argue that class was not impottant in
their lives; rather than geographical identities were as important as motivators of political

action and thought.

A common theme in the autobiogtaphies was the protagonist moving through the
Lancashite landscape. The quotidian mobility of workers in textile trades must not be
underestimated, nor the possibilities that this afforded them.” Consciousness of the
wider region and Manchestet’s centrality was built up by ‘bearing home.” This involved
handloom weavers delivering the week’s woven cloth and collecting new raw materials
from a Manchester warehouse. Bamford and his family were chiefly employed by Messrs
Samuel and James Broadbent of Cannon Street. He desctibed the journey from
Middleton to Manchester, which followed “the brow at Alkrington, which was a pleasant
footpath through fields...through the village of Blackley, over Tetlow Bridge, across
Smedley Fields...down Red Bank into Manchester.””" The weekly journey strengthened
their knowledge of the places they passed through as well as their relations with weavers
from other towns and villages. At the Broadbents’ warehouse, Bamford and his uncle
“would probably find some half-dozen weavers and winders, waiting for their turn to
deliver in their work and to receive fresh material.” If the warp was not available until
after dinner, his uncle waited in the Hope and Anchor, which was frequented by othet
weavers. Companionship was particularly sought on dark winter nights’ home, stopping
at pubs on the way. Bearing home strengthened both local petsonal connections and a
wider regional identity. Handloom weavers were hatdly isolated domestic workers in this

context, and nor did they maintain purely local horizons. The weekly journeys also gave

68 S. Chapman, ed., The Autobiography of David Whitehead of Rawtenstall, 1790-1865 (Helmshore, 2001).

9 D. Vincent, Bread, Knowledge and Freedom: a Study of Nineteenth Century Working Class Antobiography (1981).
70 See chapter 6.

"t Bamford, Early Days, p.116; See Appendix IV:iii for map.
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weavers the opportunity to learn about wider issues; Bamford wrote that in the pubs,
“News [was] interchanged with the host or some of his company; half an houtr ot
sometimes more was thus spent.”’”” Pubs were often the sole meeting places for political

clubs, benefit societies, ticket offices and collecting points for cartiers and coaches.

Bamford’s expetience illustrated how many migrants, and thus many among the working
classes, felt part of both urban and rural life. It contradicted any historical notion of rural
wotkers becoming ‘proletarianised’ or isolated from their background when they moved
to a town in search of industrial employment.” Workers living in Manchester maintained
a strong connection with the countryside through rambles, bearing home and helping
with the hay harvest. While Bamford was employed at a printing warehouse on Peel
Street in Manchester, he rambled through Hopwood and Middleton, as far as the “wood-
crowned Tandles.””* He became a weaver in Middleton again in 1802 which gave him
even more time to ramble and “partake in country amusements with the other young
fellows of the neighbourhood and frequently went out hunting.””® As Taylor has argued,
the formation of footpath preservation societies resulted from this close connection with
rural life that remained extended to workers in industrial towns. Regular use of a network
of paths and drove-roads was part of a “deeply ingrained cultural heritage, onto which
were later grafted newer demands for rural recreational activities from a greatly expanded

population.” The defence of these routes looked backwards to traditional ways of life but

2 Ibid., pp.117-9; see ].D. Marshall, “The Rise and Transformation of the Cumbrian Market Town, 1660-
1900, NH, 19 (1983), 176; H. R. Southall, “The Tramping Artisan Revisits: Labour Mobility and Economic
Distress in Early Victorian England,” EcHistRev, 44 (1991), 272-96.

7 For example, as argued in ]. Foster, Class Struggle in the Industrial Revolution, Early Industrial Capitalism in
Three English Towns (1974).

4 Bamford, Earl Days, p.276.

75 Ibid., p.226.
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also reflected a positive desire for leisure in response to the new resttictions on time

imposed by factory-working and space imposed by enclosure.”

The categotisation of a large propottion of south Lancashire workers as ‘weavers’ must
be qualified by the recognition that many wove only casually or at desperate times in
their lives, and perhaps would only call themselves weavers at these times.” Bamford,
Shaw and Whitehead all telied on weaving when their other endeavours floundered.
Their wives and families wove on a casual basis to supplement their income. Whitehead’s
employment pattetn as a weaver in the Rossendale forest was diverse, involving milking
cows in the moring and evening, while weaving fustian during the day.” Charles
Hulbert, later an evangelical preacher in Manchester and Shrewsbury, wrote an
autobiography with even more religious didactic motives. Yet within his theological
musings, he recalled that he learnt to spin and weave at his uncle’s farm near Worsley,
where his family “were engaged in some way or other during the season of Hay and Corn
Harvest, so that at the end of four years, I was not only a Cotton manufacturer, but in a
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limited sense, a Practical Agriculturalist.

The meeting of urban and rural life in the neighbourhood was a key part of the history of
the Lancashire region in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries.** A common
term in the autobiographies was ‘neighbourhood.’ ?Neighbouthood” was a key
geographical desctiption commonly used by reports in newspapers, examinations in

court, magistrates’ descriptions of unrest, personal correspondence and almost every

76 Taylor, A Claim on the Countryside, p.22.

71 Bythell, Handloor Weavers, p.60; G. Timamins, The Last Shift: the Decline of Handloom Weaving in Ninetoenth
Century Lancashire (Manchester, 1993).

8 Bamford, Early Days, p.3; M. Winstanley, ‘Industrialization and the Small Farm: Family and Household
Economy in Nineteenth-Century Lancashire, P & P, 152 (1996), 157-95.

™ C. Hulbert, Memoirs of Seventy Years of an Eventful Life (Shrewsbury, 1852), p.79.
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other written source and written record of oral testimony in this petiod. Its immediate
root was in the definition of a day’s walk, being not too far from home but with larger
horizons than the parochial.* Although familiar geographical petspectives were reaching
further, travellers remained in touch with their otiginal locality, always able to go back in
time of need ot fortune. This included the workers’ cottages on the Pennine hotizons,
old agticultural hamlets and folds and also small dependent townships perhaps with
chapels of ease and certainly nonconformist circuits. Itinetant circuits, camp meetings
and chapels indeed flourished in semi-rural ‘neighbouthoods’ as well as in the more
concentrated industrial populations of Lancashire towns.” Preachers’ skilful exploitation
of the geographical setting formed an essential part of their appeal.”’ ‘Neighbourhood’
demonstrated that industrialisadon did not cause an irrevocable urban-rural divide.
Farmers and agricultural labourers supplemented their income by weaving or trading in
the town; most towns were only a couple of miles away from bleak moors, enclosed
fields or common mosses or matshes. Though both could be consciously separate, urban
and rural mentalities, cultures and identities interacted with each other. Neighbourhood
encompassed the ambiguous realm of semi-rural life, where industry met rurality and
where they adapted to each other. The semi-rural neighbourhoods played a large part in

popular politics and identities.

Pooley and Turnbull’s analysis of the Shaw family’s migration patterns, together with

more comprehensive analyses of other life histories of individuals, have demonstrated

80 Thompson, The Making of the English Working Class, see chapter 8.

81 M. Anderson, Family Structure in Nineteenth Century Lancashire (Cambridge, 1971).

82 D. Hempton, The Religion of the Peaple, Methodism and Popular Religion, ¢.1750-1900 (1996); M.A. Smith,
Religion in Industrial Society, Oldham and Saddleworth, 1740-1865 (Oxford, 1994); P. Stigant, ‘Wesleyan
Methodism and Working-Class Radicalism in the North, 1792-1821,” NH, VI (1971), 98-116.

8 J. Albers, ¢ “Papist traitors” and “Presbyterian rogues”: Religious Identities in Eighteenth-Century
Lancashire,” in J. Walsh, and C. Haydon, eds., The Church of England, ¢.1689-c.1833: From Toleration to
Tractarianism (Cambridge, 1993), 317-33; .M. Valenze, Prophetic Sons and Danghters: Female Preaching and
Popular Religion in Industrial England (Princeton, 1985).
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how migration and mobility were an integral part of wotking-class life in industrialising
Britain. Furthermore, return migration, often to smaller size settlements, was vety
common.** Southall believes that migrants should not be treated as exceptions to a
closely defined regional identity but as “crucial agents both of change and of maintaining
the community’s links with a wider world.”® Local communities were thus never isolated
as Estabrook and Calhoun have argued, but constantly fluctuating and connecting with

each other through personal movement.*

Shaw, Bamford and Whitehead’s narratives reveal that inhabitants were attached to the
region while simultaneously personally tied to a locality. Joseph Shaw, Benjamin’s father,
was a regular migrant, but his wife identified only with Dent in the West Riding, where
Benjamin was born. Benjamin wrote: “It seems that my mother was very partial to the
place of her nativity.”® They left the village in order to find work in the new worsted mill
in Dolphinholme, about twenty-five miles south-west of Dent. Shaw again commented:
“This leaving our own countery [si] was a great cross to my mother, for she is attached
to her Native town, and had she known what would follow, I am sure that she never
would have left her relations and countery on any account.”® The experience of moving
to a relatively remote location, and a mill which recruited labour over a wide area, hence
from among people with a large mix of different local identities, was thus too traumatic,

and they eventually returned to near Dent. Benjamin mirrored his mother’s reluctant

8 C. G. Pooley and S. D’Cruze, ‘Migration and Urbanisation in North-West England, ¢.1760-1830,” SH, 19
(1994), 339-58; C.G. Pooley and ]. Turnbull, Migration and Mobility in Britain Since the Eighteenth Century
(1998); A. Redford, Labour Migration in England, 1800-50 (Manchester, 1926); Anderson, Family Structure in
Nineteenth Century Lancashire.

8 H. Southall, ‘Mobility, the Artisan Community and Popular Politics in Eatly Nineteenth Century
England,” in G. Kearns and C.WJ. Withers, eds., Urbanising Britain, Essays on Class and Community in the
Nineteenth Century (Cambridge, 1991), p.128.

8 Dennis, English Industrial Cities, p.285; Estabrook, Urbane and Rustic England, Calhoun, The Question of Class
Struggle.

87 Family Records of Benjamin Shaw, p.21.

8 Tbid., p.26.
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migration, only doing so when forced by economic necessity; but when he did move, his
choices held some significance regarding his sense of identity. It is significant that
Preston, with all its prospects of employment, was not Shaw’s first choice. Although he
knew Preston slightly, and his wife had worked in the textile mills there for a year, only
after local possibilities were diminished did Benjamin considet moving fifteen miles
south. He began work in a machinemaking wotkshop within the Horrockses” industrial
complex, living in adjacent rooms; his family soon moved to a few streets away, another
common feature of migration. Yet Shaw’s desire for stability shaped his inclination to
stay in Preston. The sole occasion during the rest of his life when he left the town was
due to illness. He claimed poor relief and was forced to return to his patish of settlement,
Ellel, where Dolphinholme was situated. After desperate pleas with the parish

authorities, he returned to Preston and lived in the same house until his death in 1841.

The process of migration was not alien to inhabitants of industrialising areas. It was
usually undertaken through familiar areas and channels of kinship, as migrants often
moved to live with family or friends already resident in their destination village or town.
David Whitehead’s early life was occupied by almost constant mobility in response to his
inability to keep up apprenticeships. In general, his horizons were confined to the larger
towns in the area of the Pennine circle north and north east of Manchester, and his
choices were shaped by personal contacts. He often stayed in some places for only a few
weeks, trying an alternative trade, and returning home after each attempt.” He must have
gained some intimate geographical knowledge of Pennine Lancashire during a job of six
months on the post-chaise between Blackburn and Clitheroe, but his only long-distance

move was to Wales again in search of work. Whitehead confirms the patterns found by

89 _Autobiography of David Whitehead, p.13.
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Pooley and Turnbull, including short-distance migration between towns of similar size as
a result of a seatch for employment, and regular return migration, usually to the family
home.” Whitehead returned to employment contacts and a community in Wales of
Rossendale migrants, demonstrating the significance of chain migration. Migrant
‘communities’ who welcomed other migrants from theit home towns into new areas
played a vital part in migration. Migrants thus sustained their tradidons and identity
because of this continuing process until they were assimilated ot rathet, combined both
old and new traits.” Significantly, these migrants retained a strong attachment to their old
residences; Whitehead wrote that his employers in Wales: “was very glad to hear of her
old country” and “inquired about everything they could think of in Rossendale,” and
Whitehead obliged by “telling them all I could.” He was shown “very great kindness,”

specifically because of his Rossendale connections.”

Geographical identities were thus shaped perhaps decisively when inhabitants were
removed from ‘home.” Samuel Bamford described his first views of London with
astonishment at the size and beauty of the city, especially the port.”’ Yet he found the sea
journeys and work tiresome and escaped from the ship, having to walk back to
Manchester through many provincial market towns, including St. Albans, Northampton
and Leicester, avoiding the press gangs along the way. The long and dangerous journey
home was a central part of Early Days, and Bamford’s obvious intention was to add some

drama into his literary work, but it also serves to highlight the sense of regional identity

% C.G. Pooley and J. Turnbull, ‘Migration and Urbanization in North West England: A Reassessment of
the Role of Towns in the Migration Process,” in D. Siddle, ed., Migration, Mobility and Modernisation
(Liverpool, 2000), pp.193, 196.

%1 Estabrook, Urbane and Rustic England, p.10.

92 Autobiography of David Whitehead, p.18; see map in Appendix IV:iv.

9 Bamford, Early Days, p.278.
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retained throughout his life. His adherence to his native countryside was absolute. He
was:

more anxious to get to Buxton, since I should then be only twenty-two miles from
home...Encouraged thus by the consciousness of being almost on the verge of my
native country, and of being now traversing the tops of some of those hills which I
had so often contemplated from our play ground at Middleton, I stepped forward
with a light heart, over a country of waste and cheetless moors.%*

His temporary migration ended with his wish to end “an unsettled life” and he sought
employment at a calico printers’ warehouse in Manchester, commuting at weekends to
his new wife and child who remained in Middleton. Bamford’s attitudes expressed more
openness than notions of the ‘other’ imply — but were still indicative of strong

attachment to home locality.

The sociologist Relph argued: “Drudgety is always a part of profound commitment to a
place.” The autobiographers expressed a dialectical experience of place, “balancing a
need to stay with a desire to escape.” When the former is too readily satisfied,
melancholia arises from feeling the imprisonment of a place; when removed from the
place, on the other hand, “nostalgia or a sense of being uprooted” comes to the fore.”
Indeed, the only occasion Samuel Bamford left the Middleton-Manchester area before
1815 resulted from adolescent rebellion, when he worked in a ship delivering coal
between South Shields and London. He defied the wishes of his family from a feeling of
geographical claustrophobia: “I had become strangely unsettled; and it was time that a
change of some sort should take place.” Age and matital status were thus obviously
major factors in mobility; Bamford’s “companions were chiefly lads from factories and

dye-houses.”” Marshall has suggested that migration among agricultural labourers was

% Ibid., pp.269-70.
% E. Relph, Place and Placelessness (1976), p.42.
% Bamford, Early Days, pp.233-4.
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restricted to “young, single or independent people,” with other rural workers remaining

within their native farms.”’

The Lancashire region consisted of a population on the move. Autobiogtaphies,
settlement examinations and removal orders reveal that many migrated as youths in
search of work or in response to life crises. Towns were likely to contain inhabitants with
a wide variety of geographical expetiences. There were strong regional patterns of
migration. Evidence from quarter sessions removal orders indicated that immigrants to
Livetpool were drawn firstly from the district within five miles of the port, and then
sttongly from the south and west of the region along lines of communication: ninety-
seven cases wete temoved back to villages and towns in Cheshire (of which thirteen were
from Chester). Ninety cases were removed to Wales (especially the northern counties
such as Anglesey and Flint).”® Mobility and migration had implications for political

action, widening horizons and extending personal connections.”

Survival of Folk Traditions

Another element of regional identity lay in popular culture and customs, whether
‘traditional’ or artificially constructed.'” The surviving vitality of this interaction was
important in maintaining a sense of community or identity in a period of rapidly
changing industrial and urban landscapes. Samuel Bamford did much to perpetuate

interest in Lancashire dialect and traditions, initiated eatlier in the eighteenth century by

97].D. Marshall, ‘The Lancashire Rural Labourer in the Early Nineteenth Century,” TL.CAS, 71 (1961), 114;
Gritt, “The Survival of Service in the English Agricultural Labour Force.’

98 See maps in Appendix IV:v and vi; LCRO: QSP/2385-2630, temoval orders, 1798-1812; PR 3021/2/5,
Culcheth settlement examinations. ‘Case’ refers to individuals and families.

%9 See chapter 6.

100 As discussed by Thompson, Customs in Common.
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Tim Bobbin and populatised to a greater extent by Edwin Waugh among Victorian
Lancastrians.'” It does seem to have been a particulatly south east Lancashire interest,
however, as there are no records of dialect poetry, songs or public readings from the rest
of the county, especially the north. In 1795, Aikin wrote specifically about “Rochdale
and its vicinity,” that it “may be considered as the centre of the genuine Lancashire dialect,
a variety of the English tongue, which, though uncouth to the ear, and widely differing in
words and grammar from cultivated language, is yet possessed of much force and
expression.”'? It is indicative of the south-east’s sense of self-importance that the dialect
of Rochdale and its neighbourhood was termed the Lancashire dialect, perhaps because
of the writings of Rochdale’s most famous inhabitant, such as ‘A View of the Lancashire
Dialect,” as well as works to which Bamford added glossaries.'” Dialect poetty required
great self-confidence, as it often used the tactic of self-mockery, and the use of dialect
incurred opposition from the middle and upper classes. Robert Walker of Rochdale
recognised this in his introduction to his 1801 dialect pamphlet Plebeian Politics, but its

success (it was being printed in numerous editions) reveals the continued interest.'**

Bamford was conscientious to include notes about the peculiar traditions of Middleton
and other areas in his Early Days, as he believed they formed a significant part of local life
and identity. Smith’s study of Oldham and Saddleworth maintains that locally at least,
neighbourhood identities were created rather than destroyed by the progress of

urbanisation, a process which encouraged the proliferation of communities.'® This was

101 See P. Joyce, Democratic Subjects: the Self and the Social in Nineteenth-Century England (Cambridge, 1994), part
L

102 J. Aikin, A Description of the Country from Thirty to Forty Miles Aronnd Manchester Manchester, 1795), p.250.
103 J. Collier, A View of the Lancashire Dialect...(1770); S. Bamford, ed., Dialect of South Lancashire (Manchester,
1850).

104 R. Walker, Plebeian Politics (Salford, 1801).

105 M. Smith, Religion in Industrial Society, Oldbam and Saddleworth, 1740-1865 (Oxford, 1994), p.32; see R.
Poole, ‘Oldham Wakes,’ in J. K. Walton and ]. Walvin, eds., Leésure in Britain, 1780-1939 (Manchester, 1983),
pp.71-98.
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exemplified in the annual rushbearing, in which the new industrial colonies of
manufacturing Pennine towns competed against each other. Industrialisation did not
strike the death knell of working-class culture but rather put it in a new, regional context.
Rushbearing and Wakes holidays helped to bind communities with the constant streams
of incomers. The traditions and the hospitality associated with them helped to widen
regional identity as well as strengthening local identity. Bamford wrote about Wakes:
“Even decent strangers who appatently had no fixed place of visitation, would be
frequently called in as they passed the open door and invited to partake with the family
and other guests.” He insisted: “This was not the custom at Middleton only, but at all
wakes-holidays in that neighbourhood, and at none was it carried out with more genuine
and hearty welcome than at Oldham, The town would, duting the afternoon of this
Sunday, be thronged with visitors.”'* Wakes were an occasion for the development of
new traditions, such as the parading of two men dressed as man and wife spinning and
quatrelling in song, a feature of Droylsden wakes imitated from neighbouring Failsworth
in the 1790s."”” Hospitality shown to visitors and kin was badly affected by the economic
distress of the wars. Rowbottom reported how traditional celebrations and opportunities
for meeting were impaired by the levee-en-masse 1803: “On the 27®, 28™ and 29" of
August was the Oldham Rushbearing which owing to the Country being so denied of its

men in consequence of the War it was thinly attended.”'*

The persistence of folk traditions again demonstrates the permeability between rural and
urban cultures in this transitional period of early industrialisation. The development of
‘industrial ballads’ was just one indication of coping strategies used to familiarise and

contextualise the rapid changes in employment and physical landscape occutring in this

106 Bamford, Early Days, p.156.
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petiod. It also reflected the sense of community in weaving villages as well as old market
towns. A sense of local community and regional identity did not overtride political and
class tensions; they did on the other hand provide a shared focus when faced with a
common threat, whether that threat was Napoleonic invasion or later in the wat,

government economic policies.

Bamford, Whitehead and Shaw’s identification with their localities within the wider
Lancashire region was formed from positive allegiances built up from childhood and
migration; they only fully became aware of this identity when they travelled to other
regions and felt out of place or did not succeed there. Whether this was the experience of
the general population of the Lancashire region is a complex question, but the migration,
settlement and marriage patterns that can be identified suggest that the authors’
experiences were not unique. Billinge has suggested that the idea of a northern identity
was a useful cultural construction or trope that was useful in certain circumstances. A
negative sense of ‘otherness’ was not uniquely defined in North-South terms: as the
expetiences of the authors and migrants illustrated, often ‘northerners’ were northerners
only to ‘southerners’ and did not feel such in the presence of other ‘different’
northerners and vice versa.'” It was only towards the end of this period, possibly from
the renewal of the Corn Laws in 1815, that the North-South divide gained cuttency as “a
discursive device for simplifying what in reality is necessarily a complex socio-economic

landscape.”™ In this period, a positive regional identity, connected to but separate from
1% P p gl P

107 1. Harland, Ballads and Songs of Lancashire (1865), p.29.

108 Rowbottom diaries.

109 Baker and Billinge, Geagraphies of England, p.110; D. Russell, Looking North: the North in the National
Imagination (Manchester, 2004).

110 Baker and Billinge, Geographies of England, p.181.
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contemporaries over the Pennines, was foremost in influencing the actions and

movements of the general population.

50



[$3)

DEFINING LOYALISM

rom 1798, Church-and-King loyalists faced two new challenges: the lingering
Fimpact of the Irish Rebellion and Napoleon Bonaparte’s threat to invade the
British mainland. The historiography of popular politics in this period has often
neglected the significance of these new threats for loyalism. Developments in loyalist
ideology and organisatioﬁ are placed firmly with the immediate reaction to the French
Revolution and Paineite republicanism. After discussing the enforcement of the Two
Acts of 1795, the historiographical focus shifts to pattiotism. Loyalism merged into
patriotism as the threat of invasion bolstered a wider attachment to monatchy, the
Established Church and a common ant-Gallicanism against the imperialist Catholic
French.' The predominance of pattiotic rhetoric from 1798 has thus led some historians
to assume that loyalism won a ‘debate’ with radical principles and therefore tremained

secure in its modes and arguments of the early 1790s.?

If the French Revolution stirred up so much vitriol that those in power wished to quell, it
seems remarkable therefore that reaction against it apparently subsided so quickly.
Church-and-King clubs no longer met fortnightly or disseminated hundreds of loyalist

pamphlets, as the main club in Manchester, the ‘Association for the Protection of

! ]. Mori, ‘Languages of Loyalism: Patriotism, Nationhood and the State in the 1790s,” EHR, 118 (2003),
33-58; H.T. Dickinson, Popular Loyalism in Britain in the 1790s,” in E. Hellmuth, ed., The Transformation of
Political Culture: England and Germany in the Late Eighteenth Century (Oxford, 1990), 503-33.
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Constitutional Order and Liberty against Republicans and Levellers’ [APCOL] had done
in the eatly 1790s. Their activities shrank to annual commemoratory dinners, while
APCOL failed to reach quorum in its two meetings of 1798 and subsequently dissolved.’
Loyalist elites attempted to channel their principles into the volunteer cotps they led, but
were unable to do so because the patriotism of the rank-and-file encompassed a wide
range of political opinions.* Underneath the ‘waves of patriotism,” the loyalist local elites
felt threatened. They had attempted to prevent and then control the apparent
transformation from the Church-and-King mobs of the early 1790s into the food tiotets
and peace petitioners of 1795. They saw Jacobinical radicalism still expanding its remits
as the two new threats of Napoleon and Ireland brought different enemies into
prominence. Now the general population were being armed while rebellion was breaking

out over the Irish Sea.

Elite loyalism did not temain fixed, but evolved in ideology and organisation. Church-
and-King loyalists became more exclusive while patriotism rendered non-elite loyalism
more inclusive. They felt forced to squate the consequences of the /kvée-en-masse with their
own beliefs and prejudices, especially suspicion about the political intentions of the
general population. Elite loyalism developed into two contradictory but complementary
forms in reaction to 1798: Orangeism and the legacy of Jacobitism. These forms of
exclusivity were a means of self-defence by the local elites and helped to sustain their
sense of identity and authority as the boundaries of popular loyalism became more fluid

and open.

2 F. Dozier, For King, Constitution and Country: The English 1 gyalists and the French Revolution (Lexington, 1983);
see the counterargument in M. Philp, The French Revolution and British Popular Politics (Cambridge, 1991).

3 Chetham’s: Mun A.6.45, APCOL minute book; Cambrics broadsides.

4 See Chapter 5. :
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Part I:

Defining local loyalist elite power

ocal elites anxiously attempted to maintain control over the principles and tropes
Lof loyalism. During the Napoleonic War, this was achieved not just by debate or
discourse with radicals or propaganda in texts but also in action and symbol. The general
population were offered physical and visual displays of the loyalist identity of their
Corporations, boroughreeves, employers and landowners. The latter were anxious to
promote this identity as representative of the whole town to parliament and the nation. A
more ostentatious civic identity in public buildings and spaces was a tool of reinforcing
this power. This was even more important in a time of national pattiotic displays with
their focus on George III and British identity. Loyalist local elites therefore defined
themselves with reference to their own realms of power as much as in relation to
national ideas and allegiances. The general population wete not, on the other hand,
passive observers of this loyalist ostentation: there were always opportunities to subvert

or manipulate the meaning of ritual and public space.’
Defining the loyalist elite
The French Wars occurred during a transitional period for the social position of a

prominent section of the middle classes. Lancashire was unique because it was governed

on the ground by predominantly Pittite Tory middle classes and gentry rather than a

5 See N. Rogers, Crowds, Culture and Politics in Georgian Britain (Oxford, 1998), chapters 6-8.
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Whig atistocracy.® Gaining wealth, status and recognition, the ‘bourgeois-gentry’ were
filling the magistrates” bench. They aspired to enter the squirearchy, but éontinued their
involvement in manufacturing and commerce. Theit common conception of eminence
was to live in a fine house in its own park, to become a magistrate, colonel of the county
Militia and Deputy Lieutenant of the county. Many built up a collection of estates at the
highly inflated prices of the wars.” They acted as justices of the peace, lords of the manor,
local volunteer leaders, officers in a Court Leet or Cotpotation and chairs of charity
committees. Smaller manufacturers and merchants also claimed positions of prestige and
responsibility in local government as constables, police commissioners and chatity

committee members.

This middle-class dominance illustrated the open dimension of social mobility in
industrialising regions, but did not change their essential social structure. It was rather a
product of longstanding aristocratic weakness and the economic circumstances of the
wars.? The most visible example of the new alliance between the gentry and the aspirant
middle class was the electoral coalition that was negotiated between Samuel Horrocks
(1766-1842) and Lord Stanley (1775-1851) in Preston in 1802, which ended decades of
bitter patty conflict between the latter and the Tory merchant Corporation. The
Horrocks brothers had gradually built up their assets to become the richest millowners in
Preston. They were eager to change their attributes to fit in with gentry norms. John
Horrocks (1768-1804) had been a Quaker in his youth, but convetted to Anglicanism and

ensured he was seen with the other aldermen at divine service at the parish church. The

¢ See chapter 2, p.27.

7T.C. Barker and J. R. Harris, A Merseyside Town in the Industrial Revolution: St. Helens, 1750-1900 (1959),
p-150; B. Lewis, The Middlemost and the Milltowns: Bonrgeois Culture and Politics in Early Industrial England
(Stanford, 2001); the same was occutring in Leeds: see R.G. Wilson, Gentlemen Merchants: the Merchant
Community in Leeds, 1700-1830 (Manchester, 1971).

8 See chapter 2, p.29.
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election of John and then Samuel to parliament reflected the borough’s recognition of
their social and economic prowess. The coalition with Stanley resulted from the Eatl of
Detby’s realisation that his traditional aristocratic position was no match for the
Horrocks’ control over much of the land and workers in Preston.” Outside Preston,
Derby could not maintain a forceful Whig agenda. His relation Colonel Stanley shared
the county reptresentation with a Pittite Tory West Indies merchant, John Blackburne
(1754-1833). Detby’s position as Lord Lieutenant over a predominantly Tory magistracy
was unusual. Buttressed by Lord Lowther’s Toty rule in Westmorland, the North West
was not governed by an equivalent to Earl Fitzwilliam, who ensured Whig political
dominance in Yorkshire. It was rather Tories like the Horrockses and the more politically
active of their gentry allies who strained to keep Lancashire in order and shaped the

development of loyalism in this period.

Rapid industrialisation and urbanisation condensed rather than amplified the distance
between magistrates and the working classes. This was exacerbated by the pressure of the
wars. The magistrate bench as deputy lieutenants became the sole source of active
authority as the notionally distinct work of the county lieutenancies and the quartet
sessions was combined. Pitt’s anti-sedition legislation of the 1790s contributed to this
process as did the magistrates’ responsibility of monitoring the registration of friendly
societies from 1793. The Combination Acts fixed their role as arbitrators in labour
relations, associating them with a legal dispensation hostile to the interests of organised
labour even if they strove to be objective.!’ Many had direct influence in working-class

lives as employers. John Singleton JP of Wigan wrote to William Pitt: “I and my brother

9 LCRO: DDK 1683, Preston election material, 1796; S.W. Urbanski, ‘Parliamentary Politics 1796-1832 in
an Industrialising Borough, Preston, Lancashire’ (Emory Univ. PhD thesis, 1976), p.15.

10 D, Eastwood, Governing Rural England: Tradition and Transformation in Local Government, 1780-1840 (Oxford,
1994), p.47; See Chapter 6.
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Wm Singleton are manufacturers of Gingham muslins etc — my brother is 2 half-pay Lt
of Marines and we employ more than 1400 weavers and we do our duty as all true

Britons do.”!!

Certain Lancashire magistrates were prolific correspondents with the beleaguered
Secretary of State in the Home Office. Munger denigrated any correlation between the
tendency of these individuals to correspond and levels of ‘repression’ in the region.'” The
link was weak in some areas: magistrate William Fleming of Ulverston recorded in his
diaries his suspicions and prosecutions to a similar scale to those of the southern
Lancashire justices, but he rarely wrote to the Home Office about his concerns for law
and order.”” The Home Office papers nevertheless reveal that particular magistrates in
south Lancashire saw themselves in a special relationship with the Pittite governments.
The most frequent correspondents from the 1790s included: mineowner Colonel Ralph
Fletcher (1757-1832) and Rev Thomas Bancroft, vicar of Bolton (d.1811); former spy
William Chippindale and former manufacturer Joseph Radcliffe (1744-1819) of Oldham
and later Huddersfield; Rev William Robert Hay (1761-1839) of the Collegiate Church,
Manchester; John Entwisle of Rochdale; Henry Fielden of Wigan and John Lloyd of
Stockport. They presided over the most rapidly populating manufacturing districts of the
region; most had manufactuting or commercial backgrounds but had risen into the
gentry ranks and invested their money in coal mines, canals and small estates; all met
regulatly at petty and quarter sessions and socially in loyalist clubs and masonic lodges.'*
The county sessions administration enabled them to rise to prominence in Lancashire

associational life. On 29 May 1800, for example, a meeting was held at the Court House

11 PRO: PRO 30/8/178/2/235, Singleton to Pitt, 22 April 1799.

12 F. Munger, ‘Measuring Repression of Popular Protest by English Justices of the Peace in the Industrial
Revolution,” Historical Methods, 12 (1979), 76-83.

13 CuRO: Diaries of William Fleming.
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in Preston to congratulate the King for surviving an attempt on his life, with the
Manchester merchant James Ackers, High Sheriff, and magistrate Thomas Butterworth

Bayley in the chair.”®

Loyalist local elites maintained their connections, power and ideologies through
associations and other informal gatherings.' Prominent manufacturers and metchants
comprised the other interconnected section of the loyalist elite. They had not yet climbed
the social ladder to become boutgeois-gentry but frequently associated with them and
intermarried. Unlike most magistrates, their first priority was theit daily commercial
concerns and they often leaned mote towards High or Pittite Totyism rather than
Burkeite Whig or Orange tendencies. They eagetly involved themselves in civic or parish
government and institutions. Manchester and Salford, like Bolton, were governed by
court leets of boroughreeves and constables. Of the eighteen boroughreeves and
constables who served in Manchester between 1792 and 1797, sixteen were members of
the executive committee of APCOL." Individual loyalists were usually members of more
than one club or society and thereby formed a tight network of association within a
town. Edwards has commented on the “ovetlap not only between government and
loyalist associations but also between the different loyalist associations.” Her biographies
can be expanded further back to a longer history of patticipation in loyalist clubs. It is
this institutional membership which defined the local governing gentry and merchants as

active loyalists in civic society; after the suppression of the corresponding societies in the

14 See WYRO: WYAS, Radcliffe papers; GMRO: E/Fox/11/D, account book of John Entwisle.
15 MM, 3 June 1800.

16 P. Langford, Public Lifs and the Propertied Englishman, 1689-1798 (Oxford, 1991).

17 Chetham’s: APCOL minute book; Mun A.2.79, Manchester Pitt Club minutes.
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1790s, the radical individuals that loyalists opposed did not have recourse to this soutce

of identification.!®

Although many loyalist societies ceased to meet regularly from 1798, the political
connections had been solidified and their legacy continued. Loyalist manufacturers and
magistrates were regulars at John Shaw’s Punch House on Old Millgate, Manchester,
where an informal loyalist club was sustained well into the nineteenth century.'” Perhaps
less demonstrative of Church-and-King views, but more representative of Tory leanings
were the Pitt clubs from 1812, membership of which was perhaps almost obligatory for
the governing elite. Heading the list of signatories to loyalist addresses and acting on
committees was also a highly ostentatious way of demonstrating participation in the
loyalist elite. Key petitions in this petiod included: countet-petitions against the peace
petition of 1795, loyal addresses to the King in April 1807 congratulating him on the
defeat of Lord Howick’s Catholic Relief bill, and the controversial address from
Manchester supporting the Prince Regent’s decision to support the Toty administration
in power in April 1812.° Many were printed or organised by printers James Harrop and
James Wheeler, who published and propagated Tory views in theit Mercury and Chronicle

respectively.

Dynasties of local status and authority were established by the late eighteenth century.
Peter Drinkwater owned a factory with the highest poor rate assessment in 1797,
probably the largest single building designed for manufacture in Manchester at the time.

He was constable in 1786 and a member of APCOL. His two sons also became cotton

18 L. Edwards, ‘Popular Politics in the North West of England, 1815-21’ (Manchester Univ. PhD thesis,
1998), pp.82-3; See Appendix III.

Y F.S. Stancliffe, John Shaw's, 1738-1938 (Timpetley, 1938).

20 See chapter 7, p.284.
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spinners and manufacturers: John was constable of Manchester in 1809, while his
brother Thomas became a magistrate of Lancashire.”’ The Philips family were another
loyalist dynasty. Their dominance militarily and in local government demonstrates their
central role in the socio-political elite of Manchester and Salford.”? John Philips of Bank
Hall in Heaton Norris, was Deputy Lieutenant for Cheshire, JP for Lancashire and
Cheshire and chairman of the magistrates at Stockport. His sons John Leigh and Francis
formed a partnership as cotton merchants and silk manufacturets. John Leigh (1761-
1814) commanded the First Regiment of the Manchester and Salford Volunteers with his
brother Francis as captain and commandant of the first battalion, while three of their
cousins commanded various other regiments in Manchester and Salford.” Francis
continued his father’s role by becoming a magistrate and deputy lieutenant of the county
and he married the daughter of the Mayor of Liverpool. He was a member of the
APCOL in 1792, and he was elected president of the Manchester Pitt Club in 1813, while
John Leigh was in charge of ‘procuting medals’ for the club.** John Leigh was foreman
of the jury of Manchester Court Leet in 1800 and he appeared as a sighatory on most

loyalist addresses and petitions.

The loyalist local authorities did not, however, face a unilinear situation of control. They
feared the masses but also vocal opponents within their own class, especially the wealthy
Dissenting bourgeoisie. Gatrell identified a Tory counter-attack against wealthy office-
holding Unitarians in Manchester through the new Police Commission and an infiltration
of (rather than co-operation in) what had been a prominently Dissenting Literary and

Philosophic Society. Thirteen members of the Lit and Phil had been marked out for

2 J.F. Smith, ed., The Admission Register of the Manchester School. ..vol 1 (Chetham’s, Manchester, 1868),
pp-163-4.

22 MCL: M84, Philips family Ms.

23 PP 1803, Returns of Volunteer Corps.
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examination by Church-and-King societies in 1794, but from the late 1790s, it no longet
speculated in political philosophy. By 1805, a new type of membet was being admitted,
who fitted the archetype of the loyalist or Tory-Anglican political elite, including Hugh
Hornby Bitley, Robert Peel and his son. Henceforth, the society allowed no opportunity
for radical political involvement. The Police Act of 1792 was even more effective in
filtering out any opposition; it established 2 new body of police commissioners, who
consisted of the boroughreeve and constables, the wardens and fellows of the collegiate
church and £30 ratepayers. Its treasurer from 1810, the Tory dye-manufacturer, Thomas
Fleming, became the effective leader of “an allegedly corrupt but certainly Tory oligarchy
which soon monopolised all significant posts in the town.”” William Rathbone, the
Liverpudlian ‘Friend of Peace, identified the more rigid political atmosphere of
Manchester. He wrote in disgust to William Roscoe about the Mancunian address that

supported the government’s Orders in Council of 1807:

See the respectability of the private characters of the subscribers; their influence and
stations in society; their opulence etc. How ate the councils of administration to be
changed when such men and in such numbers support them?...In Liverpool, bad as
it 1s, I do hope we are not quite so ignorant or so enetvate.26

Rathbone’s comment was just one indication of how the extent of loyalist control varied
amongst Lancashire towns. Some historians have suggested that civic associations
overrode the political and religious differences of the middle classes and assuaged
Dissenters and radicals who could not take part in local government.” Brooks argues
that the Portico library served to unite the Manchester middle classes; its first committee

included Manchester Constitutional Society members Geotge Duckworth, George

24 APCOL minute book; Manchester Pitt Club minutes.

3 V.C. Gatrell, ‘Incorporation,” in D. Fraset, ed., Municipal Reform and the Industrial City (Leicester, 1982),
pp-33-5.

26 LivRO: 920 ROS 3063, Rathbone to Roscoe, 23 March 1808.

21 ]. Stobatt, ‘Culture Versus Commerce: Societies and Spaces for Elites in Eighteenth-Century Liverpool,’
JHistGeog, 28 (2002), 471-85.
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Philips and the Unitarians Nathaniel Heywood and Samuel Greg together with loyalist
merchants and manufacturers Charles Frederick Brandt, John Leigh Philips and Peter
Ewart®® The campaign against the slave trade also encouraged cross-political co-
operation in many towns.” The new Lit and Phil, Botanical Gatdens, Infirmary and
Athenaenm in Liverpool were cross-political, cross-denominational organisations at

committee level.*

Yet in the larger towns and on occasions in Liverpool, the experiences of ‘independent’
bourgeoisie outside their newspaper reading-rooms and charity committees, that is, of
political conflict and opposition, indicate that political and religious prejudices were not
wholly overcome by polite conversation indoors.” In Liverpool, the issue of abolition
became much more closely related to political divisions between the dissenting
intellectuals from the Corporation and its West Indies interests. The lattet’s regular
motions in Council gave thanks and financial reward to members delegated to patliament
to promote their case against abolition.” By contrast, of the fourteen presidents of the
American Chamber of Commerce between 1801-21, six were Unitarian and two were
Quakers. Nor on the other hand were Rational Dissenters welded to a defence of
radicalism. The manufacturer Thomas Potter, a member of Cross Street Chapel in

Manchester, signed loyalist addresses and was a major in John Leigh Philips’ volunteer

28 A. Brooks and B. Haworth, Boomtown Manchester, 1800-50, the Portico Connection (Manchester, 1993), p.114;
see also A J. Kidd and D. Nicholls, eds., The Making of the British Middle Class? Studies of the Regional and
Caultnral Diversity Since the Eighteenth Century (Stroud, 1998).

2 House of Lords RO: HO/PO/JO/10/8/106, Manchester petition in favour of slave trade bill, 1806; R.
Anstey, The Atlantic Slave Trade and British Abolition, 1760-1810 (1975).

30 A. Wilson, ‘The Florence of the North?’ The Civic Culture of Liverpool in the Early Nineteenth
Century,” in A J. Kidd and D. Nicholls, eds., Gender, Civic Culture and Consumerism: Middle-Class Identity in
Britain, 1800-1940 (Manchester, 1999) p.39.

31 See Chapter 8.

32 LivRO: 352/CLE/TRE/2/11, Liverpool Town Book, 1793-1804.

61



regiment. The bourgeois elites were divided, although the religious and political lines

within each side were not always completely distinct.”

Defining loyalism in civic space

The loyalist local elites imposed their identity and authotity upon the general population
through building civic space. The fabtic and appearance of most towns in Lancashire
were being transformed by urban development. One particular feature was
‘gentrification,” as fashionable townhouses, ‘public squares’ and civic buildings sprang up
in response to the needs of the ‘polite and commetcial’ middle classes and their need to
express civic identity. Politics created place by making it visible. Civic identity translated
into the symbolism of economic and political prowess and authority over the concept of
loyalism. The ruling elites displayed their power using the physical and symbolic stages of
architecture and town-planning in conjunction with civic rituals and rivalries with other
towns. Towns were “politically organised places” and visibility of power was an

important aspect of this process.>*

Most large towns and ports expetienced early and rapid transformation in their
appearance and civic identity from the mid eighteenth century because of the economic
activities of their merchants and manufacturers. Fashionable suburbia was one result.

113

Aikin commented on Manchester’s “many excellent houses, very elegant fitted up, chiefly
occupied by the merchants of the town, which may in some measure be considered as

their country residences, being one or two miles from their respective warehouses.” He

highlighted Ardwick Green as being “particularly distinguished by the neatness and

33 See P. Taylor, ‘A Divided Middle Class: Bolton, 1790-1850,” MRHR, VI (1992), 3-15.
34 Y.F. Tuan, ‘Place: An Experiential Perspective,” Geographical Review, 65 (1975), 163.
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elegance of its buildings.”” In Liverpool, the Earl of Sefton developed Toxteth Park as a
fashionable residence to the south of the town, although its social character was soon
altered by the encroachment of working-class housing. Williamson Square and Everton
were also becoming fashionable areas.”® Suburbanisation and manufacturers erecting
villas on the outskirts of towns was a common feature across the region, reflective of the
visual identity that individuals wanted to portray.”’ It was nevertheless still common for
many metchants, manufacturers and attorneys to remain in the centre of towns. This was
significant socially and politically. Public space was bourgeoisified through the building
of civic and commercial buildings.’® The Palladianism of the Geotgian townhouse was
demonstrative of a desire for ptivacy and exclusion, although labourers often lived in
courts behind their elegant rows. It articulated the separation of ptivate and civic roles
while maintaining a front of wealth and respectability against the workers passing by on

their way to the factories around the corner.

The building of civic space in a specific atea within the town involved a deliberately
cultural choice, reflecting the polite needs of aspirant middle classes. Buildings
encapsulating the cultural authority of the local elites were situated near to but separate
from the traditional (often Corporation-owned) old town. Relative to the size of the
town, they were usually in a concentrated space, rather than being distributed
haphazardly across the town. This was not merely for convenience of being able to move

from townhouse to library to theatre: the visual effect of the new clean, Classical-style

% J. Aikin, A Description of the County From Thirty to Forty Miles Around Manchester (Manchester, 1795), p.205.
36 F. Vigier, Change and Apathy: Liverpool and Manchester During the Industrial Revolution (Manchester, 1970),
p-52; P. Laxton, ‘Liverpool in 1801, a Manuscript Return for the First National Census of Population,’
THSLC, 130 (1981), 102.

37 See for example, Lewis, Middlemost and Milltowns, G. Timmins, Blackburn: A Pictorial History (Chichester,
1993).

3 P. Borsay, ‘All the Town’s a Stage; Urban Ritual and Ceremony, 1660-1800,” in P. Clark, ed., The
Transformation of English Provincial Towns (1984); see also P. Borsay, ‘Culture, Status and the English Urban
Landscape,” History, 67 (1982), 1-12, and chapter 8, p.296.
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buildings was intentionally striking, especially as the change was enacted in less than
thirty years.”® In Manchester, the intended effects and purposes were immediate. New
civic buildings included: the Assembly Rooms on Mosley St (1792), Portico Libraty
opposite designed by Thomas Harrison (1802), the Literary and Philosophical Society
building behind it on George Street and another Hartison creation, the Theatre Royal on
the corner of Fountain Street (1807). These were surrounded by fashionable townhouses

on St Ann’s Square, St John Street and King Street.”

A common means of urban development in Manchester, Liverpool and the other latger
towns was using leasehold as a form of land allocation in blocks to private speculative
builders. The former estates of Byrom, Chotlton Hall, Lever, Mosley and Legh which
had covered most of what had been the outskitts of old Manchester were divided into
plots and built on by speculating merchants and builders.* Chotlton Hall estate became
Chotlton Row, a major manufacturing and working-class residential district; the Philips
and Potter families, Hugh Hornby Bitley, John Leaf, James Ackers and virtually every
other prominent Manchester merchant and manufacturer invested in its development.*?
Green’s map of 1804 illustrated the ghost of its outline underneath the new streets and

planned buildings.

Cosgrove hinted at the psychological impact of this process. The town was not formally
planned but a combination of the preservation of ultimate ownership in the hands of

large landowners with the creation of a matket in land. Even in Ashton-under-Lyne,

39 D.E. Cosgrove, Social Formation and Symbolic Landscape (Beckenham, 1984), p.217; K.R. Olwig, Landscape,
Nature and the Body Politic (Wisconsin, 2002), p.123.

40 C, Hartwell, M. Hyde and N. Pevsner, Lancashire: Manchester and the South-East (2004), p.257.

4 C. Hartwell, Manchester: an Architectural Guide (2000), p.12.

42 MCL: m/c 699, Chorlton Hall deeds, 1808; GMCRO: E16/2/27, Legh of Lyme papers, bond of 3
October 1803.
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where the Earl of Stamford planned the gridiron pattern of the stteets, ptivate individuals
leased the building land in-between to develop as they wished. It thus represented “a
form of capitalist ownership which retains minor remnants of feudal rent.”* This may
not have been directly obvious to the loyalist elites or the othet inhabitants whose
vistulas, places of work and leisure had been altered or destroyed. Yet there was
definitely a process of representation of control of the dominant economic group over
those who were not involved in the dealings of the Exchange or the gentrified

conversation of the Athenaeum.

The civic scene was deliberately incorporated into the symbolism of local politics in an
enforcement of loyalist space. It also marked a demonstration to other towns and the
nation of their provincial prowess and civility. These political and commercial symbols
were notably built on old aristocratic land. In 1804, old buildings owned by Lord Ducie
in Market Place and Exchange Street wete demolished and on 21 July 1806, the
cornerstone of the new Exchange was laid. Medals of Lord Nelson and Pitt were
enclosed in the wall with much ceremony.** The loyalist connotations of this were
manifest. Liverpool responded almost in rivalry with their Athenaeum and fashionable
residences around Great George Street from 1805. In Liverpool, expansion meant the
propottion of urban land over which the Corporation had control was declining.*” The

new Exchange was opened in 1808.%

# T. Burke and M. Neville, Bui/dings of Tameside (Manchester, 1996), p.52; Cosgrove, Social Formation, p.217.
4 Aikin, A Description of the Country, pp.10-14; MM, 22 July 1806; JRLUM: E26, Ducie Ms, Exchange
Building committee.

4 Aikin, A Description of the Conntry, p.374.

4 Laxton, Liverpool in 1801, 102; Stobart, ‘Culture Versus Commerce’; T. Baines, History of the
Commerce and Town of Liverpool (1852), p.325.
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Cultural historians have argued that ‘high’ or ‘polite’ culture was increasingly polarised
from the low’ or ‘popular’ in the eighteenth century. Borsay believed that the new civic
buildings were a spatial and temporal parallel to this process, in that ritual and ceremony
was bourgeoisified and made mote exclusive for those in power.” The loyalist
processions duting the wars exemplified this dichotomy; private loyalist clubs displayed
their social and political exclusivity in a public arena on their own terms. In Manchestet,
the central area for loyalist display was St Ann’s Square and the Collegiate Church,
augmented by the New Exchange from 1807. During the celebration of the King’s
birthday in Manchester on 4 June 1803, the day began with the ringing of bells:

At noon the officers of the town of Manchester and Salford, with a number of
gentlemen preceded by music and the flags of the loyal associations went in
procession from the Bull’s Head to St. Ann’s Square, where they were received by
parties of the 18% Light Dragoons and the 6% Dragoon Guards, who fired most
excellently.*8

The Bull’s Head Inn in nearby medieval Hanging Ditch was the place of choice for loyalist
political meetings, thanks to its heritage as a Jacobite recruiting centre, although it had
also been used by groups of all political persuasions such as Dissenters campaigning for
repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts in 1790. St. Ann’s Square had already gained
notoriety in loyalist politics for the Church-and-King mob tiot that occurred there on 4
June 1792, when the trees were uprooted and used to block Cross Street and Mosley
Street Presbyterian chapels. An effigy of Paine had been hung at the top of Deansgate,
presumably near the collegiate church.*’ Castlefield, at the other end of Deansgate, was

the site for volunteer reviews after processions from the centre.” Kersal Moor, to the

47 Borsay, ‘All the Town’s a Stage,” p.249.
48 MC, 11 June 1803.

49 Rowbottom diaties.

50 MM, 9 June 1801.
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north west of the town, was usually used for volunteer parades and duels as well as the

venue for Manchester Races.

Appearances and visual symbolism meant little without associated titual. Traditional
methods of celebration such as paternalistic feasts and illuminations gained a new
meaning in this civic context. An important patt of local and national loyalist events
involved a ritual and symbolic demonstration of local elite power over ‘public’ space.
Parades, marches and organised events focused on these new civic areas. These were as
inclusive as possible, because the motive was to involve masses to demonstrate power
and inspire allegiance. The order of processions was visually emblematic of power
hierarchies within the town, with boroughteeve and constables ot mayor at the forefront,
leaving the general inhabitants as obsetvets. The local elites were fully aware the masses
could revolt and therefore made visually certain their domination of the new spaces. This
had precedents in ‘riding the boundaries,” a practice undertaken annually by members of
Lancaster Corporation around the limits of their property and on common land to which
they had rights, and by Liverpool Corporation around the old town on 11 October
1811.%! Loyalist displays of power in urban centres were centred on processions through
the main streets to the parish church (although also to chapel on national occasions),
reaffirming the Established Church as a rallying point of loyalty. There was always an
element of socio-political separation in these events. Addresses to the King or patliament
were often drawn up at ‘public’ meetings in the new civic buildings, attended by invited

‘respectable gentlemen’ only. The routes of civic processions in larger towns avoided

*1 LCRO: DDX 760/1, Cragg family memorandum book; E. Baines, History, Directory and Gazetteer of the
Connty Palatine of Lancaster (Newton Abbott, 1968), p.546; see Olwig, Landscape, Nature and the Body Politic,
p.58.
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poorer areas, asserting therefore that the definition of the town was identical with places

of wealth creation, consumption and display.*

Focusing on the parish church also bore symbolic significance. Corporation members or
the boroughreeve and his officers acting as a body attended chutch on Sundays and
public feasts and commemorations. They thetefore deliberately or unconsciously
confirmed at a supernatural level their secular power.”” Pew ownership and proprietary
chapels were further symbols of this power. St. George’s in Preston, St. John’s in
Blackburn and St. George’s in Little Bolton were constructed in the later eighteenth
century to cater for swelling polite society. Peter Ainsworth, the Halliwell bleacher, laid
the foundation stone of the latter in 1794 on land bought from merchants Thomas and
Richard Ainsworth. Its subscribers nominated trustees who were to nominate the curate
for fifty years.”* In 1804, the proprietors of St. John’s protested to the vicar that he had
buried non pew owners in the graveyard. Preston parish church was scarcely less
exclusive.” This was not confined to Anglican churches: among the wealthy bourgeois,

Unitatian chapels were similarly elitist.*

Different religious denominations’ expression of loyalism conformed to Anglican loyalist
elite practices or expectations while national events wetre filtered through these local
hierarchies of power. In June 1793, the Catholic clergy of Preston organised a
petformance of the Messiah and the Coronation Anthem in a conspicuous display of

loyalty. Their intentions were genuine, but it is clear that the Established Church set the

52 C.P. Graves, ‘Civic Ritual in Eighteenth and Nineteenth Century Newcastle,” in S. Lawrence, ed.,
Archaeologies of the British (2003), p.41.

53 Borsay, ‘All the Town’s a Stage,” p.239.

54 Bolton Archives: ZAH 3/3, Ainsworth Ms., Ainsworth to unknown, 10 September 1796.

55 Lewis, Middlemost and the Milltowns, p.169.

56 L. Burney, Cross Street Chapel (Didsbury, 1983), passim.
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rules for observance by their undetlying suspicion and other denominations’ feeling of
the need to express their loyalty in the tetms and ritual set by Church-and-King loyalists.
During the National Fast of March 1800 in Manchester, volunteer cotps attended divine
service at the Collegiate Church while: “the solemnity was devoutly observed by the Jews
in this town in their synagogue — in a prayer composed for the occasion — praying for the
Royal family, the Counsellots, the nobility, the representatives of the People and the
whole nation.”””” Their pattiotism was inclusive and sincere, but was nevertheless
restrained by its links with the tropes and notions of loyalism which the socio-political

elites defined.*®

The route taken by the procession of Manchester dignitaties during the Jubilee
celebrations of October 1809 physically manifested the churchwardens’ and the newly-
formed police commission’s sphere of authority, although now swamped by the massive
urban growth around collegiate property. The more public procession to celebrate the
end of the war in 1814 followed a wider route through the new fashionable areas around
Mosley Street and King Street and ventured over the bridge to central Salford.” In
Liverpool, processions followed the ‘usual route’ of Dale Street, Lime Street, Duke
Street, Lord Street and Castle Street. This circuited and crossed old Corporation propetty
and the heart of the old town before expansion. The town hall at the juncture of Dale
Street and Castle Street provided the focal point for civic identity. The visit of Prince of
Wales and the Duke of Clarence in September 1806 culminated in an illumination and a

banquet held there.

57 MM, 18 March 1800.

*8 M. Pottle, ‘Loyalty and Patriotism in Nottingham, 1792-1816’ (Oxford Univ. DPhil thesis, 1988), p.292.
59 See Appendix IV: vii; T. Preston, The Jubilee of George 111 (1887); Cowdroy’s, 16 April 1814.

60 See Appendix IV: viii; Edwards, ‘Popular Politics,” p.159.
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In Preston, addresses were drawn up at the Court House and events exhibited a more
long-established civic identity because of the town’s status as Corporation, Guild and
new centre of county administration and gentry politics. The 1801 celebration of the
King’s birthday saw the Volunteers assembling in the Market Square before processing to
Lt Col Gtimshaw’s newly built ‘mansion’ in fashionable merchant-built Winckley Place.”
Preston Guild Merchant, held every twenty yeats, was a demonstration of a more
inclusive civic identity. The Guild of 1802 featured more festivity and pageant than usual
because of the Peace. The Corporation assembled in the Guild Hall; societies and
volunteer corps arrived at the Town Hall. It was reported that the huge number of
people present prevented the Corporation statting a procession. Aldermen attended a
service at the parish church while a Grand Mass was held at the Catholic Chapel. The
procession eventually made its way towards the Churchgate and an elaborate pageant
with floats representing the different trades and industries entertained the crowds
“through the principal streets.” In some of the larger towns, events increasingly
ventured from or into the new gentrified areas of towns. In Manchester, the King’s
birthday procession culminated in Ardwick Green in 1804. The focus in Liverpool
remained on the old Corporation centre of power, although processions coming into the
town responded to the south east expansion of the city, using Clayton Square as a base.
Processional crowds began to ‘connect’ the new and old centtres and in so doing marked
out a central boundary for the ci'cy.64 In smaller towns, however, it is more difficult to
make this sort of analysis: the ‘main streets’ were often the only streets and processions

thus usually followed the largest street towards the parish church.

61 MM, 3 June 1800; BM, 10 June 1801.

62'T.R. Flintoff, Preston Guild Merchant: Preston’s Week of Pageantry as Celebrated From 1328-1952 (Preston,
1973), p.113.

63 W.E.A. Axon, The Annals of Manchester Manchester, 1886), p.133.
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Participants in civic processions and feasts had always been restricted to the ‘respectable,
with the general population merely as spectators or receivers of paternalist charity. Much
political and commercial activity remained in the ‘old town’ of Livetpool, Manchester
and Preston, while other smaller towns wete slower to expand and change their
geographical axis. In other spheres, they may not have “disengaged from traditional
culture,” if ever inhabitants were conscious of that culture as a genuine concept. Duting
the 1790s, the distinction of places reflected the loyalist reaction against radicals on all
social levels.” Hence innkeepers were obliged to sign a public declaration against
‘seditious’ meetings on their premises. Cockhill Pump at Ashton-under-Lyne was
renamed Jacobin’s Pump’ and “during the peace of 1802, no Jacobin dared scarcely
show himself in the streets without being in danger of having to undergo the dreaded
pumping.” The landlord of the White Hart in the town renamed his inn the Pi#t and
Nelson in 1806 in honour of his two heroes.*® In Bolton, the Bridge Inn was the place of
meeting for the Church-and-King club in 1794 and the Pitt Club in 1809.” Loyalism at
both elite and popular levels thus involved a common recognition of the govetning elites’

authority to name and symbolise place.

Church-and-King reaction to the invasion scares

Loyalism and social aspiration as show and ritual became even motre conspicuous when
the international events of 1798 and 1803 altered the boundaties and context in which
elite loyalism operated. Loyalist clubs and anti-Jacobin pamphleteeting were replaced by

volunteer reviews and patriotic sermons. Despite patriotic unanimity with the general

¢4 Harrison, Crowds and History, p.161.

6 J. Epstein, ‘Understanding the Cap of Liberty: Symbolic Practice and Social Conflict in Early Nineteenth
Century England,’ P & P, 122 (1989), 82.

66 W. Bowman, England in Ashton-under-Lyne (Altrincham, 1960), p.315.
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population in the face of Napoleon, the loyalist elites remained anxious about radicalism
and therefore continued to assert their authority and loyalist principles. They employed

more symbolic and subtle means than they had previously in the 1790s.

War gave the local ruling elites many more opportunities to ensure that their loyalist
authority was demonstrated symbolically and physically. Volunteer regiments were
reviewed in public squares, racecourses ot outside commanders’ mansions. Lieut-Col
John Leigh Philips wrote to the poet Anna Seward about the upcoming review of the
volunteer regiments by the Prince of Gloucester in late 1803: “it will be a grand spectacle
and no doubt flattering to the vanity.”*® Being an officer and especially 2 commandant
became a prestigious honour in the associational world in which local elites mixed.
Volunteering provided an ideal opportunity, not just to imitate the aristocratic militia
without having to undertake a full-time military career, but also to flaunt the trappings
that came with it: such as the chance to participate in parades for national celebrations
and local civic occasions, and to bestow paternalism and display wealth, for example in
the extravagant uniforms and feasts provided by many commandants for their rank and
file. In December 1803, the Blackburn Mail reported how: “Thomas Cooper Esq, Lieut of
the Preston and Chortley Light Horse and commander of the Chotley Division, gave a
most sumptuous Entertainment to them and the gentlemen of the Neighbouthood;

everything the season could possibly produce was given on the occasion.””

The volunteer corps generally reflected the divisions of authority within local society.
The Bolton committee to form a volunteer corps comptised the major manufacturers

and wealthy professionals of the town, including: the Tory-Anglican manufacturer

67 J.C. Scholes, History of Bolton (Bolton, 1892), p.439.
68 MCL: M84/3/5/4, Philips Ms, Philips to Seward, n.d., 1803.
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Thomas Ainsworth, of the firm Peel, Ainsworth and Co, who had a significant hold on
the land and employees of both Great and Little Bolton; John Pilkington, Unitarian but
loyalist manufactuter; James Bradshaw JP, and the manufactuters Thomas Fogg, Thomas
Hindle and Thomas Howell.”’ A sermon given by the rector of Bury on the occasion of
the colours being presented to the Bury Loyal Volunteers (at that time led by Sir Robert
Peel and his business partner Robert Yates), expressed the common sentiment about the
prominent role the manufactuting and commercial middle classes played in patriotism
and opportunites offered for social advancement: “You increase the weight and
respectability of your characters, while you are adding to the general strength of the

country.”"!

The increasing social ambition of wealthy manufacturers and merchants was further
satisfied through volunteeting as an opportunity to participate in gentry life. The position
of volunteer commander reflected again the blurring of lines between the gentry and
aspirant middle classes.”” The Wigan Volunteers of 1803, for example, were commanded
by the Earl of Balcatres, the new lord of the manor, together with the mayor Lieutenant
Thomas Woodcock, a banker and treasurer of the Cotporation, and Captain Samuel
Singleton, a gentleman.” Because of business commitments, however, most men of the
middle classes remained volunteer commanders rather than joining the atistoctacy and
titled gentry in the Royal Lancashire Militia. The huge honour associated with the status
implied by holding a volunteer office was illustrated by the correspondence about

conflicts over superiority in the regiments which overflowed the letter boxes and records

69 BM, 21 December 1803.

70 B.T. Barton, Historical Gleanings of Bolton and District, vol 3 (Bolton, 1883), pp.82-4.

" Sermon Preached in the Parish Church of Bury, 18 October 1798, by Rev. Sir W. H. Clerke, Bart, Rector of
Bary...(Bury, 1798), p.15.
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3 G. Derbyshire, A Wigan Military Chronicle, vol 1 (Wigan, 1950).
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of the Home Office.’* The loyalist elites initially attempted to accommodate their
exclusive loyalism to the inclusive patriotism of the volunteer corps and mass meetings.
Members of social elites, Unitarian as well as Anglican, ostentatiously donated huge sums
to the voluntary subscriptions of 1798 and 1803. The accounts of the Committee for
General Defence for Manchester in 1803 totalled the huge amount of £21,581, 5s, 8d
from over 1300 subscribers, including the manufacturers and merchants: the Gould
brothers who gave [£315; Lawrence Peel, £300; James Ackers, Thomas and John
Drinkwater, four members of the Philips family, the Unitarians Samuel Greg and
Benjamin Heywood, who all donated £100 each and the lord of the manor, Sir Oswald
Mosley, £200.” Social elites, however many paternalistic dinners they gave for their

dependants, maintained a distance from them in terms of ostentation.

Western engendered a preconception about volunteers that linked them inextricably with
Church-and-King loyalism.” Cookson and Gee have generally disproved this direct
connection,”’ but in the Lancashire context, it nevertheless holds some ground in the
context of the armed associations formed around 1797-8. In 1797, the Bolton Volunteer
Infantry had to participate at a celebration of the defeat of the campaign to repeal the
Test and Corporation Acts.”® The Irish Rebellion and magistrates’ attempts to suppress
the United Englishmen and weavers’ combinations in 1799-1801 formed another
context. A broadside from 1797 written by J.L.P.,” undoubtedly Lt-Col John Leigh

Philips, addressed the “Loyal Association of Manchester on the subject of training a

74 PRO: HO 50/137, Internal Defence, 1803-4.

75 MCL: BR 356 M12, Accounts of the Treasurers to the Committee for General Defence, Manchester,
1803.
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body of no fewer than 20,000 men in this Town alone.”” The last few entries of the
minutes of APCOL in January 1797 discussed the proposal for an Armed Volunteer
Cotps by the ‘United Delegate Meeting of the Loyal Associations of Manchester and
Salford.” The committee decided to make a list of APCOL members willing to serve,
unfortunately not extant.*’ Philips’s suggestions in his broadside were specifically directed
at manufacturers like himself, advising them to lead weavets and “other Dependents” in

their employ in military exercises one afternoon a week.

The magistrates and loyalist manufactutets who led volunteer corps were often hopeful
that their corps could serve a dual role in putting down internal disorder. Preston cotton
manufacturer John Watson requested the Earl of Derby to approve his request for the
Loyal Preston Volunteers to act “under the civil power when call’d out upon any riot or
disturbance within the said town or five miles circumjacent,” as did Furness magistrate
Thomas Sunderland of the Ulverston Volunteers.* This policing role for the volunteers
was officially sanctioned by the Commander General of the North West Military District,
the Duke of Gloucester. He reported to the War Office in September 1803 that the 6000
volunteers and five troops of the Sixth Dragoon Guatds stationed in Manchester would
be sufficient for internal security and “for keeping the disaffected in order.” He insisted
that the Manchester volunteers “cannot be drawn away for the defence of Liverpool and
I trust will be able to prevent any disturbances occutring.”® With reference to the Bolton
Volunteer cotps, Rev Thomas Bancroft infamously reminded Lotd Detby of “the
populousness of this neighbourhood, and how needful it may be in times of

apprehended commotion, to encourage a spirit of loyal Association atnong the numerous

79 MCL: £1797/3B, broadside ‘Copy of Two Letters.”
80 Chetham’s: Mun A 6.45, APCOL minutes, 1792-7, p.41.
81 PRO: HO 50/75, Internal Defence, Lancastet, January-August 1803.
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classes of manufacturers.”® Philips’ APCOL plan had already expressed the Church-and-
King loyalist fear of mobilising the working classes: he was insistent that: “the Arms
should be kept entirely by the Masters and only be in possession of the Men on the days
of exercise, that they may be returned in good condition to Government.”* This was
illustrative of how the magistrates and special constables felt they could not cope with
the rapid expansion of urban areas and the working classes. It did not preclude crowds’

hostility to the volunteers during riots and disturbances.®

Divided middle classes

Conflicts within Lancashire volunteer regiments were endemic if not inherent. They
exposed how local social structures and concerns formed the basis of patriotism and
loyalism in the face of invasion. The tow that occurred in Manchester was especially
portentous, not just for social relations but also for aspects of the political effects of the
wars on the town and the wider region. It indicated that the socio-political tensions of
the 1790s were not destroyed by the invasion scares. They were rather channelled into
the new institutions where the underlying friction occasionally rose to the surface,

agitated by Church-and-King loyalist elites.

On 28 July 1804, Joseph Hanson Esq., of Strangeways Hall, met John Leigh Philips, Esq
of Notfolk Street, Manchester, for a duel on Kersal Moor. Philips commanded the First

Regiment of the Manchester and Salford Volunteer Cotps, Hanson commanded the

82 PRO: WO 30/71, Reports from Officers commanding Districts, Duke of Gloucester, 14 September
1803.

8 HO 50/75, Bancroft to Derby, 26 August 1803.

8 MCL: £1797/3B, ‘Copy of Two Letters.’

8 See P. Haythornthwaite, ‘Rochdale Volunteers, 1795, Journal of the Society for Army Historical Research, 250
(1984).
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Manchester, Salford and Stockport Independent Rifle Corps. Just as the two men were
about to shoot, Deputy Constablé Joseph Nadin arrived, halted the duel and cautioned
them to keep the peace.* John Leigh Philips had challenged Hanson to the duel because
the latter had decided to call himself Lieutenant-Colonel Commandant, thereby claiming
authority over the commanding officers of all the regiments of the Manchester and
Salford Volunteers. His assertion rested on two claims: that his offer to form a regiment
had been accepted by the Home Office at an eatlier date than Philips and that he had
augmented his Rifle Corps by two companies of fifty men each, which he believed
enabled him to claim automatic promotion to the position of Lieutenant Colonel. Philips
and the other officers of the First Regiment protested to the Secretary of State, asserting
that Hanson’s demand had “been obtained through incorrect representation.” Then
followed a protracted wrangle over the interpretation of the regulations and the dates on
which the offers made by Hanson and Philips had been accepted. The Earl of Derby
supported Hanson but washed his hands of the affair. Eventually, Lord Hawkesbury
upheld Hanson’s claims and issued a rebuke to John Philips for “disputing the authority

under which these regulations were made.”?

Philips and his entire officer corps resigned in protest, and the regiment eventually
collapsed, which has significant implications for the nature of their loyalism as well as
their patriotism. They stated in an address to the local newspapers: “Had they submitted
to the undue precedence that has been obtained, they should have felt that they had
incurred a degradation.”® An anonymous satirical pamphlet was subsequently published,
probably either by John Philips or his brother Francis, defending their resignation and

proclaiming:

8 MM, 24 July 1804.
87 E. Little, Joseph Hanson, the ‘Weavers’ Friend,” MRHR, VI (1991), 23-4.
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Idolised by their fellow citizens, their submission gave them more than the effects of
a victory. Their opponents, who expected to enjoy their defeat, were humiliated by
their magnanimous conduct.??

The affair illustrated the networks of power and control in Manchester. As with the
Philips family themselves, the officers who resigned in 1804 also represented a section of
the merchants and manufacturers who controlled the main seats of power in Manchester.
They included four former or future boroughreeves of Manchester. Three of these men
were former members of APCOL, including Captain James Ackers, a cotton twist
manufacturer, magistrate of Manchester and Salford, chairman of the committee of
APCOL and member of the Pitt Club, together with John Leaf, who was constable when

Ackers was boroughreeve of Manchester.”

Hanson was a Unitarian and therefore held no position in local government. He was not
involved in any prestigious civic society and the officers in his corps (including his
brother Edward and his friend and later relation ]oéeph Kershaw) do not appear to have
done so either. There was thus 2 fine line between Hanson being merely over-ambitious
and whether he was genuinely challenging the predominance of the Tory bourgeois elite
which Philips and his colleagues in the First Regiment represented. Hanson acted against
the social mores of his class, by his presumptuous claim to the Philips family’s
dominance in military command of Manchester and Salford, and consequently their
relations with the Lord Lieutenant. In ‘usurping,” as Philips and his colleagues saw it, one
of the upper middle classes’ status symbols and paternal roles in society — authority over
all the regiments — he was also subverting the nature of the hierarchy they upheld.

Francis Philips wrote to his brother after the duel: “You will be amply repaid for the

8 MM, 24 July 1804.
8 Anon, Travels of Fum Hom (1804), p.10.
9 MM, 24 July 1804.
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vexatious anxiety Hanson has occasioned to you, by the reflexion that all loyal and
tespectable people, poor as well as rich, approve your opposition to a democratic

3991

Tyrant.

This was an ironic comment in the light of future events. Hanson was later to make his
name in opposition to John Leigh Philips and his Tory-Anglican colleagues. He became a
hero of the peace movement in Manchester and across the North, amplified by his
support of the handloom weavers’ petitions for a minimum wage in 1808.” Through his
activities, he challenged the manufactuting elite’s interpretation of ‘loyalism,’ their ideas
concerning economics and the relationship they believed the middle classes ought to
have with the working classes they employed. The conflict during the years of supposed
patriotic unity was therefore the first juncture of much deeper social rift within the

Manchester bourgeoisie, which was to be highlighted and exacerbated by the wats.

A parallel conflict to the duel occurred in Preston, although a more definite party
political bias can be attached to the social divisions it exposed. John Watson was
commander of the Loyal Preston Volunteers and campaigner for the Lord Derby
interest. In 1803, he challenged the authority of Nicholas Grimshaw, commander of the
Royal Preston Volunteers and a Tory-Anglican manufacturer, member of the
Corporation and Mayor in the following year. Grimshaw’s volunteers were patronised by
the leading manufacturers in Preston, Samuel Horrocks and Co, who gave £500 on two
sepatrate occasions, together with Preston Cotpotation, who gave £100.” The Tory-led
tone of the corps was therefore assured in opposition to the Whig leadership of John

Watson’s Loyal Preston Volunteers. This occurred despite the new electoral “coalition’ of

91 MCL: M84/1/4/3, F. to ].L. Philips, 26 July 1804.
92 See chapter 7, p.249 and passim.
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Horrocks and Derby in 1802, perhaps indicating that this co-operation was confined to
the electoral sphere. Hence party conflict transferred into volunteering. Both regiments
wete accepted by the Home Office on the same date, but the commissions of the Loyal
Preston’s officers dated from a week befote those of the Royal Preston Volunteets,
thereby according precedence and seniotity to Watson. Watson claimed that this was
simply because he was first on the field; Grimshaw and his officers on the other hand
believed that it had only been obtained through private solicitation, presumably the
influence of Lord Detby. The dispute dragged on publicly, with Grimshaw’s Volunteers
conceding defeat in late 1804.”* Notably, in a subsequent pamphlet defending his stance
in the affair, Gtimshaw cited Lord Hawkesbury’s interpretation of the regulations in the

Hanson versus Philips affair.”

Elite loyalism was not just an issue of political ideology but was integral to definitions of
class and social status. Local elites used civic ritual and national events to enforce their
authority through the symbolism of patriotism. Church-and-King loyalist gentry and
gentry-aspirant bourgeoisie built themselves physically and visually tangible spheres of
power where they could make resolutions in private.” The wars impelled them outside of
their exclusive domains to lead the mass patriotism of the general population. They
attempted to maintain their control over both the meaning of loyalism and the identity of
the town as represented to the nation. The crowds did not share their social and political
motivations in patticipation in civic ritual. Significantly, those organisers of events were

acutely aware of this ambiguity. Ceremonies designed to display loyalist authority wete

93 LCRO: DDPr 137/4, Proceedings of the Royal Preston Volunteers, 1803-4.

% B.D.A. Lewis, ‘Bourgeois Ideology and Order: Middle-Class Culture and Politics in Lancashire, 1789-
1851’ (Harvard Univ. PhD thesis, 1994), p.76; PRO: HO 50/75, Internal Defence.

95 N. Grimshaw, Observations on the Reply to the Statement of the Question (1805).
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always products of this tense discourse with an undercutrent of potential opposition, not
. 97

only amongst the ‘mob’ but also amongst their own class who were left out of power.

They were successful in maintaining control during the period of the invasion scares, but

the balance would shift later in the war.”®

% Borsay, ‘All the Town’s a Stage,” p.249.
97 Edwatds, ‘Popular Politics,” p.122.
98 See chapters 7 and 8.
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Part II:

Church-and-King Ideologies

hurch-and-King loyalism was the ideology of a large proportion of the gentry and
Cbourgeois governing elites in Lancashire. It was, however, composed of different,
even opposing, ideological strands, involving contrasting attitudes towards the
Established Church and monarchy. The historiography of British loyalism during the
French Wars rarely considers the multiple identities of elite, as opposed to popular,
loyalism. Historians often focus on the debates within print literature of the 1790s, which
portrayed a single front against radicalism.' The Lancashire region, on the other hand,
was unique in the way Church-and-King loyalism evolved during the Napoleonic War.
Lancashire loyalism divided into two contrasting strands from 1798: Orangeism and
remnants of Jacobitism. Although they were completely polar traditions in relation to the

King, they both influenced how local elites justified their power in the region.

This elite loyalism again illustrated the unique position of Manchester. The town fostered
a paradoxical combination of both ideologies: the Collegiate Church was the centre for
High Church High Tory principles, while the first Orange lodges and English Orange
Institution were formed nearby. The presence of Orangeism and the legacy of ]acobit’ism
in Lancashire demonstrate that the response to radicalism was not a generic and static

reaction; conversely it had regional variations, which depended much upon the historical

! Mori, ‘Languages of Loyalism.” Even A. Goodrich, Debating England’s Aristocracy in the 1790s: Pampblets,
Polemics and Political Ideas (Woodbridge, 2005) acknowledges little about the continuing development of
loyalism after 1798.
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and immigration patterns of respective places. It was an active process as well as

rhetorical discourse.
High Church Anglicanism and anti-Catholicism

Lancashire was unusual amongst other regions because of the strength of High Church
Anglicanism. It crystallised around the Collegiate Chutch in Manchester. This factor
played a decisive part in delaying Evangelical Anglican entry into many Lancashire towns
until the early nineteenth century.” Smith’s optimistic picture of Evangelical pastoral
provision in Oldham is somewhat exceptional, especially when compared with Rycroft’s
more pessimistic survey of the huge parish of Whalley. Few members of the Leeds-based
Evangelical Elland Society served in Lancashire before the 1830s.> High Church clergy
were evident even within the vicinity of Oldham: the vicar of Littleborough near
Rochdale expressed anxiety about being asked to perform baptisms in private houses and
claimed he had “consequently incﬁrred much ill-will because there are clergymen not far

2

distant who make no scruple about these matters.” Presumably these were the
Saddleworth and Oldham clergy lauded by Smith. The vicar continued: “Dr Cleaver and
Dr Majendie strenuously discountenanced such practices yet I am told they are still
persisted in.”* The Bishops of Chester leaned decisively to the theological right, especially

William Cleaver, who expounded High Church tenets in his charges and sermons while

bishop during the crucial petiod of 1787 to 1800.°

2 F.C. Mather, High Church Prophet, Bishop Samue! Horsley and the Caroline Tradition in the Later Georgian Church
(Oxford, 1992), p.253.

3 M. Smith, Religion in Industrial Society, Oldbam and Saddleworth, 1740-1865 (Oxford, 1994); P.J. Rycroft,
‘Church, Chapel and Community in Craven, 1764-1851 (Oxford Univ. DPhil thesis, 1988), p.145.

4+ CRO: EDV 7/4, Bishop of Chester visitation returns, 1811.

> M. Cragoe, ‘William Cleaver (1742-1815),” Oxford DNB, www.oxforddnb.com.
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Church-and-King attitudes towards the defence of the Establishment were already
stoked up before the French Revolution, exacerbated by Cleavet’s tour of his diocese
“charging against Socinianism” in the summer of 1789.° The campaign against the bill to
repeal the Test and Cotporation Acts in 1788-90 was particulatly vicious and became
part of loyalist collective memory. The diocese was not however united on the issue. In
February 1790, 234 clergymen issued a conciliatory statement regarding toleration.” By
contrast, the High Church core were the most conspicuous, especially in Manchestet,
producing many anti-Dissenting broadsides.® The divisions raised by the issue
reverberated well into the Napoleonic Wars as its tropes were re-enacted and
incorporated into loyalist ritual. The central toast at the Bolton Church-and-King club’s
annual dinner was to “294 members of the House of Commons whose constitutional
firmness secured by their decision in 1790 our civil and religious establishments.” Intet-
Anglican conflict should not however obscure the fact that the French t'hreat
nevertheless created many unifying issues. Both High Churchmen and Evangelicals wete
anxious to propagate passive obedience, submission to authority and a suspicion of

Dissent and Methodism.°

Anti-Catholicism was another long-standing and unifying element of Anglican clergy and
their congregations.'' The historiography of Britishness often assumes however that anti-

Catholicism involved an instinctive reaction against the Catholic French or an attachment

6 . Cleaver, Two Sermons by William Lord Bishop of Chester Addressed to the Clergy of the Diocese (Oxford,
1789).

7 MCL: broadsides, £.1790/1/A; see also Chetham’s Library: Cambrics broadsides, 105 (2).

8 Mather, High Church Prophet, p.78.

9 Chetham’s: Hay mss, Mun A. 3.14, Scrapbook, p.133.

10 T, Bancroft, The Chain of Duty, or, an Exhortation to Civil and Religions Obedience (Bolton, 1797); See P.
Nockles, The Oxford Movement in Context: Anglican High Churchmanship, 1760-1857 (Cambridge, 1994); N.
Mutrray, ‘The Influence of the French Revolution on the Church of England’ (Oxford Univ. DPhil thesis,
1975) and R. Hole, Pulpits Politics, and Public Order in England, 1760-1832 (Cambridge, 1989).

" See C. Haydon, Anti-Catholicism in Eighteenth-Century England, A Political and Social Study (Manchester,
1993).
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to a benign Protestant Establishment with the Hanovetian monarchy at its head.”? Fewer
French émigré clergy were placed in Lancashire than elsewhere in Btitain and those that
were sent resided mainly in Liverpool and towns neatby: the largest amount from the
government for their upkeep was £45 given to Liverpool’s parish church of St. Nicholas.
They may have been relatively well received or at least attracted little initial comment,
apatt from the active magistrates (who were often only suspicious of later émigrés whom
they believed had been sent to assist the United Irishmen).”” Outside the realm of
national propaganda, it was the Irish more than the French who were vilified. Reaction
against the religious identity of the ‘other’ therefore did shape political identities and
prejudices, although in a specific regional context and was often anti-Irish rather than

anti-French.

Vocal and physical manifestations of anti-Catholic prejudice surfaced intermittently
according to national circumstances in Lancashire from 1798 to 1829. The decade
following the Union with Ireland was one of Anglican doubt over the religious stances of
the various administrations. The rapprochement between the Catholic Church and
France coincided with a period of Protestant insecutity lasting from Pitt’s resignation
over the Catholic question to the formal rejection of the Catholic Relief Bill in 1805."
The largest crisis of the war petiod erupted in 1807, when Lord Howick put forward his
Roman Catholics’ Army and Navy Setvice Bill, to allow Catholics to become officets.

The issue of toleration was kept alive by Sidmouth’s bill to restrict itinerancy in 1811 and

12 L. Colley, Britons: Forging the Nation, 1707-1837 (New Haven, 1992).

13 PRO: T93/44, accounts given to French émigrés in Northern Districts, 1797; HO 42/61/176,
Bancroft to Portland, 1 March 1801.

14 Sack, From Jacobite to Conservative, p.231; Semmel, Napoleon and the British.
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another Catholic relief bill in 1813, all of which raised much pamphlet debate and extra-

patliamentary campaigns from both sides."

The Manchester anti-Relief address of 27 April 1807 was composed by a committee
consisting of Revs John Gatliffe, C.W. Ethelstone, Samuel Hall and Thomas Stone, the
physicians Dr Foxley and Dr Bardsley together with the manufacturers Charles Frederick
Brandt, James Ackers and John Leigh Philips. It thanked the King for his:
“supetintendence of a Divine Providence in having placed under your protection that
structure of Ecclesiastical and Civil Polity which our ancestors projected in their wisdom
and cemented with their blood.”"® The response by radicals and other opponents of the
High Anglicans was to accuse them of religious bigotry. On 9 May, the radical editor of
the Manchester Gazette, William Cowdtoy, claimed that anti-Popery was infusing into
electoral politics: “The moderation of the Catholics presents a striking contrast to the
conduct of cettain Protestants who atre setting every engine at work to excite the popular
fury against them.””” Hostility was indeed aroused during the Preston elections. The
Mayor, Aldermen and burgesses of the borough drew up an address to the King similar
to the Manchester address in tone and Protestant tropes.'® In response on 25 May 1807,
Catholic priest Father Joseph Tate felt compelled to publish his sermon on the topic. He
defended his congregation’s loyalty, highlichted Catholic participation in British military
victories to support his case and, in stating that Pitt had been in favour of Catholic relief,

pointed to the hypoctisy of Pittite ministers and their supporters’ anti-Popery.”

15 Hansard, IX, 5 March 1807, p.2; XXV, 30 April 1813, p.1107; XXVI, 29 June 1813, p.974.

16 Cowdroy’s, 25 April 1807.

17 Cowdroy’s, 9 May 1807.

18 MM, 25 April 1807.

Y9 A Disconrse Delivered in the Catholic Chapel Preston before the Catholic Association for the Relief of the Sick on
Monday May 25, 1807, by Rev Joseph Tate (Preston, 1807).
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The ferment aroused by the bill was evident across the region. The Whig-radical
Unitarian William Roscoe felt forced to stand down from re-election for Liverpool in the
next month as a result of shouts of ‘No Popety’ in riots upon his return. Vivid anti-
Catholic election squibs stitred up the disturbances. They focused on Roscoe’s support
in parliament for Catholic relief, rather than what should have been more contentious in
Liverpool: his key role in the abolition of the slave trade.”’ Further instances illustrate
that 1807 was a high-point of religious tension. The Liverpoo/ Conrier was established by
Thomas Kaye at the end of the year. Victotian historian Thomas Baines claimed that it
was the first openly political provincial newspapet which flourished because of its overt
High Chutch-and-King principles.”’ Religious tension continued to mount towards the
end of the war. In February 1813, the Commons received myriad petitions against the
Catholic relief bill from across the country, including Bolton, Chester and Carlisle. The
‘magistrates, clergy and other inhabitants of different denominations of Protestant
Christians’ of Bolton were adamant in theit petition that the Catholic doctrines and
loyalties to the Papal supremacy meant Catholic participation in the political process

would endanger the ‘spitit’ and ‘stability’ of the “constitution purely Protestant.”?

The Bishops of Chester encouraged these attitudes in theit charges and visitation
questionnaires. Clergy in predominantly Catholic-dominated areas expressed anti-
Catholic comments in their replies, even though they associated and co-operated freely
with priests in civic occasions. Hence the vicat of Preston, Rev William Starkie, wrote in
1804: “This Quarter of Great Britain is supposed to constitute the Head Quarters of
Popety,” and complained: “A new and most commodious place of worship for the

adoration of dead men and women as well as Angelic beings was erected about eleven

20 See chapter 7, p.263. :
21 'T. Baines, History of the Commerce and Town of Liverpool (1852), p.527.
2 Hansard, XXIV, 8 February 1813, 411-4.
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years ago capable of containing at least 2000 devotees.” Using typical anti-Catholic
tropes, he denigrated the ostentation of the Abbess with her ‘gold crozier’ and expressed
a sense of being swamped by the nunnery and the Catholic church off Winckley Squate:
“These two buildings are within a few yards of each other and both are very close to the
back of my house which stands between the popish parsonage inhabited by two
Jesuits.”” The response was what the Bishop wanted to hear rather than quotidian
reality. Rev Starkie partook in cross-denominational activity with Father Joseph Dunn.
The committee for a subscription to help the wounded and orphans after Admiral
Duncan’s victory of 1797 began at a non-sectatian dinner including Starkie, Dunn and
the Independent Minister Rev J. McQuhae.* Other clergy in the diocese did not abide by
the anti-Papist assumptions in the Bishop’s questionnaire. The vicar of Altham with
Accrington desctibed the Catholic priest at Dunkenhaulgh [near Church, owned by the
Catholic peer Robert Lord Petre (1742-1801)] as “a respectable, candid man and by no

means gives offence to any of the neighbouring clergy.””

Regional differences in anti-Catholicism and consequently in the development of
loyalism in the North West had their roots in two factors: the west-east divide in patterns
of survival of Catholic recusancy, and secondly levels of rapid Irish immigration. English
Catholic families wete quite sharply concentrated in the west of the region, from
Lancaster to Preston through to Wigan and the south west coast. Recusant gentry had
managed to endure in the west until their lands were confiscated or they died out by the
mid eighteenth century, but the small communities they had sheltered remained. Father

Dunn compiled two censuses of his congregation in Preston in 1810 and 1820, neither of

23 CRO: EDV 7/3, Bishop of Chester visitation returns, 1804.
24 Lewis, Milltowns and the Middlemost, p.20.
25 EDV 7/3, Bishop of Chester visitation returns, 1804; see PRO: E 192, papers of Robert Lord Petre.
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which listed many Irish names.” The fortunes of Stonyhurst College were revived by
ptiests exiled there from Douai after the French Revolution.”” In Lancashire ‘over the
Sands,” Catholics were only numerous in the main ports of Ulverston and Hawkshead.”
Borwick has desctibed the situation in Furness as two-sided, a situation similar to south
west Lancashire. Latent opposition to Catholics and Methodists did exist. William
Fleming, magistrate of Ulverston, filled his diaties with many anti-Catholic comments.
He complained on Ash Wednesday 1813: “The Roman Catholics, who are become very
numerous in our Neighbourhood, take every pain to pamper their palates instead of
fasting.”” As in Preston, however, anti-Catholicism did not thwart inter-denominational
co-operation. The Catholic priest in Ulverston, Father Everard, joined magistrate Joseph
Brooks in leading the celebrations over the Peace of Amiens; he was a committee
member of Ulverston libraty and one of the seven prominent figures who dined the
Volunteers in May 1805. It was rather the influx of Irish reapers and weavers to the area

which was seen as the problem.”

The Pennine areas of Lancashire and the West Riding of Yorkshire had been more
strongly Protestant of all denominations since the Reformation. Indeed, Bolton was
dubbed the ‘Geneva of the North.”' What fostered anti-Catholicism there was the
relative weakness of Catholic presence and the consequent myths built up from
ignorance. These places became the heart of the industrialising North to which the Irish

emigrated. Large-scale Irish immigration into England and Scotland began from 1798, on

26 J. Dunn, Census of the Catholic Congregation of Preston, 1810 and 1820 (Blackpool, 1993).

27 T.E. Muir, Stonyburst College, 1593-1993 (1992).

28 Catholic Record Society, 7767 Papists Returns, J.A. Hilton, Catholic Lancashire: from Reformation to Renewal:
1559-1991 (Chichester, 1994); J. Langton, ‘The Continuity of Regional Culture: Lancashire Catholicism
from the Late Sixteenth to the Farly Nineteenth Century,” in E. Royle, ed., Issues of Regional Identity
(Manchester, 1998).

29 CuRO: diary of William Fleming, vol 8.

30 Borwick, ‘A Lancashire Provincial Society,” pp.342-3.

31 J.C. Scholes, History of Bolton (Bolton, 1892), p.432; J.A. Hilton, Catholic Lancashire: Jfrom Reformation to
Renewal: 1559-1991 (Chichester, 1994).
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a different scale and intensity from the regular seasonal labout that had been crossing the
Irish Sea throughout the eighteenth century.’® The Manchester Collegiate Church
complained of a rapid increase in Catholics because of “the great influx of Irish” and
‘proselytising’ priests.”> Contemporaries did not formally investigate what they had long
seen as a major social problem until the parliamentary select committee of 1836. Some
manufacturers testifying to the committee indicated that the first wave into Lancashire
occurred when they had invited Irish weavers over to replace native workers turned out
during the strikes of 1799. The witnesses focused on the leading question about
immigrant Irish maintaining a separate identity through residential segregation and
Roman Catholicism. An overlooker in a Dukinfield cotton factory reported that this had
been the case in Stalybridge: “The masters began to build cottage-houses, because the
natives would not take in the Irish. A great many Irish have come over since to Staley
Bridge at different turnouts.” The vicar of Disley in Cheshire wrote in his visitation
return of 1811 that a “continued variety” of journeymen calico printers from Ireland and
north Lancashire came to work at printing works along the tiver Goyt.”> Most witnesses
to the committee had strong anti-Irish prejudices, stereotyping them as drunken,
unwilling to work and prone to crime, disease and violence. These stereotypes were
compared with what they claimed was the apparent sobriety of the English working
classes and occasionally more favourable views of Welsh and Scottish immigrants (this in
itself contrasted with manufacturers’ accusations about English workers’ idleness in

select committees on petitions for minimum wage legislation).*

32 D. MacRaild, Irish Migrants in Modern Britain, 1750-1922 (Basingstoke, 1999).

33 EDV 7/3, Bishop of Chester visitation returns, 1804.

34 PP 1836, XXXIV, 427, Report on the State of the Irish Poor in Great Britain, pp.558-9.

35 EDV 7/4, Bishop of Chester visitation returns, 1811.

36 PP 1803, II1, Minutes of Evidence on...Petitions Relating to the Act For Settling Disputes between Masters and
Servants. ..
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The 1836 report surmised that the Irish in Manchester and its environs accounted for
two-thirds of a Catholic population totalling 30-40,000. An estimate for 1793 had put the
number of Irish residents in Manchester and Salford at 5000 or about eight percent of
the population.”’” Some residential segregation was in evidence. The Irish-dominated
streets in Manchester were in the north, parts of ‘New Town or Irish Town’ by the river
Itk and the streets south of Angel Meadow. Rapid urban expansion of Irish Town
occurred between 1795 and 1831, encompassing all the area between the Rochdale Road
and the tiver Irk.>® According to the 1798 poor rate assessment, ‘Newtown Irish Row’
was composed of twenty eight terraced cottages; the inhabitants mostly had Irish
surnames and were listed as poor and unable to pay. There was some residential stability,
in that sixteen of the names were listed in the previous year’s assessment. By 1811, “Irish
Row’ contained almost completely new inhabitants, but all were Irish.”’ In 1798, Hannah
Greg, wife of Samuel the Unitarian manufacturer, wrote that a magistrate had told her
that Mancunians associated all Irish with Jacobinism. Hence “he thinks it very well the
Irish all inhabit the Q[uarter] (about Newtown Lane) or else they would all be
murdered.”* The Manchester overseers anxiously responded to the influx of Irish. Their
reports reveal that by 1808, a separate account was kept for relief given to ‘Irish resident
poor.” The amount expended in 1808-9 was £2456.* MacRaild has noted that even in the
small rural parish of Rockcliff near Catlisle, nearly fifty per cent of the poor rate was
spent on Irish and Scots itinerants.* The situation in Liverpool required extraparochial

assistance. Liverpool’s Hibernian School was founded in 1807 by the Benevolent Society

37 A. Redford, Labour Migration in England, 1800-1850 (1926); M. Busteed and R. Hodgson, ‘Trish Migrant
Responses to Utban Life in Early Nineteenth Century Manchester,” Geographical Journal, 162 (1996), 141.

38 M. Busteed and R. Hodgson, ‘Coping with Industrialisation: the Irish in Early Manchester,” in S.J.
Neary et al, eds., The Urban Experience, A People-Environment Perspective (London, 1994), 469-478.

39 MCL: Manchester Poor Rates, 1797, 1798, 1811.

40 Liv.Univ. Special Collections: RP.I1.1.60-9, Greg to Mts Rathbone, April 1798; See chapter 4 for the
residences of the United Irishmen in and around Newton Lane.

41 MCL: BR {£.942.72.1.15, local broadsides, 20-1.

42 D. MacRaild, Cu/ture, Conflict and Migration, The Irish in Victorian Cumbria (Liverpool, 1998), pp.30-1.
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of St. Patrick to educate ‘Poor Children descended from Poor Irish Parents.’® Irish
societies were another example of distinct identities, though membership of course did
not preclude integration into general friendly societies. In 1812, St. Patrick’s Day was
celebrated by “about eighty” at the Fox Tavern in Manchester, where “a numbet of

pattiotic toasts were given.” *

The situation on the ground may not however have been as dire as magistrates and
others suspicious of the Irish feared. In living close to ftiends and relatives, the Irish
were no different from other migrants in most large towns.” The slums by the Medlock
known as ‘Little Ireland’ did not develop until the late 1820s, and in Liverpool, although
the Irish lived in cellars and courtyards, so did many other migrant labourers.*
Residential concentration cannot be automatically assumed to mean segregation or
isolation, although witnesses to the 1836 select committee cettainly saw it that way.
Significantly, on the other hand, some witnesses claimed that the Itish quickly adapted to
speaking English and that the children used English as theit sole language. Not were the
Irish a coherent body in unionised activity. Although the Manchester manufacturer John
Potter was certain that “the Irish are more given to combinations,” by contrast the owner

of Newton Heath silk mill boasted of using the Irish as strike breakers."

The experiences of Irish migrants were far more varied than nineteenth-century
stereotyping of them suggested. They differed with the rate and timing of the migrant

inflow, the size and economic structure of the place of destination and the teligious

43 I iverpool Chronicle, March 1807.

4 Cowdroy’s, 21 March 1812.

4 M. Anderson, Family Structure in Nineteenth-Century Lancashire (Cambridge, 1971).

4 P. Laxton, ‘Liverpool in 1801: a Manuscript Return for the First National Census of Population,’
THSLC, 130 (1981), 88.

47 MacRaild, Irish Migrants, p.53.
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composition of its population, its local history and civic leadership.*® The Ulster Irish
mostly embarked for Glasgow and the Cumbrian ports. The Leinster Irish sailed from
Dublin to Liverpool. Most Irish migrants to the Manchester region appear to have come
from the predominantly Catholic north-western counties of Roscommon, Sligo and
Leittim.* This leads to questions of the effect of Irish regional variations in the
Lancashire region’s migrants, unanswerable due to lack of concrete evidence. It is
difficult to assess the level of Protestant Irish immigration, although 12 July fiots indicate
intra-Itish sectarian tension was cleatly carried over the Itish Sea. The Protestant Irish
were more likely to have assimilated more readily to English society than their Catholic

counterpatts, especially serving under manufacturers favourable to Orangeism.

Orangeism

Orangeism has been neglected in studies of both loyalism and the suppression of
disorder in this period because it was not a national phenomenon. By 1830, 230 lodges
existed in Great Britain, but the majority were concentrated in Lancashire (77), Yorkshire
(36), and southern Scotland (39).”° Studies of the Orange movement in these areas have
been conducted by Senior, MacRaild and Neal, but these also remain outside more
general historiography of British loyalism in this petiod.” Yet it was because of its

provincialism that the Orange Order was able to survive official liquidation in 1835 and

48 Busteed and Hodgson, ‘Irish Migrant Responses,” p.141; C.G. Pooley, ‘Segregation or Integration? The
Residential Experience of the Irish in mid-Victorian Britain,” in R. Swift and S. Gilley, Tke Irish in Britain,
1815-1939 (1989); G. Davis, The Irish in Britain, 1815-1914 (Dublin, 1991).

49 MacRaild, Culture, Conflict and Migration, p.40.

50 D. MacRaild, Culture, Conflict and Migration: the Irish in Victorian Cumbria (Liverpool, 1998), p.165.

51 H. Senior, Orangeism in Ireland and Britain (1966); F. Neal, ‘Manchester’s Origins of the English Orange
Order,” MRHR, 4 (1990), 12-24; F. Neal, Sectarian Violence: the Liverpool Experience, 1819-1914 (Manchester,
1988); W.S. Marshall, The Billy Boys: A Concise History of Orangeism in Scotland (Edinburgh, 1996); E.W.
McFarland, Prosestants First: Orangeism in Nineteenth Century Scotland (Edinburgh, 1990).
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become a feature of Tory working class community life.’* Although Orangeism was
‘deserted” by the upper classes after the war, particulatly by its Grand Master, Lord
Kenyon, this is no reason to assign it no role in loyalism. It exptressed the values of the
section of Lancashite society who enforced law and order against ‘sedition’ and working-
class combinations. The strength of Orangeism in the region, particularly among
magistrates and bourgeois gentty, entails a re-assessment of the role of anti-Catholicism

in creating or sustaining loyalist and British identities.”

Orangeism was a binding force to the loyalism of magistrates and clergy in south-east
Lancashire. It was strongest in towns with large numbers of handloom weavers, intense
Irish immigration and active magistrates who had setved in Ireland during the Rebellion
of 1798. A tradition of virulent Protestantism and insignificant Catholic recusancy was
integral to an active response. In compatison, the two major ports, Liverpool and
Lancaster, despite their fair share of Irish immigration, seem to have been devoid of
Orangeism, at least until after the war. Orangeist anti-Irish tropes were not used in the
virulent Church-and-King rhetoric of the Liverpool election squibs of 1807, nor is there
any surviving description of Orangemen being involved in the riots about the Catholic
relief bills there. The wealthy corporation families and merchants on Liverpool
Corporation, though staunch Church-and-King Toties, played no part in initiating
Orange lodges, which only appeared there after 1815. Rural areas also lack evidence of
Orange activity.”* Gentlemen in north Lancashire had little need of the movement,

having neither factoties to defend nor major labour combinations to contend with.”

52 MacRaild, Cwulture, Conflict and Migration, pp.139-40.
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During the wars the magistrates of the south east maintained an atmosphere of fear and
suspicion of ‘sedition’ within their localities, particularly with the use of Home Office-
funded spies.’® Hole has suggested that magistrates subscribed to a ‘conspiracy theory’ of
working-class combination associating them with Jacobinism because of their staunch
High Anglicanism.”’ Colonel Fletcher believed weavers campaigning for the minimum
wage were seditious and linked to the United Irish, despite their protestations of loyalty.*®
Similarly, in 1805, even though he intimated that he was favourable towards “an
alteration in the corn laws,” he believed that the campaigners who “most assert it here
are of the Jacobin Cast.” Boutgeois radicals complained about magistrates and the
actions of their spies in stirring up Luddite agitation in 1812, specifically attributing this
to their obsession with hunting out Jacobinism long after the 1790s. Radical Dr Robert
Taylor of Bolton argued this fervently in letters that he published about magistrate
repression of Luddites: “Anti-Jacobinism had been a vety thriving trade and...those who

were fattening upon it were unwilling to relinquish it.””*’

The circumstances within which the magistrates acted provide some understanding if not
justification for their actions or at least their beliefs and suspicions. The burden upon
magistrates in rapidly populating and industrialising areas was so great that spies and
special constables wete often the only resort to gather information and maintain order.
In 1812, Joseph Radcliffe, answering to General Maitland, the southern commander sent

to quell the disturbances, referred to a militia corporal being used as a Luddite spy. He

5 E.P. Thompson, The Making of the English Working Class (Harmondsworth, 1968); See PRO: HO
42/83 /488, Fletcher to Home Office, 24 December 1805.

57 R. Hole, Politics, Pulpits and Public Order in England, 1760-1832 (Cambridge, 1989), pp.200-1.

58 HO 42/80/93-4, Fletcher to Home Office, 16 February 1805, HO 42/82/45, Fletcher to Home
Office, 16 January 1805; HO 42/95/5, Fletcher to Home Office, n.d, 1808.

59 R. Taylox, Letters on the Subject of the Lancashire Riots (Bolton, 1812), p.9.
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stated that “desperate diseases...require desperate remedies.” In other spheres of
action, magistrates were keen to be paternalistic to ‘deserving’ workers: Thomas
Butterworth Bayley’s efforts in prison reform and poor telief in Salford were exemplary

although his attitudes to Jacobins’ mirrored the rest of his contemporaries.”!

The Irish Rebellion was as defining a moment as the French Revolution in those patts of
the region which received both Catholic and Protestant Irish exiles. Certain magistrates
seem to have been obsessed with the Irish threat in their cotrespondence with the Home
Office in 1798-1802. Colonel Fletcher spent much of his allowance from the government
on spies following Irishmen across the country. He sincerely believed that former United
Irishmen were looking for an opportunity to seduce the ‘deluded’ lower classes. Even as
late as 1805, Fletcher expressed his continued suspicions as his spies, who had
“connections both with the Irish who are resident and those who have lately passed
through Manchester,” intimated that “an Insurrection will be soon attempted in that part
of the United Kingdom.”** Rev William Hay’s commonplace book contains much
material on the Irish rebellion and Catholic emancipation petitions, and ballads such as
‘Dying Rebel air’ and “The Popish Address to a Great Lady.”® Whether a United Irish or
English insutrection was possible or just a figment of the spies’ commission-hungty
imagination is still debatable.# What is important is that Fletcher and his colleagues
believed it. This continued throughout the war. During the handloom weavers’ strikes of
1808, the magistrates demonstrated a relative degree of understanding with regards the

demands of the weavers, but the agitators were often assumed to be Irish and associated

60 WYRO: WYAS 1096 (acc 3797), 4, Radcliffe to Maitland, 3 July 1812.
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with ‘sedition.” The Manchester magistrate R.A. Farington for example commented on
the “great number of Itish weavers” whom he regarded as “the foremost and most
turbulent in all the proceedings.”® The connection between Emmet, Despard and the
French had sunk deep into their political outlook and influenced their dealings with the

working classes well after 1801.

Similar ideas resonated during the Luddite disturbances. On 22 May 1812, Fletcher’s
former spy, Captain William Chippindale of Oldham, wrote to the Home Office about
Luddism and felt it necessary to mention that: “In the year 1801, a conspiracy against the
Government broke out which was somewhat similar to the present, but not

% He mentioned that a spy who

characterisably so desperate and sanguinary a spirit.
provided him with information in 1801 had now infiltrated a suspected Luddite
committee at his request. The evidence and Chippindale’s interpretation of it must have
been biased by this prior expetience. Colonel Fletcher caused even more controvetsy
with his belief that Luddism was motivated by “the principles so long (since 1792)
promulgated” by radical pamphlets and that the influence of Jacobinism was so great that
he did not “expect that any [sense] of permanent tranquillity can reasonably be expected
until the present Generation shall have passed into oblivion.”" Dr Robert Taylor
responded directly to this in his pamphlet, in which castigated the Bolton magistrates for
their employment of spies and especially the Orange network. He wrote: “The public
notice taken of certain letters, the writer of which, after imputing all the disturbances to

Jacobinical emissaries who he says are at work everywhere throughout the country, gives

it as his deliberate opinion, that the waves of discord will never subside till this

65 Farington to Hawkesbury, 4 June 1808, in A. Aspinall, Early English Trade Unions: Documents from the
Home Office Papers in the Public Record Office (1949), p.99.
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generation of disturbers is swept into oblivion?”®® This indicates that the letter to Ryder
filtered into common knowledge but it is unclear how. The magistrates and militia
officers remained steadfast in their convictions and in 1813 were rewatrded by gifts from

the other gentlemen and rank-and-file.

The Orange movement in the North West had its roots in the regiments of volunteers
and militia sent over to Ireland to suppress the Rebellion, who returned to their home
towns with new ideas and possibly new Itish recruits. Toasts at a 12 July meeting in Bury
in 1803 congratulated the British regiments sent to Ireland. Several were from the
Manchester area, principally Colonel Stanley’s Fitst Regiment of Lancashire Militia, the
Second Battalion of the Manchester and Salford Volunteer Rifles and Lord Wilton’s
Corps of Lancashire Volunteers.” The Grand Lodge in Ireland granted watrants to
individual soldiers, who then enrolled others in their private lodges.” It is therefore
almost certain that ex-officers were important in the process of establishing Orangeism
in Lancashire. There was a lodge in the Manchester and Salford Rifle Volunteers,
commanded by Colonel John Silvester, which held Irish warrant 1128. Silvester was a
magistrate and owned mills in Atherton and Chorley. 500 members of his regiment of
Manchester militia were called out by the magistrates against Luddism in the area in May
1812.”' His regiment had been raised and financed by the Grand Master, Colonel Samuel
Taylor. Taylor was one of Fletchet’s compattiots on the Bench and commander of a
battalion of the' Manchester and Salford Volunteers. Colonel Stanley’s regiment held

warrant 320, which was converted to the English watrant 43.”” The Manchester Mercury in

68 Taylor, Letters on the Snbject of the Lancashire Riots, p 8.

8 Neal, ‘Manchester Origins,” 13; RJ.T. Williamson and J. Lawson Whalley, History of the Old County
Regiment of Lancashire Militia (1888).
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W F.O. Darvall, Popular Disturbances and Public Order (1969), p.256.

72 W. Nuttall, Orange Misce/lany (Huddersfield, 1815) p.200.
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1807 reported that the officers of the Royal Lancashire Militia, quartered in Bristol,
decorated a statue of King William “with Orange and putple ribbons, being the
anniversary of the battle of the Boyne, in which a corps of Lancastrians distinguished

themselves under the command of Lord Stanley.””

The Lancashire militia officers mixed in Irish Protestant gentry circles and indeed some
of them already held land in Ireland. In June 1799, Lieutenant James Radford, Paymaster
in the RLM wrote from New Ross, Wexford, that he, Colonel Stanley and Major
Orlando Bridgeman of Wigan breakfasted with a ‘Col. Tottingham MP,” presumably
John or Charles Tottenham, barons Loftus.”* His correspondence revealed the close
bonds formed through frequent balls and dinners held by the gentry for the officers.
Patterson’s study of counter-revolutionary violence in Leinster and Wexford portrays a
world similar to that the gentry of the Lancashire militia faced on their return home. Irish
Orange lodges were “sponsored by a group of hard-line magistrates,” who “commanded
highly sectatianised yeomanry corps comprised of likeminded Orangemen.”” Parallels
perhaps were envisioned in the minds of Silvester and his compatriots to the situation in
Manchester and its neighbouthood. Certainly, the return of Earl de Wilton’s regiment in
May 1802 was greeted with much ceremony by the Manchester loyal associations, whom
Wilton praised for keeping order in the locality during his absence. The RLM were

treated to a volunteer muster in St. Ann’s Square and dinner at the Bull’s Head.™

Orange lodges were composed of manufacturers and gentry while Orange societies were

friendly societies of working class Irish Protestant immigrants. A pamphlet by

3 MM, 21 July 1807.
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Rochdalian William Nuttall, Orange Miscellany, listed over seventy lodges or societies in
existence in 1811. Significantly, the first seventeen English warrants were given to lodges
in Manchester and its satellite towns, including: warrants 1 and 3 held at the Highlander in
Church Street and Prince of Wales in Miller Street, Manchester; warrants 2, 5 and 8 at pubs
in Oldham and warrant 4 at the Black Lion in Stockport. Most societies were held in pubs
as friendly societies, although warrant 14 was held at Grand Master Col. Samuel Taylor’s
house in Ashton-under-Lyne and warrant 15 at Shaw Chapel near Oldham.” By July
1804, an ‘Orange Loyal Beneficial Association’ had been established in Oldham.” An
‘Orange Society or Orange Boys’ was held at the Reed in Rochdale, with the innkeepet in
charge of the box.” Names of individual members were not recorded and the proportion

of immigrant Irish to English Protestants cannot be ascertained.

The first Orange meeting recorded in the local newspapers occurred on 12 July 1802 in
Stockport. It was described as ‘annual,” implying that similar celebrations had been held
previously. It was also clearly respectable, beginning with a setvice in the parish church,
“where an excellent sermon was preached by the Rev William Hatrison, MA, from the
first epistle of St. Peter — love the Brotherhood; fear God, honour the King.”” Their
dinner was held at the Britannia Inn, with President Joseph Hearnet in the chair. The
toasts included the Grand Master, Sit George Ogle (governor of county Wexford where
the regiments were sent), defenders of the King and Constitution and, significantly,

“Major Watson of the late Stockport Volunteers.”*
] p

77 Nuttall, Orange Miscellany, appendix.
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Magistrates in Manchester and its satellite towns were integral to the organisation of the
Orange movement. Rev William Robert Hay, chairman of the Salford Quarter Sessions,
was a prominent supptressor of the ‘secﬁdous’ from 1798 to Petetloo. One of his
scrapbooks contains an account of the 12 July dinner in Bury in 1803. It suggests vety
strongly that he and several of his colleagues were Orangemen. The toasts reiterated the
common hope for the Duke of York to become Grand Master and congratulated the
Bishop of Chester “may he still continue to support the Protestant interest.”” Finally, they
thanked Rev Hay himself and his colleagues on the bench: “R A Farington Esq. of
Manchester, Matthew Fletcher Esq. of Bolton, the magistrates of Stockport, Mr Winter
of Oldham.”® William Rowbottom’s diary recorded that the first Orange meeting in
Oldham occurred on 12 July 1803, and that they heard a sermon by Rev William Winter,
“one of the members.” It is therefore reasonable to su<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>