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Table 1 -: Production of coal in each co..iiery district

of the United Kingcom, 1913-46T

l. Source: PP 1937-8 xxvii pp.330-1.




Table 1 (continuead




Table 1 (continued)
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Table 2 : Employment in the United Kingdom coal industry,
1913-431

l. Source: PP 1937-8 xxvii pp.332-3.
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Table 2 (continued)
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Flgure 4 From C.M.Law, "Aspects of the Economic
Social Geography of the Mansfield Area', Nottingham W.Sc 1961
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'"The ilanageirent cannot be ¢o weil in toucn witn men IroL
outcice =: with men living in tne Col.iiery Vll%age! and o
tr.e men from outside =re never co ame:=bie to aisci:il.n:c.

It is clear thst one of the ressons why the COI,-Nleg
were prepsared to invest so much in the provision of
housing for their worgien was because they coula
influence employees l1living in comi=ny nouses at the pit
gates far more effectively than those 1living 1n s more
mixed community several mileec from their pl-ce of work.
Neville Xswkins of Harworth suggested that this wss the
real reason why the colliiery villages were built in the
first place:

'““|hy did Barber-Walker build almost 1,100 houses? It
wasn't because they were interested in the living
conditions of the people, so much ac to have a grapple
hold on somebody so as he couldn't argue too long or
they'd put him out on the street - which they dia!
Evictions were very com.onglace in the thirties, very
commonplace, '

The economic control of the companies could be
devastating, As one interviewee put it:

'This was a prison camp. Absolutely a prison camup,
because I'll tell you for why. he Stanton Ironworks
Company, they owned the public house, the grocery stores.
They owned the public house, tie grocery stores. They
owned the post office, the butchery, everything in this
village belonged to them. And they could have
absolutely paid us out with coupons, at the ena of the
week in regards to what we woulc have done. Because

the bus services to Nottingham and lansfield was really
nesrly non-exXistent even if you could afford to go, but
they were very bad, the services were, and so therefore
you were more or less in a settlement, in a commune, 5
and you could have took coupons out ins.ead of money.'

Yet the consequences of company control extendecd
fsr beyond the obvious and direct exercise of power. As

J.P.Gaventa pointed out.in his thesis on the case of

l. “tanton Company Coliiery Committee winute 477,
8 Oct 1928.
2. Interview, H,~,C.Tuck, Bllsthorpe.
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plasyed = great role in impoci:ni tne con - nlesg' morallty
on the winsrs is coubtiul. By trne 1520c¢, religiouc
~ctivity w=c but one of uwsny features in & miner's L11I'C;
snd control over the form of religio:.i in a com.unity no
longer had the power that it woulc h-ve done in ages
past. It wss true thet the mining vilisges o1 the

Dukeries coalfield still exhibitea some of the features

of the principle of cuius régio, eius religio - the

Catholic converts of Ollerton attest to thst. But
this was not of ‘itself sufficient to ensure peace and
ouiet. In order to achieve tha t, the companies woulc have

to try to impoce their influence in other spheres and

in other ways.
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N We used to n=ve free riaes on ithe rouncabouts, &#nc
we were ;iven, I think you umun w=s given so nuch for your
food, I c-n't remember how nuch it wae now.'l
t former rsilwsyman describec how the colliery compsny
woulc srrange for special trains to use the minersl
branch lines to the coliieries for passenger transport
on these days out:
kJ'v : Lid the coliiery cowpany run day trips to the

seaside or anything like that?

CY They used to have an annual. You could take the
children, you know.

RJW : Where would that go?

CT : Chiefly Skegness, Cleethorpes.

RJ'Vv : How many people went on that -

CT : Very nearly cleared the viilsge out! Used to run four

special trains.?
This subjective evidence is corroborated by the reportc
of the colliery day trips in the Bolsover Company recoras.
In 1938, for example, 1,534 people were taken to Skegness
on 18 June in three special trains, and 612 went from

3

Clipstone to Scarborough in the same year.” The Butterley
Company archives record an even more ambitious plan, to
visit London in June or July 1938, which was cancelled

as it became clear that it would make a substantial ioss.l’L
Sometimes outings were organised oy the company for more
specific reasons. VWhen the colliery manager and resident
of Ollerton Hall, iontague Wright, was married in June
1934, sn opportunity wes taken to impress the local

population with the benevolence and grandeur of the

company's mansgement. A speclal train was hired which took

Interview, Barbara Buxton, Forest Town (Edwinstowe).
Interview, Charles Tyndall, Edwinstowe.

Thoresby Colliery m2nsger's Annual reports, 1938,
Rolsover Company wmsnaging Director's Annual xeport, 1938,
. Butterley w¢ LLO 'Butterley Co.Outing 1937-LO'.
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Despite the optimism of men like sbercrombie who thougnt
that the problems of socieuy could be solved by rational
planning within the existing economic system, the new
communities in South Yorkshire were often raw, uninsplring
villages lacking the rich spirit of social and political
cooperation typicsl of olaer colliery villeges less
dominated by = single authority.

The coslfield whose development most closely
coincided in time with that of the Dukeries wac Kent.
k.E.Goffee's work on the sent coalfield of the 1920s
and 1930s suggests that expanding fields did suffer s
considerable degree of dislocsation and geographical
mobility which contrasts with Bulmer'd ideal typification

and with the conclusions of such studaies as Coal is Qur

Life. Certainly the turnover of labour snd union membership
in the Kent cegl industry was at least as high as thst
in the Dukeries:1

Table LO : Kent Miners Association: Membership and Turnover2

. C

S ’
2. VV.(IOkLHSOIl,

'Tﬁe.deveLOpment of the Kent coalfield, 1896-
1946, Kent &% Y

University Ph.D. 1972, p.366,
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"Aren new Co...ritiec sre gralteéc onlo 0.G, ULC Viiiapg€ . I'Ci_lc.
s Yocvus for (o0r7isl activities bul 1. ctill felt 10O D€

"aif{erent". The Lroxim.iy 0 an estabilsnecd compunity near,
but outeide tle: ne. estate, say well le=d to nogl..lly wh.C..

ig haréd to overcone'.
Ferhars more because of tne resentment of the commuters th=r
of the szgriculturslly basei .:itakztenric cf 'old' Cotgrave, l:ic<
miners' estate c=me to be l:-belled =as = yproblem area - & labtcl
which hre cilucx.

The new miring viliage of Cotigrave hse suftered cislocetion
due to rapic luabour circul:stion, the uiverce origine of 1tre
immigrants, monotonoucs 'standard' housing, and poor faciliticscs
ffor trie provigion of education, entertainment ana worx for
female l=bour. The fact that most or Cotgrave's troubles haa
been anticipated in the Dukerics coalfield forty years earllier
does suggecst th=t cespite obvious differences such sl tre €rnc
of private cosl comrany control, of the Spencer Union, &nd I
the power of the landed aristocrscy, snd decpite the recucticrn
of the feeling of isolation by widecgre=d car ownercshii, new
mining communities a2 still chsre conuon groblems. Lessongs rensin

to be lezrnte Teames 2t the NCB zsnc st Nottingham University'

mn

Incstitute of Planning Stucles =re now engaged 1in consiaering
the cocial implications of the next proposea cozlfiela, tret I
the Vale of Belvcir on the Jotts - Leicecter:hire border. At

lesst 1t ceszms that 1I° Belvolr ig ex 1oited, nNO nNE€v. LrIcQOoLinentliy

(%

!

mining villages wo1ll be built, but that wor<ers' nousing v:il.

be =cdded to the exicting

towneg O Grantham ana .olltln .owglay

to pnroduce r1ived, e€stublichea communities., 69X of the re..lce:

PO,

o South Nolil mining villogeo egzla they woalc prefer cucrn

) - .- - . BN [0 Y = 2 T T .-
“n a-rsnrement in oa 1287 curvey wnublicghod o
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1'owWn Plannin; Institute.l

The (lans to develop the Vale of savoir co-.iield
rroaucea = determinecd and or; aniced camp=ign in oy.osition,
which comprised not only conserv:tioniste, miutci€ CLHES
com:uters hoging to protect their property values, and
the Tuke of kutl-na whose c:ctle overlooks the v-le, but
local chopxeepers and agricultural worcers as well. the

pages of the pelvoir Co=l News2 and the press releases

of the Vale of Belvoir Protection Group inveighed against
the noise, ugliness, dirt, traffic, subcidence and he-1th
hazards which would s2ccompany the ex_loitation of a new
coalfield., As in the Dukeries in the 1920s, =nd st
Cotgr=ve in the 1960c, the fear of social change which
might be occacioned by the =«rrivsl of the miners underlie
these reasons for objection.

Parallels may also be sought beyona the Briticsh coal
industry. Some groblems may be found to be common to all
mineral estraction inducstries, and to many countries.
There has always been a close, symbiotic relationchip
between mining and acssociated population setilement. 'the
communities brought about by the sinking of ¢ colliery
are in all countries clocely orientsated towards the
function of raising the cosal profitably.3 It is therefore

not surprising thot in the twentieth century, when the

1. Toneld Tomkinson, 'East Midlsnd kining Communities',
Journsl of the Town Plesnning Institute 43, 1957, p.86.

2, Belvoir Coal J{ews 1-L4 (Sep 1976 - Nov 1977).

3. P.N.Jones, Op.cit, p.3.








































Figure 18

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of Twelve Thousanad
Houses (London 1927).




Figure 19

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of T
Houses (London 1927).

welve Thousang




Figure 20 2 s
From 8ir J.,Tudor Waiters, The Building of
Houses (London 1927).

Twelve Thousand




Figure 21

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of TWelve Thousa
Houses (London 1927).




Figure 22

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of Twelve
Thousand Houses (London 1927,




Figure 23 : g
From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of Twelve
Thousand Houses (London 1927).




Figure 25

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The Building of Twelve
Thousand Houses (London 1927).




Figure 26

From Sir J.Tudor Walters, The BUllJln of Twelve
Thousand Houses (London 1927
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Table 41 . population or Lagenham ectate
e ————

In 168 eafly years, the removal rate from Dagenham

was between 7% and 17% per annum, compared with an aversge of
L% for other LCC progerties - 'peorle were coming snd going
as fast as you could see'.2 Another council estate developea
contemporaneously with the Dukeries coalf'ield was thst of
Watling in Hendon, North London. Kuth Durant's study of
Watling claimed that the vest turnover of inhabitants
disjointed the growth or any kina of permenent community,
describing the estate as "3 vast hotel without a roof'.3

Leo Kuper's survey of a new
working class council estate in Coventry, repgortea that one
third of the families left within s period of four z,nszzslﬂs.bf
Kzthleen G.Pickett and Lavié x.Boulton found that in Kirkby,
Lancashire,

'One third of Kirkby residents moved into the town against

;3:;T'gill. The same proportion €Xpressed a desire to move

Nor was thie ungopularity of ncw housing estates in the Livergool

p—

Terence Young, Becontree sna Lagenhsm , {(London, 193L),

PP« 58548, '

. Peter Wilimott, 7he Bvolution of & Comnunity (London, 1963), p.20

- Ruth Durant, Watling (London, oS e 1 3E, 3 2
- o= TR ey e m f s - .. ‘hf 195‘\ 1’19

. L.Xurer (ec), Living in Townge (3iruingh-m, 2)y P.1259.

« K:G.Pickett and D.K.Boulton, iigration and Social Adjustment,
(Liverpool, 1974), p.39.
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“nd the new coalfield communities, they had to cope with -

rapid growth of population:

Table L42. :Population of Micdlesborough

Table 43 ; Populstion of Barrow in Furnessl

This meant that tnere was a constant feeling of

living on a building site:

‘Seeafaring men ... used to tzlX to one another from their

own doors through speaking trumpets, same as they did st

sea, because they coulé not travel between the two houses
without sinking up to the calves of their legs in the mire.'®

Mud was 1 a common factor in the early dsys of
various xinds of new communities. Certainly it was
noticesble gt Ollerton:

'When I first came py bus from ..ansfield, train to kansfield

I remember and then a bus out to Ol.erton, I asked them to

put me off at the picture house. They did, and when I alighted
off the bus I went over the ankles into $0ft, ssndy mud snd

I seid "well, where's the picture house? and they saia
"behind th=t hedge", 2nd there it was!'3

and 2t Dagenham:

'You went right up to your ankles in mud gnd slime in the
winter. There were awful muday holes in the road, and the
women used to picx up bric«ss from the builcing cite =s they
went past and drop them in the holes in the road to give us

N 8 J.D,Marshq@l Fatness ‘ane the Industrisl Revoliution { Barrow
195805 ;f.¢47, qU7.
¢ BrLgesy Opeeit. BosBd

2
9. Interview, A.B.Corxe; Olierton.

















































































































