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REGISTER books for merchant shipping, to be kept under 
the provisions of Lord Liverpool's Registry Act of 1786, 

were begun in that year at Liverpool, Preston and Lancaster, 
to cover the Lancashire customs area. For all these ports, this 
first volume has survived, and indeed there is a complete series 
of registers from 1786 to the present day except for a gap of 
about ten years in the Preston entries. For Barrow and Fleet- 
wood, founded during the nineteenth century, there are also 
complete series. Kind permission to examine the registers has 
been given by H.M. Commissioners of Customs and Excise, 
and I am particularly grateful to the Collector at Preston and 
to his various officials at Lancaster, Preston, Fleetwood and 
Barrow, for arrangements to allow me to work on the records 
in their custody.

As might be expected, there are far greater numbers of ships 
registered at Liverpool than at any other Lancashire port. 
The 1786 Liverpool registers contain about 200 ships of about 
25,000 tons, in contrast to Preston's 24 ships of 1,343 tons, 
and 46 ships of 5,295 tons for the town of Lancaster and 34 
ships of 2,054 tons for Ulverston but registered at Lancaster.' 11 
Obviously data from the Liverpool registers must have im 
portant statistical value in any study of British shipping. But 
much British shipping in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries 
was based on and used much smaller ports, many of which 
have since almost ceased to function if not disappeared. Thus 
a study of Preston and Lancaster registrations, in conjunction 
with similar studies of small ports elsewhere, may have some 
value even in a national study. In any event, the material in 
these registers illuminates the social and economic pattern of

(1) The Preston registers include 4 vessels marked as of Poulton[-le-Fylde] and 
the Lancaster registers 2 as of Milnthorpe. These have been included under all 
references to Preston and Ulverston vessels in this article. No other places are 
referred to in the Preston entries 1786-95; in Lancaster entries 1786-1805, there 
is one vessel of Cartmel in 1798, and one of "Pile of Foudrey" near Barrow in, 
1803, to add to Ulverston and Milnthorpe references.

i ao?
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North Lancashire life from a new angle, and suggests further 
problems for research in other types of local records to explain 
and supplement the registration entries. Therefore the methods 
of analysis suggested by Mr. R. C. Jarvis, librarian to H.M 
Customs and Excise, in his article on the voluminous Liverpool 
registers, (2) have been applied here to the statistically insigni 
ficant entries of 1786 for Preston, and of the portion of the 
Lancaster registers relating to Ulverston vessels. Since by the 
Registry Act all existing merchant vessels had to be registered, 
these 1786 entries provide an invaluable cross section of con 
ditions of shipbuilding and shipowning in two contrasting 
areas of North Lancashire, both mainly concerned with coastal 
trade. The entries for the town of Lancaster, which are of 
special interest to me, present different problems of the inter 
pretation due to the town's West Indian and Baltic as well as 
coastal trade, and are reserved for a separate study. The present 
analysis of a limited sample, of one year's registrations only 
of Preston and Ulverston vessels, is intended to draw attention 
to the wealth of material available. It is to be hoped that many 
local historians will work on these and later registrations in 
order to add the North Lancashire contribution to the overall 
picture of British shipping, which can only be made up from 
a large number of such local studies.

The analyses which follow are subject to two qualifications. 
Firstly no research has been applied to the details which present 
obvious ambiguities. For example, in the ownership of three 
ships on the Preston register shown in Chart IV, the names of 
James Blundell and James Goodshaw appear, both of Freckle- 
ton. But Blundell is twice described as mariner (though in 
neither vessel was he the master) and once as husbandman. 
Goodshaw is twice described as husbandman, and once as 
merchant. In the lists of owners and their residences, these 
references have been counted as two men, each owning three 
parts in the ownership of the three ships of Preston, though it 
is obviously possible that there might be four men, two owning 
two parts each, and two owning one part each. The second 
limitation is that, strictly speaking, the distinction in the

<2) TRANSACTIONS, Vol. 105, pp. 107-122; see also Cumb. and West. Ant. 
and Arch. Soc., Trans., N.S., Vol. LIV, "Cumberland Shipping in the Eighteenth 
Century." I owe a deep debt of gratitude to Mr. Jarvis for continual help and 
encouragement since I began work on shipping registers in 1954.

Mr. Jarvis has pointed out that the 1786 figures for some ports are not com 
pletely representative, in that provision was made in the Registration Act for 
vessels not in British waters to register at a later date, and that later registration 
of vessels mainly engaged in inland navigation may similarly modify the 1786 
picture. But neither of these provisos seems to apply to the Preston and Lancaster 
registrations.
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Lancaster registers between Lancaster and Ulverston and 
Milnthorpe vessels, and a similar distinction in the Preston 
registers between Preston and Poulton-le-Fylde vessels should 
not have been made by the customs clerks, and indeed in later 
registers in the nineteenth century was not so made. But 
reference to the ownership of the vessels shows that the clerks 
were usually reasonably accurate in attribution of a vessel to 
a particular place. In 1786, 46 vessels were marked in the 
column in the registers headed "Of what place" (3) as of Lan 
caster, 32 as of Ulverston and 2 as of Milnthorpe. Of these 
allocations, only two Lancaster vessels seem as if they might 
be wrongly marked, in that residents outside Lancaster were 
more than half of the total owners. But since the registers do 
not indicate the proportion of each person's part-ownership of 
the vessel, it is possible that the smaller number of Lancaster 
owners, financially if not numerically, held the controlling 
interest. (1) Therefore, the division by the Lancaster clerk 
between Lancaster and Ulverston and Milnthorpe vessels has 
been taken as sufficient. Certainly Lancaster men had little 
share in the shipping of Ulverston and Milnthorpe, either 
as owners or shipbuilders, as the analyses show in Charts I 
and VI below.

"Some of the vessels on the Liverpool register were built at 
what might seem to some to be the most unlikely of places," 
wrote Mr. Jarvis, quoting as his first example a 70-ton sloop 
built at Manchester. (5) The Preston and Lancaster registers 
produce a long list of places of build which are arranged in 
Chart I in the general groupings of Lancashire (beginning in 
the north and working southwards), Cheshire, and the rest of 
England. To give some indication of the length of time during 
which building is shown to have gone on at each place, and of 
the age of some of the vessels, the date of the earliest and 
of the latest vessel is given opposite each place. The earliest 
built vessel is the Elizabeth, a 35-ton sloop built at Lancaster 
in 1753, belonging in 1786 to Ulverston. Shipbuilding in many 
of the places listed is no doubt well known, but the extent of 
building of small flats and sloops in Furness and on the Douglas

{3) From information from Mr. Jarvis, this column was intended to be used 
for registration, at certain specified ports, of foreign built ships or prizes 
captured in war, which might legally be admitted to the register after payment 
of a special duty. This duty could not be collected in some places, for example 
the Channel Islands, where imperial customs officers had no authority. Thus a 
vessel might be "of" one place, though registered at another. But customs 
officers not dealing with such vessels made their own conclusions as to the use 
to be made of the column.

(4) On this problem of financial interest, see below, p. 113.
161 TRANSACTIONS, Vol. 105, p. 115.
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CHART I

PLACES OF BUILD OF SHIPS OF PRESTON AND ULVERSTON, GIVING

NUMBER OF SHIPS AND THEIR TONNAGE AND SUMMARY OF DATES

OF BUILD AT EACH PLACE

Place

Lancashire:
Diversion
Hammerside Hill \ [near Ulvers-
Saltcoates / ton]
Penny Bridge
Carter House [Kent's Bank]
Milnthorpe

Lancaster
Freckleton

Hesketh Bank ~l
Hool[e]
Tarleton [_ [On the Douglas
Newburgh f Navigation]
Parbold
Appley Bridge J

Liverpool

Cheshire:
Chester
Northwich

Rest of England:
Chepstow
Rhuddlan, Flintshire
Hull
Whitby

Average tons burthen
Smallest vessel
Largest vessel

Preston Ships

No.

1
3

1
2
6
1
3
1

3

1

1

1

24

Ton
nage

8*
159

62
120
303*
47

143
48

155

50

128*

120*

1343

Date

1786
1782-84

1786
1783-84
1768-86
1786
1773-81
1784

1769-71

1766

1786

1782

56 tons
8  

128  

Ulverston Ships

No.

1
5
4
3
2
2

5

4

2

2

2
1

1

34

Ton
nage

62
249
206
149
83

165f

308f

204

75

163

158
74

158

2054

Date

1783
1765-78
1781-86
1775-81
1770-71
1773-84

1753-85

1766-85

1768-9

1786

1770-78
1779

1785

60 tons
20  

158  

* Ships of Poulton. That built at Tarleton was 50 tons.
t Ships of Milnthorpe; one built there of 95 tons, one at Lancaster of 61 tons.
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Navigation suggests a new field of enquiry. Cursory search for 
vessels belonging to Preston in the early nineteenth-century 
registers reinforces the impression of more widespread ship 
building than might be expected, and adds Preston, Burscough 
Bridge, Wigan, Adlington and Blackburn to the Lancashire 
places, and Winsford, Ellesmere, Frodsham and Runcorn to 
the Cheshire places. Availability of timber supplies has much 
to do with localisation of shipbuilding, so that the Furness 
Fells could easily supply the Ulverston region, and Delamere 
Forest the Cheshire region. But what sources supplied the 
Douglas Navigation builders ? When did they cease to operate 
and was it shortage of timber that brought the building to an 
end? Nicholas Bannister, building between 1815 and 1818 at 
Hoole, was by 1828 at Lytham. In the Registers after 1824 
which give this information, the names of builders are given 
for all new ships, and for some of the re-registered old ones 
also. A brief review of the period 1824-1840 shows the names 
of many Preston builders, a concentration not shown at any 
other place on the Ribble or Douglas. Was this because im 
ported timber now required was more easily brought to Preston 
than elsewhere? Only one name of a shipbuilder occurs in the 
list of Preston and Ulverston shipowners in 1786; he was 
Anthony Cartmel, shipwright, of Newburgh, one of the two 
owners of the 47-ton Industry, built at Newburgh in 1786 (the 
other owner was the master). But no doubt from parish 
registers, indexes of wills and the wills themselves, and other 
similar sources, evidence could be built up of the people con 
cerned in shipbuilding, and some picture given of its part in 
Lancashire life, both in Furness and the Ribble and Douglas 
region. From the registers, however, must come the initial 
evidence required of quantity and duration of building.

For those who are interested in the types of ships used, the 
registers give details of rig, type of stern, measurements of 
length, breadth and either depth of hold or height between 
decks, number of decks and masts, and any distinguishing 
features such as figure-head or quarter badges and galleries. 
The ships of the Preston and Ulverston region usually were 
too small to have the last three features, but a simple analysis 
of rig, as given in Chart II overleaf, shows results which may 
reflect the type of trade the vessels served. The interpretation 
of the precise differences between flat, sloop and dogger is a 
matter for nautical historians, but the greater number of brigs 
and brigantines belonging to Ulverston may reflect the longer 
coastal voyages with iron and iron ore than the local distribu 
tion of coal from the Douglas.
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CHART II

NUMBER OF SHIPS AND THEIR TONNAGE BELONGING TO PRESTON 

AND ULVERSTON ANALYSED ACCORDING TO RIG

Rig

Brig 
Brigantine 
Dogger 
Flat 
Sloop

Preston

2- 248

1- 47 
21-1048

24-1343

Average 

124*

49*

Ulverston

6- 557 
4- 292 
8- 554 
7- 316 
9- 335

34-2054

Average 
92 
73f 
69f 
45 
37

lemen

* Marked in the register as of Poulton, 2 brigantines, a sloop of 50 tons, 
and a sloop of 8 tons owned by two pilots.

t Marked in the register as of Milnthorpe, a brigantine of 61 tons, and a 
dogger of 95 tons.

The two large brigantines on the Preston register are unusual 
not only in their size by comparison with the other vessels on 
the same register, but also in their ownership. The owners of 
the Betty and Margaret, 128 tons, are listed as follows:

William Hornby, Kirkham, merchant
Richard Gardner, New Barnes in Dalton \husband-
Richard Carter, "Hamilton", parish of Kirkham/ men
Joseph and T. Hornby, merchants [Kirkham] (6)
Thomas Fresh, New Barnes \ eentle
Thomas Sunderland, Ulverston/"
William Towers, mariner [Ireleth in Dalton]' 6 '
John Webster, sailmaker [Ulverston] (6)
T[homa]s Richards[on], "Bigr" [Walney Island, Barrow]'"
Elizabeth Saul, Dalton, spinster
Thomas Gardner, New Barnes, master and mariner

The other brigantine, the Henry, 120 tons, had the same 
mixture of Kirkham and Furness owners, with the addition of 
Henry Fielding of Blackburn, and Abraham Tolmine of 
"Bolton by Sands", neither of whose occupations are stated. 
Both are good examples of the widespread nature of residence 
and occupation to be found almost throughout the Furness

(6) Identifications from the 1787 Lancaster registers for the Hornby merchants, 
and from 1786 Lancaster registers for the other two, all as owners of Ulverston 
vessels.

171 Conjectural identification from A List of Lancashire Wills proved within 
the Archdeaconry of Richmond . . . 1793-1812, Lanes, and Ches. Record Soc., 
Vol. LXVI, p. 77, will 1801 of Thomas Richardson, Bigger in Walney, Dalton, 
gentleman.
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vessels, and, to a less extent in terms of residence, throughout 
the Preston vessels. It is this wealth of information about those 
who financed shipping which makes the registers so interesting 
and valuable a source for the social and economic life of 
North Lancashire.

It will be noted that the information given is not always 
complete. By the carelessness either of the recording customs 
clerk or of the "subscribing owner" who produced the in 
formation required, residence and occupation were sometimes 
omitted; often later registrations can supply the gaps, or, as 
was suggested by the instances of James Blundell and James 
Goodshaw, confuse the issue by repetitions of identical names 
with different occupations. Outside sources such as indexes of 
wills, or even chronologically late evidence such as Edward 
Baines's directories in his History, Directory and Gazetteer of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, 1824-25, are often helpful in 
resolving such difficulties. The other great omission from the 
lists of owners is something not legally demanded until after 
1824, when the act 4 Geo. IV, cap. 41 laid down that the 
precise size of each owner's part of the ownership of a vessel 
be recorded, together with any later allocation or descent of 
such part, by sale, inheritance, or mortgage, etc. Only occasion 
ally before that date is the size of a part given, when its sale 
to a new owner was written on the original registration to 
amend the list of owners. But such references are unusual, 
since the mere record of transfer was apparently sufficient, and 
also because transfers of ownership were more frequently 
followed by a complete re-registration of the vessel. Therefore 
between 1786 and 1824 the precise financial significance of an 
owner's holding in a vessel can never be clear, and the word 
part used in this study means the portion of a vessel, amount 
unknown, owned by one of the owners listed on its registration. 
For example, the Betty and Margaret previously quoted has 
12 owners each holding one part. But where a large number of 
vessels can be studied, clues to the importance of the financial 
standing of an individual owner can be found in the total 
number of parts he held in different vessels. Similarly the 
importance of a group of shipowners, (8) such as those defined 
by residence in a certain town or region, or by the social 
demarcation of occupation, can be assessed by the number of 
parts held by such a group.

181 The registers give no indication of groups of merchants owning part or 
the whole of a vessel as a business partnership, either in shipowning alone or 
as part of a mercantile business. Sometimes the order of names of partowners 
suggests a business partnership already known from other sources; but the 
registers are concerned only with individual names.
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CHART III

NUMBER OF OWNERS PER SHIP FOR SHIPS OF PRESTON 

AND ULVERSTON IN 1786

Number of Owners
per ship

1
2

: 3 .

4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16

22
23

Preston

Ships

6
8
3
3
1

1

1

1

24

Tons

302
370*
157*
140
62

64

128*

120*

1343

Ulverston

Ships

5
1
3
2
6
2
2
1
3
1
1
2
1
1
1

1
1

34

Tons

247
58

110
47

341
164t
105
32

211
158
55

157f
96
70
70

87
46

2054

* Includes 4 vessels marked as of Poulton. 
t Includes 2 vessels marked as of Milnthorpe.

The analyses of ownership in Charts III to VI are admittedly 
based on a comparatively small sample of Preston and Ulvers 
ton vessels, but should suggest problems for research to explain 
the pattern of ownership displayed, and to find out from 
analysis of registrations over a longer period whether the 
situation outlined in the 1786 lists is characteristic or not, and 
if and when changes set in. Only such a port as Liverpool can 
give a sufficiently large number of owners in one year to be 
statistically significant. The measure of the task for future 
research on the North Lancashire ports is suggested by the 
figures of ships registered at Lancaster but belonging to 
Ulverston. In 1786 there were 34 ships of 2,054 tons owned by 
172 owners who held a total of 247 parts; between 1786 and 
1795, registrations of ships for the first time, not including 
ships re-registered for various reasons, total 61 of 3,889 tons. 
Similar figures for Preston for 1786 show 24 ships of 1,343 
tons owned by 69 owners owning 83 parts; between 1786 and
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1795 first registrations total 51 of 2,707 tons, more than half 
of this total being the registrations of 1786 analysed below, as 
in the Ulverston figures. Registrations for the town of Lancaster 
are comparatively large: 1786 shows 46 ships of 5,295 tons 
owned by 143 owners holding 237 parts, and 1786-1795 first 
registrations show 116 ships of 14,771 tons owned by 242 
owners holding 576 parts.

Chart III shows an obvious difference between the Ulverston 
pattern of ownership and the Preston one. Reduced to per 
centages, Preston has 25 % of ships with one owner, as against 
15% for Ulverston, and 59% with two owners as against 17%. 
Preston has 81 % of ships with four owners or less; Ulverston 
has only 32%. But with eight or more owners, Ulverston has 
38%, as against 8% for Preston. Mr. Jarvis in his article on 
Cumberland shipping gives figures' 91 for that area which are of 
similar distribution pattern to those of Ulverston, and figures 
of a sample of all ships entering Liverpool in 1788 but not 
registered there, which are closer to the Preston pattern. The 
reasons for such differences must be of importance in the history 
not only of shipping in North Lancashire, but of the whole 
economic and social life of the region. A more localised pro 
blem is prompted by the details of the ownership of the two 
large vessels of over 100 tons marked as of Poulton. Why are 
both more of the pattern of Ulverston ownership than the rest 
of the Preston registrations ? And why are both the only ships 
in the 1786 Preston register, which include Furness owners 
with those of the Preston region ?

The geographical distribution of owners of Preston vessels 
is given in Chart IV, with an indication of the occupation of 
owners in each place. The conjectures indicated by square 
brackets and question marks arise from the difficulty of read 
ing the handwriting of the customs clerks. Misspelling of 
strange place names is to be expected, such as Bigr for Biggar 
near Barrow, or Hamilton for Hambleton near Fleetwood. 
The sixth occupation entry, ? Gentleman, arises from the 
difficulty of deciding whether or not the word was intended to 
be singular, applying to the name immediately preceding it, or 
plural to refer also to the previous name or names. Such 
problems arise frequently, particularly when the clerk used 
abbreviations, or when a large number of owners had to be 
written in the small space provided in the register book. 
Chart IV shows how little share the town of Preston had in 
the ships registered at the custom house there, a reflection 
no doubt of the poor state of the Ribble navigation and the

191 Cumb. and West. Ant. and Arch. Soc., Trans., N.S., Vol. LIV, pp. 226-7.
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CHART IV

DISTRIBUTION ACCORDING TO RESIDENCE OF OWNERS OF PRESTON

VESSELS IN 1786, DISTINGUISHING THE NUMBER OF PARTS HELD BY

EACH OWNER, AND OCCUPATIONS OF OWNERS

Region and Place

FURNESS
Bigr [Biggar, Walney]
Buckside [? Beckside]
Cartmel
Dalton
[Ireleth in Dalton*]
New Barnes, Dalton

Speelbank, Cartmel

Stanerly [Subberthwaite]
Ulverston

Watergate [Blawith]
Waterhead [Coniston]

S. LONSDALE
Bolton by Sands
Lancaster

WYRE
Hamilton, Kirkham parish
Poulton
Sea Dyke [Preesal]

NORTH OF KIBBLE
Kirkham

Freckleton

Lytham

Number of:

Owners

1
1
1
1
1
3

2

1
3

1
1

16

1
1

2

1
3
2

6

10

7

2

19

1

3

2

1
3

1
1

16

1
1

2

1
3
2

6

9

4

2

15

Part 
Helc

2

1

1

s 
i

3

3

3

Occupation

? Gentleman
[not given in register]
[Attorney*]
Spinster
[Mariner*]
Husbandman, mariner,

? gentleman
Mariner; another man [not

given]
[not given]
Gentleman; a woman [not

given] ; [sailmaker*]
[not given]
[Merchant*]

[not given]
[not given]

Husbandman
Gentleman, 2 merchants
2 pilots

Draper, innkeeper, merchant,
[6 more merchants*] all with
1 part; merchant, with 2
parts

Merchant, 3 mariners, all with
1 part; merchant, mariner/
husbandmanf, merchant/
husbandmanf, all with 3
parts

Merchant; gentleman
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Region and Place

ON THE DOUGLAS
Bretherton
Burscough

Eccleston
Hesketh Bank

Newburgh
Parbold
Tarleton
Wigan
Wrightington

PRESTON

OTHERS
Blackburn
Liverpool

Number of:

Owners

1
2

1
8

1
1
2
1
1

18

6

1
1

2

Parts
Held

1

1
1

1
8

1

2

1

15

3

1
1

2

2

1

1

2

3

3

1

1

Occupations

Widow
Yeoman, 1 part; wheelwright,

2 parts
Innholder
7 mariners; a woman [not

given, but same name as
one of mariners]

Shipwright
[not given]
Mariners
Gentleman
Mariner

Malster, merchant, rope-
maker, all with 1 part;
banker, gentleman, grocer,
with 2 parts

[not given]
Yeoman

SUMMARY

Furness
S. Lonsdale
Wyre
North of Ribble
On the Douglas
Preston
Others

Totals

Owners

16
2
6

19
18
6
2

69

Parts

123

16
2
6

15 1 3
15 2 1

3 3
2

59 6 4

Total number of Parts 59 + 12+12 = 83.

* Identified from the Lancaster registers as part-owners of Ulverston ships. 
t See above, p. 108.
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limited importance of its trade before the cotton industry was 
introduced in the 1790s. The chief textile manufacturing 
interest of the region before cotton is represented on the chart 
by the eight merchants and the draper of Kirkham, all members 
of the Hornby, Langton and Birley families engaged in linen 
and sailcloth manufacture. The Lancaster registers show the 
same families also as part-owners of vessels of Ulverston and 
of the town of Lancaster. In view of the importance of the 
coal trade along the river Douglas, it is not surprising to find 
many shipowners resident in that region, and that many of them 
should be mariners 10 out of 18, and 9 of the 10, masters of 
their vessels. But it is hardly to be expected that the occupation 
descriptions should contain no reference to coal dealers or 
owners, unless they are represented by Samuel Bold, of Wigan, 
gentleman, owning three parts, and James Bradshaw of Par- 
bold, occupation unspecified, owning two parts. But even so, 
that would be a small representation.

The pattern of ownership shown in Chart VI for Ulverston 
is markedly different from that of Preston. The average tonnage 
of vessels is 60 for Ulverston and 56 for Preston, no great 
difference. But for Ulverston, there is an average of 7 owners 
per vessel, against 345 for Preston; put in another way, for 
Ulverston an owner had an average of 8 tons of a vessel, but 
for Preston 16 tons. (For Lancaster town, with transatlantic 
ships as well as coasters, the 1786 averages are 5 owners per 
ship, each owner having an average of 22 tons.) There is also 
evident in the Ulverston chart a much wider spread of occupa 
tions; investment in shipping appears to have been popular 
for many people outside the large towns and village?, and 
away from the coastal places which were naturally the most 
likely to provide investors in shipping. Were the numerous 
farmers, gentlemen, and others from small country places 
putting their profits from agriculture into shipping, as at first 
seems obvious 1 Or were they vitally interested, as landowners, 
or as providers of transport on land, in the iron or slate in 
dustry, and therefore led to further involvement in the prosperity 
of those industries by financing the carriage of their products 
by sea 1 Certainly the term merchant in many instances means 
ironmaster and there are instances from Coniston, and from 
Waterhead near Coniston, when gentleman means the same. 
In Chart V an attempt is made to divide the sources of invest 
ment in shipping according to occupation, differentiating the 
various classes as suggested by Mr. Jarvis in his articles on 
Liverpool and Cumberland shipping. But the ambiguities 
suggested by even the cursory study of names and occupations
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CHART V

DISTRIBUTION OF OWNERS OF PRESTON AND ULVERSTON VESSELS IN 

1786 AMONG VARIOUS SOCIAL GROUPS

SOCIAL GROUPS

Merchants

Mariners 
(of whom were Masters)

Maritime Trades 
e.g. shipwright, roper, sail- 
maker, cooper

Trade and Manufacture 
e.g. retailers as well as handi 
craft and other industrial
occupations

Services 
e.g. attorney, banker, sur 
geon, but also innkeeper, 
carrier, etc.

Agriculture

"Social groups" 
e.g. esquire, gentleman, 
widow, spinster

Occupation not given { m^en 

Totals

PRESTON OWNERS

Number

15

19 
(13)

3

4

4

5

9

8 
2

69

Percentage

22

28-1 
(19) L2

4 J

5-5

5-5

7

13

}"

ULVERSTON OWNERS

Number

44

38 
(18)

5

33

7

22

22

1

172

Percentage

25-5

221
""Us

3 J

19

4

13

13

}  

involved in the compilation of the Ulverston and Preston lists 
show that until wider research is attempted on the individual 
names, too much importance cannot be attached to statistics 
based only on the register entries.

The evidence presented by the registers about ships, ship 
builders and shipowners offers a new perspective to the student 
of local history. It has long been recognised how important 
was sea and river transport to a country and county lacking, 
in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, the swift road 
and rail transport of the present day. The registers help to 
show the close links of this form of transport with the country 
side which it served, not only by the investment of those
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merchants and others vitally interested in the vessels and their 
cargoes, but by the capital put up by others from all walks of 
life. While some of the investors, such as mariners, shipwrights, 
sailmakers, ropemakers, and sailcloth manufacturers, were, 
like the merchants, drawing a living from the ships themselves, 
there are also hints at a wider range of employment created 
by the presence of shipping as an integral part of the economic 
life of a district. Was the Burscough Bridge wheelwright who 
owned a part of a Preston ship, also a blacksmith making 
ironwork for ships, as might be also the Lancaster ironmonger? 
Was the Witherslack cooper making barrels for shipboard 
use? For behind the occupations obviously closely connected 
with shipbuilding we must imagine many other tradesmen 
whose normal work for a town or country market would be 
stimulated also by a maritime market: timber workers and 
sawyers, the gentlemen and esquires whose estates produced 
timbers suitable for ships, blacksmiths, copper and tin-smiths, 
coopers, those involved in the supply of flax, hemp and tar, 
those who sold provisions. The ubiquity of shipowners and 
the evidence of flourishing shipbuilding in many small coastal 
and even inland riverine places, allow us to appreciate the 
description of small coastal vessels and their place in the 
countryside written by Mr. Basil Greenhill in his book The 
Merchant Schooners  His work is based on the period 
1870-1940 and mostly from evidence drawn from the south 
western coasts of England; but his references to the vessels 
smaller than the schooners of his main study could, with very 
little change, be applied to much earlier periods and to North 
Lancashire as much as to any other part of the west coast: 
"There were thousands of them, particularly in those districts 
where a shattered coast made land communication between 
even adjacent villages difficult, and every river developed its 
own types. They were peculiarly local ships, ships of farm 
trades, redolent of manure and oil cake, carrying granite, hay, 
furniture, timber, bricks and grain. . . . Until the coming of 
the motor lorry they were as essential a part of the life on the 
banks of every river in western Britain as the farm wagons 
and horses to which they were complementary, and the men 
who sailed them, local men living themselves among the farm 
steads, often sleeping at home, but spending their lives on the 
face of the nearby waters, an enriching element in the rural 
society."

1101 The Merchant Schooners, Vol. I (London, 1951), pp. 26-8.
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CHART VI

DISTRIBUTION ACCORDING TO RESIDENCE OF OWNERS OF ULVERSTON VESSELS
IN 1786, DISTINGUISHING THE NUMBER OF PARTS HELD BY EACH OWNER,

AND OCCUPATIONS OF OWNERS

Region and Place

FURNESS
Allithwaite
Arrad Foot
Barber Green [near Field

Broughton]
Bardsea

Barrow
Baycliffe

Beckside [? Upper Holker]
South [near Greenodd]
Brathay
Bridge Field [near Lowick]
Broughton

Cark
Cartmel
Coniston
Crakeside [near Greenodd]
Dragley Beck [near Ulvers-

ton]
Flookburgh

Greenbank [? Cartmel]
Hawkshead
Hollow Myre [Osmoth-

erly]
Hollow Oak [Greenodd]
Ivy Tree [near Blawith]
Kelder [? Keldray, near

Lowick]
Kirkby Ireleth
Kirkstyle [Church Style,

Pennington]
Lowick Green

Newbiggin
Newland
Nibthwaite
Page Bank [near Roose,

Barrow]

Number of:

Owners

2
1

1
21

1
3

1
1
1
1
2

1
3
1
1

1
7

1
2

1
1
1

1
1

1
2

1
1
1

1

Parts Held
  

1

2
1

14

1
2

1
1
1
1
1

3

1
5

1
2

1

1

1

  
2

1
5

1

1

1

2

  
3

1

1

1

1

  
4

1

  
7

1

Occupations

Carrier; mariner
Mariner

Mariner
Farmer, gentleman, labourer,

7 mariners, 2 millers, 2 spin
sters, all with one part; 5
mariners with 2 parts;
cordwainer with 3 parts;
merchant with 4 parts

Farmer
Farmer, spinster, each with 1

part; farmer with 2 parts
[all with same surname]

Farmer
Mariner
Merchant
Slate merchant
Mariner, 1 part; merchant, 2

parts
Merchant
Attorney, butcher, mercer
Merchant
Farmer

Farmer
Manufacturer, 3 mariners,

spinster, all with 1 part;
gentleman, mariner, with 2
parts

Farmer
Merchants

Farmer
Esquire
Slate merchant

Husbandman
Mariner

Husbandman
Spade maker, 1 part; tanner,

3 parts
Farmer
Gentleman
Yeoman

Sailmaker
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Chart VI continued.

Region and Place

Pennington
Penny Bridge
Redding [? Abbot's Read

ing, Greenodd]
Rosthead [Cartmel]
Sunbrick
Diversion

Urswick

Wallnook [Field Brough-
lon]

Walney
Well House, Bardsea

Waterhead [Coniston]

REST OF LANCASHIRE
Burgh [near Chorley*]
Kirkham

Lancaster
Liverpool

Manchester

Sankey Bridges
Worsley

OUTSIDE LANCASHIRE
Cambridge 
Millom

Slourbridge
Coalfield, Argyleshire
Oban,

Number of:

Owners

1
6

1
1
1

35

6

1
2
2

2

122

1
4

2
6

1

1
1

16

1 
1

1
1
2

Parts Held
 

1

1
6

1
1

28

4

1
2
1

92

4

2
4

1

11

2

 
2

1

2

2

16

1

1

1

3

1

1
1

 
3

3

7

1

1

 
4

1

1

2

5

1

1

1

  
7

1

2

Occupations

Husbandman
Esquire, 4 mariners, merchant

Gentleman
Mariner
Farmer
Attorney, cabinet maker, car

rier, 2 drapers, esquire,
farmer, gentleman, grocer,
7 mariners, 5 merchants,
roper, 3 spinsters, stationer,
weaver, wine merchant, all
with 1 parl; bulcher, mer-
chanl, wilh 2 parts ; mariner,
mercer, spinster, with 3
parts; 4 and 7 parts, 2 sail-
makers

Cordwainer, gentleman, far
mer, malster, all wilh 1
part ; cordwainer, genlle-
man, wilh 2 parts

Farmer
Husbandmen
Farmer, 1 parl; altorney, 4

parts
Gentlemen

Genlleman [ironmaster*]
[Merchanlsf, 2 Langlons, 2

Birleys]
Ironmonger, merchant
Mariner, 2 merchants, wool

len-draper, all wilh 1 part;
merchant, 2 parls ; mariner,
3 parls

Surgeon [family were iron
masters*]

Mariner
Merchant

 

KaS's 1 [All .from
Executors 11 ami lies

Merchant /-concerned
Merchant with iron
Merchants J works >
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Chart VI continued.

Region and Place

Number of:

Owners

Frodsham, Cheshire ; 1
Northen[den],  
Runcorn,  

Holme, Westmorland
Kendal,

Milnthorpe, ,,
Witherslack,  

Chepstow

Dubh'n

1
2

1
15

1
1

5

1

34

1

1

1

1
15

1
1

3

1

26

Par

2

1
1

2

7

tsH 

3

eld 

4

1

7

Occupations

}
A11 merchants, concerned

with the Worsley merchant
above, in 2 ships [obviously
using the Bridgewater
Canal]

Merchant
Drysalter, 6 tanners, 2 mer

chants, 4 shearmen, woman
[not given]; [another mer-
chantt]

Weaver
Cooper
[With the exception of the

cooper, the woman and a
Kendal merchant, all the
Westmorland people are
partowners of the 2 ships
of Milnthorpe, the county's
only "port"]

Esquire with 1 part; others
all merchants

Merchant

SUMMARY

Number of 
Parts

ONE
TWO
THREE
FOUR
SEVEN

Totals

Furness

92
16
7
5
2

122

Rest of 
Lancashire

11
3
1
1
-

16

Outside 
Lancashire

26
7
_
1
-

34

Totals :

Owners

129
26

8
7
2

172

Parts

129
52
24
28
14

247

* Information kindly communicated by Mr. B. G. Awty, B.A. See also TRANS 
ACTIONS. Vol. 109, pp. 71-124. 

t Occupation from Lancaster registers elsewhere.
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APPENDIX

SHIPPING REGISTERS IN RESPECT OF 
NORTH-WESTERN PORTS

Shipping Registers survive as below. Those who wish to 
study them should apply for authority to the Secretary, H.M. 
Customs and Excise, King's Beam House, London, E.C.3.

Port From To
Where 
located Explanatory note

Carlisle 1786 1883 only Maryport Port extinguished in 1883.

Maryport 1822 Present date Maryport

Workington 1850 Present date Workington Port established 1850.

Whitehaven 1786 Present date Whitehaven

Barrow

Lancaster

Fleetwood

1868 Present date Barrow 

1786 Present date Heysham

1840 1843' 1 ' Preston

Act of general registry 
passed 1786.

Formerly creek in the port 
of Lancaster.

Act of general registry 
passed 1786.

Poulton, earlier a creek in 
the port of Preston, 
extinguished as a port 
and transferred to Fleet- 
wood in 1839, Fleet- 
wood being established 
as a port from that date, 
but extinguished again 
in 1844. Fleetwood 
became a sub-port of 
Preston, 1844-1849.

Re-established as port of 
Registry 1849.

111 In 1824, because of the Registry Act passed in that year, a new register 
volume was begun at each port of registry. When the port of Preston was 
extinguished in 1826, its two-year old register was sent to Lancaster, the new 
port of registration for vessels of the Preston area. The officers at Lancaster 
entered subsequent Preston entries in the Lancaster volume, but in 1834 when 
the Lancaster book was full, they began to use the blank pages in the old Preston 
register. This practice continued until 1836. Hence the Preston volume is dated 
from 1824 to 1836.

For some unexplained reason five vessels in 1827 and one in 1828 were entered 
in the Preston register. The vessels were described as of Preston and Poulton.

When Fleetwood was established in 1840 as the port of registry to cover the 
Preston area, it entered in its register copies of six entries from the 1824 Preston 
register. Two entries were of 1825, one of 1826, two of 1827 and one of 1828. 
The Fleetwood volume, which is dated 1825 to 1849, contains three sections:  
first, these six entries; second, the registrations at Fleetwood from 1840 to 
1843; and third, Preston registrations from 1844 to 1849.

1850 Present date Fleetwood
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Where 
Port From To located Explanatory note

Preston

Manchester 

Liverpool

Runcorn 

Chester

1786 1816 Preston

1824 1828 (1 > Heysham
1826 1840 Heysham
1840 1843 Preston
1844 Present date Preston

1894 Present date Salford

1739 Present date Liverpool

1862 Present date Runcorn

1836 Present date Connah's 
Quay

Act of general registry
1786.

(In "Preston" register.) 
(In "Lancaster" register.) 
(In "Fleetwood" register.) 
(In "Preston" register.)

Port established 1894.

Wool Act passed, 1739. 
(See TRANSACTIONS, 
Vol. 105, pp. 120-2.)

Port re-established 1862. 
Formerly a creek in the 
port of Liverpool.

R. C. JARVIS.

121 This volume has some torn pages, so that three entries of 1815 and one of 
1816 are incomplete, and entries for the years 1816 to 1823 are missing. These 
can be reconstructed from the volumes of contemporary official transcripts, 
now in the Ministry of Transport's "Limbo" Repository, Heyes, Middlesex.




