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Christopher Haigh, Reformation and Resistance in Tudor Lanca-
shire, C.U.P. 1975. 377 pp- £8.

This is the first major study of the Reformation ‘under the microscope’,
as A. L. Rowse called it, for nearly a decade. Dr Haigh’s book, like Gaul, is
divided into three parts. Part one, the early Tudor Church, is an able
explanation of the reasons why religious change in Lancashire was in-
hibited. The county was remote and difficult to administer ecclesiastically,
even after the creation of the diocese of Chester in 1541, and politically,
because county government was semi-feudal and county society intro-
spective and self-sufficient. The local gentry controlled both the church-
wardens and the chapels-of-ease that proliferated in such large parishes.
The best livings went to influential, well-educated, absentee pluralists,
while the main providers of services were poor, ill-educated, indigenous
assistant clergymen who lacked contact with reformist ideas. Anti-
clericalism and Lollardy were almost unheard of in a county where people
were opposed to heretics and enthusiastic for traditional practices.

Part two, Reform and counter-reform, takes us to the death of Mary.
Policing and propaganda in Lancashire were insufficient to enforce the new
ideas and the palatine status of the county made it more difficult to control.
The Bible in English does not seem to have been placed in every church as
ordered. The ex-religious were badly treated by the Duchy of Lancaster
and the suppression of 1536 was entirely responsible for the Pilgrimage of
Grace in the county. How far was the Edwardine legislation obeyed? Dr
Haigh finds no evidence of widespread resistance to the Book of Common
Prayer. Did the 1552 Book ever reach Lancashire? The chantries were
dissolved and clerical manpower was reduced. More importantly, contacts
were made with the reformist ideas of London and the universities. The
Marian reaction was understandably undramatic and was welcomed
locally. There were few clerical deprivations for marriage. The number of
indigenous clergymen increased and diocesan administration was improved.

The Elizabethan establishment, epitomised by Bishop William Down-
ham, was too lenient and Lancashire resisted the Elizabethan Settlement
more vigorously than any other county. Even so, Downham’s successors
after 1572 were aware of the extent of recusancy but lacked the effective
machinery to deal with it. The sympathy of the Anglican priests greatly
helped the work of the recusant priests so that the task of the seminary
priests was made easier. This is the most interesting part of the book, but
I wish that Dr Haigh had said more about the ‘church-papists’ (surely a
misnomer). In the south-east of the county, in Manchester and Bolton
deaneries, Puritanism flourished. This area had been converted under
Edward VI and was nearest to the centres of radicalism through its trade
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routes. Dr Haigh’s valuable book concludes with a masterly explanation
of the marked geographical variations in the distribution of Protestants
and Catholics in Lancashire by the end of Elizabeth’s reign.

Revd A. . Edwards

G. B. Hindle, Provision for the Relief of the Poor in Manchester,
1754-1826, Chetham Society, Third Series, vol. XXII, 1976.
viii + 192 pp. 8 plates. £7.20.

Mr Hindle’s work will best serve as a guide to the detailed sources for
the study of poor law administration and philanthropic zeal in Manchester,
at the turn of the eighteenth century. But it is not a work which will
appeal to every scholar, with its antiquarian relish in, for example, the
history of the mural tablet from Moyses’ Charity’s almhouses (p. 144, n7).

His initial chapters introduce the problem of poverty, mainly in the
Manchester context, and go on to examine pressure for a new poorhouse,
and the administrative and financial efforts which realised that edifice in
1792. Chapter IV, Life in the workhouse, is perhaps the least useful in the
book, but the interesting chapter V recreates the heated controversies
which poor law administration could generate in the 1790s. For instance,
the overseers allegedly went to race-meetings at public expense, thus the
exhortation of Thomas Battye to compare the overseers petty cash books
with the racing calendar (p. 72).

Mr. Hindle is at his best dealing with the voluntary provision which was
made for the poor, in chapters VI-IX. If the impression which David
Owen’s book, English Philanthropy 166o—r196o, gives, of philanthropists
indulging their whims rather than effectively relieving the poor, is to be
tested, then more local studies of this nature are needed. Unfortunately the
more human interest of these chapters is not sustained in the final section
on bequests for the poor. Here Mr Hindle relies heavily on the Charity
Commissioners’ reports, and A. McDougall’s Report on some of the chari-
table trusts of Manchester (1855). In the sections on philanthropy one
would have liked to have seen a reference to Gareth Jones, The history of
the Law of Charity 1532-1827 (1969), rather than to a modern legal text.

The Manchester based Chetham Society has an enviable record of pub-
lishing primary source material from many centuries, and it is a matter of
regret that 14 out of 23 volumes of the current third series (begun 1949)
are monographs rather than record publications; there is much nineteenth-
century material that should be published, and this surely is what the
society is for. The criticism is the more pertinent here for the best parts of
Mr Hindle’s study have already, in essence, been published.

Minor points are a misprint (p. 2), the use of quote as a noun; and, to
this reader, the irritating, sometimes inconsistent citations in the footnotes,
perhaps not easy to avoid.

Manchester University C. B. Phillips
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Gregory Anderson, Victorian Clerks, Manchester University
Press, 1976. 145 pp. £6.50.

Clerks formed a significant part of the labour force by the early-
twentieth century. They comprised only 0.5 per cent of the labour force
in 1851, but 4.0 per cent by 1901, and the percentage is still rising. Vic-
torian Clerks is an original and absorbing study of the changing fortunes
of the most numerous and representative section of this ‘white collar
stratum’, the commercial clerks. In 1851, some 91,000 men and a handful
of women were employed as commercial clerks. By 1911, the numbers had
risen to 739,000 and 157,000 respectively.

Dr Anderson’s discussion of the commercial clerks’ work and market
situation encompasses differentials of status, work conditions and salaries,
with special emphasis on the clerks’ relationship with the employing class
and their opportunities for upward mobility. It also encompasses the
impact of young, female and foreign clerks, and the clerks’ involvement in
trade unions, benefit societies and commercial education. Although
reference is made to developments on a national scale, the main focus is
upon the experiences of commercial clerks in Liverpool and Manchester.

These hitherto neglected clerks are certainly worth studying, if only
because these capitalist lackeys eventually received their come-uppance. In
the middle of the nineteenth century, clerks thought themselves a cut
above the working classes on account of greater intellectual attainments,
greater job security, higher wages (pardon, salaries), and upward job
mobility. Indeed, clerks ‘were more likely than most other workers to ful-
fil the Victorian dream of achieving respectability through economic inde-
pendence’.

Admittedly, the chances of a clerk becoming an employer were much
slighter than the general image of the self-made man suggested. In Liver-
pool and Manchester the men who rose from the clerk’s stool to the private
office usually had the advantage of a business background and social con-
nections. They were ‘never in reality professional clerks but rather em-
ployers in training’. Most of the founders of the Liverpool corn brokerage
firms had, like Oswald Dobell who came from a wealthy and well-known
Liverpool family, substantial business connections. And how far would
J. W. Maclure, who served an apprenticeship with the Salford Bank before
becoming the young manager of the Guardian Insurance Company, have
advanced without the advantage of being the son of a Scottish landowner
who had founded a commercial house in Manchester and had developed
business contacts with the Rothschilds?

Nevertheless, clerks could earn a good living, as is shown by the career
of William Smalley, an employee of the North and South Wales Bank,
established in 1836 with its head office in Liverpool. Born at St Asaph in
1834 and joining the bank in 1851, he spent the next ten years moving
between branches in Mold, Liverpool, Holywell and Oswestry before
going to Llanidloes in 1862 as manager at a salary of £150. That same
year he moved to head office, later becoming manager of the Rhayader
branch in 1864 and of the Rhyl branch in 1865 at a salary of £350. A
clerk’s chances of promotion depended upon a combination of ability, tact
and connections, but job differentiation could also be important. Thus
clerks most strategically placed for advancement were the correspondence
clerks with access to the private office and to customers. Yet, while there
were wide salary and status differences between clerks, something most
had in common was the prospect of upward income and job mobility.
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After 1870, however, clerks in general experienced a crisis. Their con-
fidence and security were steadily eroded. The expansion of the clerical
labour force with a structural shift in the economy from manufacturing
towards service industry led to a loss of homogeneity: the influx of female
and young male clerks, ‘all equipped with the basic skills of clerking,
helped to create a feeling that entry into the stratum was now uncon-
trolled’. The gap between clerks and the rest of the working classes was
disappearing with the spread of popular education and rising real wages.
Most of all, clerks suffered in the ‘great depression’ from the decline of
their employers, upon whom they had depended both psychologically and
materially.

The clerks’ response to this deterioration was inhibited by the notion of
‘respectability’. They spurned trade union activity and anything smacking
of working-class militancy. Instead, they sought improvement through
benefit societies and commercial education. The former may have helped
the poorer clerks to survive in depression years, but the latter not only
failed to provide clerks with professional qualifications but also accentuated
their problems by overstocking the market. The National Union of Clerks
(NUC), founded in 1890, realised that the clerks’ self-image bore no rela-
tion to economic reality and tried to organise them into a trade union, but
with little success before 1914. Liverpool clerks preferred to belong to the
Liverpool Clerks’ Association, established in 1861, with employers’ support,
to provide benefit and an employment register. Some Manchester clerks
were more militant, but most were content with the Manchester Ware-
housemen and Clerks’ Provident Association (MWCPA) formed in 1855.
As one Manchester member of the NUC speculated in 1911, if only the
branch commanded the 6,000-strong membership of the MWCPA, ‘The
fear of trade unionism would be put into the hearts of some of those em-
ployers who put their clerks into dirty, dark Calcutta holes. With a mem-
bership like that we should make life worth living’.

Dr Anderson’s is an impressive analysis of an important socio-economic
group. It is possible to quibble about the paucity of information on the
typical small Victorian counting house, the concentration on Liverpool
and Manchester, the imprecision of comparisons with other groups, and
the close printing. Nevertheless, Dr Anderson’s work is based upon a wide
range of primary sources—newspapers, clerks’ journals, pamphlets, firms’
archives and the records of trade unions and clerks’ associations—and a
critical reading of secondary material. In particular, he draws skilfully
upon the writings of sociologists interested in the twentieth century white
collar worker. Thus, he explains the development of unionism among
certain groups, such as the railway clerks, in terms of bureaucratisation;
formal regulations applied impersonally can be more readily modified by
collective rather than individual bargaining. Yet Dr Anderson avoids
excessive jargon and puts the ruminations of sociologists firmly into an
historical perspective by correcting the complacent assumption that white
collar ‘status anxiety’ is a twentieth-century phenomenon. The ‘new Little
Man’ of the twentieth century, who ‘seems to have no firm roots, no sure
loyalties to sustain his life and give it a centre, who is paralysed by fear
blut l;‘loes not know what frightens him’, has his counterpart in the Victorian
clerk.

University of Liverpool Patrick Buckland
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The Orrell Coalfield, Lancashire 1740—1850 by D. Anderson.
Moorland Publishing Company, 1975, 208 pp. £4.95.

Patently a labour of love, with the virtues and weaknesses of the genre,
this book deserves respect even from those who are irritated by its assump-
tion of an uncritical readership. Mr Donald Anderson, whose family has
been associated with coalmining in the district throughout the present
century, and who described the historical development of the Blundell’s
collieries in three much-quoted papers in THSLC 1964—7, has now
brought together all he knows about the history of the Orrell coalfield.
Measuring only a few square miles, this part of the Wigan coalfield was
very productive for just over a century, in the 179os producing one third
of South Lancashire’s coal and about one fortieth of the national output.
Mr Anderson’s writings are most informative and persuasive on those
aspects of coalmining in which he has had most personal involvement. His
account of the historical technology, that is, in practice the industrial
archaeology, of the Orrell coalfield is probably the most detailed study to
date of any coalmining area of this size in Britain; and in particular when
he describes machinery still operating in his lifetime his book is invaluable.
Maps, plans and other illustrations are fairly lavishly provided, making -
this a volume of very good value for the price. Mr Anderson further
describes the families and individuals owning minerals and collieries in the
district, and their involvement, with consequent profits or losses, not only
in coalmining but in such support projects as canals. Whereas his previous
writings were largely based on material in his own possession, for this book
he has sampled the business accounts of the main local estates which are
today preserved in public depositories at Wigan, Preston, and clsewhere,
not least the accounts of the estate which, to Mr Anderson’s approval,
continued and continues to be directed by a local family, the Bankes of
Winstanley. His extracts from the estate records will much interest the
economic historian but his treatment of the data is insufficiently rigorous to
bear the weight of his generalisations. His unexpectedly savage remarks on
his final page about the exploitation of the resources of the locality by
alien capitalists (‘We look in vain for the evidence of “good works™...")
will however come as a godsend to historians of the left whose approaches
are elsewhere blandly ignored. Finally, Mr Anderson discusses the living
and working conditions of the colliers. This directs attention to some use-
ful sources (not including the parish registers) but is as limited and
impressionistic as was the corresponding discussion in his previous writings.
It may be worth noting that the statistical analysis he gives for causes of
mining deaths stated at-coroners’ inquests 1828-37 (p. 162), which shows
that two thirds of the deaths were the result of explosions, fits the picture
of nineteenth-century Lancashire as a coalfield renowned for excessive
risk from gas given in a general study of mining mortality (Economic
History Review, 21, 1968, p. 558).

For the historian who wishes to follow up Mr Anderson’s labours, his
book has serious defects. Not only is presentation without footnotes, but
references are only occasionally given within the text. It is one thing for
Mr Anderson previously to have given no exact references to manuscript
records in his own possession, it is quite another for him now to do the
same for records in public depositories (apart from primary call numbers
in his bibliography), records which others will wish to consult when they
try to test or build on Mr Anderson’s statements. The bibliography is
inadequate: to judge by quotations in the text, many printed works,



Reviews 191

especially government papers, have been used and followed, but very few
are listed. ‘Over a hundred years ago John Warburton a Lancashire
colliery manager noted ...’ (p. 58) is a typical introduction to a quota-
tion: no reference is given and the name is missing from the index. Mr
Anderson spends a couple of pages on the ‘Lancashire Collier Girl’ and he
includes one interesting detail which was not in my article in THSLC
1968; but non-experts will be precluded from learning more about this -
curious literary episode by his failure to cite the article, even in the
bibliography. While therefore Mr Anderson has most usefully pointed out
to later historians sources they will not dare neglect, he will not be blessed
by them for the effort they will have to make to discover what the sources
precisely are and where the material is located within them. In fact, a
good deal of what Mr Anderson says has got to be taken on trust. I
suspect that this even applies to those technical matters which he dis-
cusses with complete confidence, for when the sources can be relocated it
may turn out that the data is open to alternative interpretations.

I shall not finish with the reviewer’s tactful standby on such occasions,
‘a good book which might have been better’. In these hard times Mr
Anderson has been doubly devoted, for achieving publication is almost as
difficult now as doing the research: such devotion deserves more than a
pious regret. The printed book cannot be changed, but Mr Anderson could
make it much better, with only a little more devotion, if he were to pre-
pare in the established way a typescript list of references for each original
citation and each original statement: the list could be held by some con-
venient body (Wigan Public Library, perhaps, or the editors of THSLC)
and made available to those who wished, at the expense of a few pence, to
make a xerox copy for their own use. It is no longer necessary or desirable
to judge non-professional historians by other than the normal professional
standards: the level of their work today is too high for that. What would
be patronizing, as well as sadly uneconomic, would be if their labours
were largely wasted because of a final omission. Publishers now forcefully
discourage footnotes: the task of all historians is to circumvent the dis-
couragement, in order to pass on to colleagues the final proof of scholar-
ship, our references to our sources, and it can be done in the way described
above. Come to think of it, this review has almost persuaded me that for
a work I am at present preparing without references I should be doing the
same. ..

University of Liverpool P.E. H. Hair

Tradition in action: the historical evolution of the Greater Man-
chester County by N. J. Frangopulo. E.P. Publishing Ltd., 1977,
xiv + 306 pp. Price £5.95.

On 1 April, a black day for traditionalists, administrative changes
shattered the thousand-year-old pattern of English shires. Two powerful
upstarts, the metropolitan counties of Merseyside and Greater Manchester,
took command of the most densely populated areas of two counties
palatine. They reduced Lancashire and Cheshire to mere remnants of
their former selves. Ever since—and presumably increasingly so as time
goes on—Ilocal historians have had to specify which Lancashire and
Cheshire they are talking about. Before long, we might even have to re-
consider the name of our society.



192 Reviews

Most local historians tend to regard these boundary changes as an un-
necessary nuisance or a confounded complication, but, in his new book
Tradition in Action, N. J. Frangopulo maintains that Greater Manchester
at least is anything but an artificial unit concocted by faceless administra-
tors. It is, he argues, the logical outcome of centuries of slow development.
He reminds us that Roman Mamucium was the hub of half-a-dozen radial
roads, and that medieval Manchester, whether seigniorial borough or villa
mercatoria, served as the market centre for a wide circle of neighbouring
villas and manors. During the Tudor period, the mercers, clothiers and
drapers, who were the first capitalists of the textile industry, used Man-
chester as their commercial headquarters, but for the necessary spinning,
weaving and finishing depended upon domestic workers in such far-away
villages as Atherton, Royton and Ashton-under-Lyne.

By 1600, Manchester, the biggest town in Lancashire, was growing rich
from its expanding trade with the London market, but such merchant
families as the Nugents, Mosleys and Chethams could never have satisfied
London’s increasing appetite for Lancashire cloth without the co-operation
of cottage workers scattered over the whole area now known as Greater
Manchester. Pennine streams, at least a dozen miles north or east of Man-
chester’s warchouses, later supplied the power for the first water-frames,
mules and power looms, and once the steam engine took over the task of
driving textile machinery, industrial centres such as Oldham, Stockport
and Bolton grew rapidly to produce ever-increasing quantities of yarn or
finished cloth for the merchant houses of Manchester. Worsley and the
mining villages to the east of Wigan supplied the necessary coal; Salford,
Patricroft, Rochdale and other places supplemented the swelling stream of
engineering products which flowed from Ancoats. Canals, turnpikes and
eventually railways radiating from Manchester strengthened the ties
between the traditional and natural centre and the towns and villages of
the hinterland. Textile Lancashire and Cheshire was already an economic
and industrial unit.

In the nineteenth century Manchester grew in stature and influence.
Peterloo, the Anti-Corn-Law League and the free-trade policy of the
Manchester School remind us of its growing political importance, but in
politics as in industry the borough of Manchester was the spokesman of the
whole of its area. It also steadily developed as the cultural centre of south-
east Lancashire and north-east Cheshire. Such influential bodies as the
Manchester Literary and Philosophical Society, the Manchester Statistical
Society and the Chetham Society were ‘Greater Manchester’ societies
from their foundation, and throughout the Greater Manchester area, local
brass bands and orchestras recognized the preeminence of the Hallé
Orchestra just as naturally as members of the local cricket teams looked
to Old Trafford for inspiration.

Mr Frangopulo’s argument is persuasive and, seeking virtue in apparent
disaster, a similar historical argument could possibly justify the creation of
the county of Merseyside. Yet there are bound to be a few facts which
militate against so neat a thesis. The farmsteads and cottages of West
Lancashire, for example, produced a substantial share of the linen and
wool cloths sold outside the county in Tudor and Stuart times, and ever
since the invention of power-driven machinery, towns such as Blackburn,
Burnley, Preston and Accrington—all outside the boundaries of Greater
Manchester—have played as big a part in the development of Lanca-
shire’s textile industry as places within the new metropolitan county. Some
towns in Greater Manchester resent the implication that they are satellites
of Manchester. The ‘ancient and loyal’ borough of Wigan has always
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stood aloof from both Manchester and Liverpool, and Bolton and Roch-
dale in particular have ever nurtured a proud and stubborn independence.
Mr Frangopulo acknowledges such characteristics, for in the chapter
entitled ‘Growing in the ways of their own nature’, he gives brief histories
of the ten districts which have combined together to create the new
metropolitan county.

In 1955, Francis A. Bailey, one of the most eminent members of our
Society, died a few days before his first work, 4 History of Southport, was
published. Nicholas Frangopulo was a little more fortunate than that. He
did enjoy the satisfaction and pleasure of seeing this, his most substantial
work, in print, but sadly he died at the end of April 1977, within a month
of the book’s publication.

J. ]. Bagley

Victoria Park Manchester by Maurice Spiers. Manchester,
Chetham Society, 1976, £7.60.

Victoria Park is one of those planned developments of the years after
1836 created to house the new gentry of suburban Manchester. It was part
of a national movement to establish organised and planned suburbs of
quite specific rural character in the midst of what were becoming very
depressing industrial towns. There were similar ventures in places such as
Liverpool, Birmingham, Nottingham and Sheffield and gradually their
development is being charted in detail by local historians so that the
history of urban development in Britain begins to take on a more balanced
aspect as the middle class strand is delineated. It is fascinating, for
example, to read Spier’s account of the early years of Victoria Park and
to turn to Engels account of the same period in Manchester but of a
different class, or indeed to read that of Mrs Gaskell.

Victoria Park was a private estate and it remained so until 1954. It is
still recognisable as physically rather different from the surrounding streets
although its character has long since changed. This book follows its
growth from two points of view: first the way in which the organisation of
the park fitted into the pattern of local government for the city as a
whole. That in itself is a useful insight into the machinery of municipal
management which for the first fifty years at least was particular to Man-
chester. But of equal importance, and probably more fascinating for most
readers, is the way Spiers has traced the changing social pattern of the
Park; how the estate was shaped by merchants who built the first houses,
how they gave place to the professionals and academics and, in time, how
the great houses were eventually institutionalised and the Park ceased to
have a corporate identity. He has traced the original owners and where
they came from, the well known Mancunian characters who lived there
Iate in the nineteenth century and early in this, as well as examining the
role played by Park residents in the management of the Trust. Its decline
was long, slow and inevitable. Spiers shows how its organisation with
private roads and toll gates became an anachronism in the context of
modern Manchester and in a short quotation from Neville Cardus at the
end we have a marvellously colourful personal recollection of the faded
grandeur of a once proud suburb.

University of Liverpool J.N. Tarn




