ECONOMIC CHANGE IN NORTH-EAST
LANCASHIRE, ¢. 16601760

Suzanne Schwarz

During his travels throughout Britain in the third decade of
the eighteenth century, Daniel Defoe developed a strong sense
of the widespread, and often conflicting, impact of economic
change. He described how:

The fate of things gives a new face to things, produces changes in
low life, and innumerable incidents; plants and supplants families,
raises and sinks towns, removes manufactures and trades; great
towns decay and small towns rise; new towns, new palaces, new
seats are built every day; great rivers and good harbours dry up, and
grow useless; again new ports are opened, brooks are made rivers,
small rivers navigable, ports and harbours are made where none
were before, and the like. Several towns, which antiquity speaks of
as considerable, are now lost and swallowed up by the sea, as
Dunwich in Suffolk for one; and others, which antiquity knew
nothing of, are now grown considerable. In a word, new matter
offers to new observation, and they who write next, may perhaps
find as much room for enlarging upon us, as we do upon those that
have gone before.

Defoe’s view of the country indicates that diversification and
development were characteristic features of the economic
structure in the early eighteenth century, trends which are
amply demonstrated in his observations on Lancashire. His
work highlights regional variations in the pace and progress of
economic change, not just along the expected north-south



48 Suzanne Schwarz

divide but also within the confines of a county like
Lancashire.!

In many ways Defoe’s Tour highlights the limitations of
using the aggregate national estimates in Gregory King’s
‘Scheme of the Income and Expense of the Several Families of
England calculated for the year 1688’ to determine the
features of the early modern economy. King’s ‘Scheme’
provides a photographic glimpse of the economy and society
of the whole country and so gives little recognition to the
variations in regional development and change identified by
Defoe. Furthermore, it has been criticized by Lindert and
Williamson for overestimating the importance of agriculture
and underestimating the extent of trade and industry in late
seventeenth-century England and Wales.?

This paper aims to elucidate the extent and nature of
rural industrialization in the late seventeenth and early
eighteenth century through a study of occupational change
in Lancashire. Using evidence derived from the north-
eastern part of the county in the period 1660-1760, it is
based on the belief that a better understanding of the
early modern economy can be achieved through the
accumulation of a representative group of local studies
rather than through the generalized, and seemingly
inaccurate, overview provided by King. A study of the
changing occupational profile of a locality, as in this study of
Blackburn hundred, can ‘throw light on the relative rates of
expansion in agricultural employment, in employment in
traditional types of occupations . . . and in the new industrial
occupations’.’

I D. Defoe, A tour through the whole island of Great Britain, ed. Pat Rogers
(Harmondsworth, 1971), pp. 44, 540-557.

2 P. H. Lindert and J. G. Williamson, ‘Revising England’s social tables,
1688-1812°, Explorations in Economic History, XIX (Oct. 1982),
pp. 385-394, 405-406; cf. Maxine Berg and Pat Hudson,
‘Rehabilitating the industrial revolution’, Econ. H.R. XLV (1992), p. 28.

3 The Cambridge Group has recently highlighted the use of
occupational evidence from a local level as ‘one important method of
tracing the shift from the traditional to the modern world: ‘A new
research initiative: occupational structure in the past’, Local Population
Studies [hereafter L.PS.], XXXVIII (Spring 1987), pp. 6-7.
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This approach is consistent with the trend of recent
historical scholarship, which has stressed the importance of
the continuity of long-term changes in the early modern
economy rather than a myopic focus on the perceived
discontinuities of the last quarter of the eighteenth century.*
It is an approach, however, that is not new in the Lancashire
context. In the early 1930s Wadsworth and Mann
perceptively observed that ‘the general preoccupation with
the mechanical inventions and the factory system have
tended to distort the history of the cotton industry, to
produce a foreshortening of the picture, a too great
sharpening of contrasts.” As early as 1927 G. H. Tupling, in
his now classic study of Rossendale, traced the development
of the domestic woollen industry from the sixteenth to the
nineteenth century. More recently J. T. Swain found that in
Colne chapelry and Pendle Forest in the sixteenth and early
seventeenth century ‘the ability to derive an income, in part
at least, from industry, was of crucial importance for the
well-being of the household economy, well before the
Industrial Revolution’.?

Notwithstanding these important contributions to an
understanding of the county in the early modern period, it
still remains true that far more attention has been paid to the
socio-economic development of nineteenth-century Lanca-
shire. Surprisingly few historians have systematically
examined the economy of the seventeenth- and early
eighteenth-century county, with the consequence that there is
still a great deal of work to be done on the industrial
complexion of the county as a whole. The north-eastern part
of the county, in particular Blackburn hundred, provides an
appropriate focus for further research. Although the area was

4 M. Berg, The age of manufactures, 1700—1820 (Oxford, 1985); Regions and
industries: a perspective on the industrial revolution in Britain, ed. P. Hudson
(Cambridge, 1989).

5 A. P. Wadsworth and J. de L. Mann, The cotton trade and industrial
Lancashire, 1600—1780 (Manchester, 1931), p. 3; G. H. Tupling, The
economic history of Rossendale (C.S. new series, LXXXVI, 1927); J. T.
Swain, Industry before the Industrial Revolution: north-east Lancashire c.
1500-1640 (C.S. 3rd series, XXXII, 1986), p. 208.
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closely associated with the development of factory cotton
spinning in the late eighteenth century, the landscape exhibits
characteristics that in other contexts have been associated
with the spread of early forms of industry.® This study of
occupational change, based principally on occupations
recorded in parish registers, is intended to reveal the pattern
and pace of rural industrialization in the course of the long
eighteenth century.

I

Blackburn hundred covered 174,437 acres and encompassed
the parishes of Blackburn, Whalley, and Chipping in addition
to parts of Mitton and Ribchester. It was bounded to the
north and east by Yorkshire, to the west by the hundreds of
Leyland and Amounderness, and to the south by Salford
hundred (figure 7). The greater part was covered by the
parishes of Whalley and Blackburn, which were divided into a
number of chapelries.”

Past and present commentators seem constantly to
reiterate the less than favourable natural conditions which
obtained in this area of Lancashire. Holt in 1795 outlined
how ‘the north-east part of the county, Blackburn,
Clitheroe, Haslingden etc. is rugged interspersed with many
rivulets, with a thin stratum of upper soil’. Joan Thirsk
refers to north-east Lancashire as an area which ‘consisted
for the most part of Millstone Grit moorlands yielding poor
acid pastures’ and was an area which ‘could be used for
little else but cattle rearing’. Natural conditions in most
parts of north-east Lancashire made arable agriculture a
difficult and uncertain activity, although the lower-lying
western fringe of the hundred showed more potential (figure
8). In many areas of the hundred high rainfall, steep

6 Cf. P. Hudson, ‘Proto-industrialisation: the case of the West
Riding wool textile industry in the 18th and early 19th centuries’,
History Workshop Journal [hereafter H.W.j.], XII (Autumn 1981),
pp: 41—43.

7 V.C.H. Lanes. VI, pp. 235, 349.
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Figure 7 The hundreds of Lancashire

gradients, low temperatures, and a lack of sunshine
combined to minimize the extent of arable activity. Darwen
township in Blackburn parish, for example, was ‘in a bleak
and elevated situation, surrounded with moors, and little
cultivated’. This area of Lancashire was first and foremost a
pastoral region. Aiken described in 1795 how the ‘wetness
of climate is unfortunate to the growth of corn . . . but it is
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serviceable to pasturage and produces an almost perpetual
verdure in the fields’.®

There were few notable centres of population in the mid
seventeenth century, as the market towns of Blackburn,
Clitheroe, Colne, and Padiham had populations ranging
between ¢. 300 and 1,100. The hilly terrain must have
contributed to the comparative isolation of the population and
limited the potential of trading activity. Although Defoe
visited Lancashire in the 1720s and noted the growth of
Liverpool and Manchester, he did not comment on the north-
eastern part of the county, which again emphasizes the small
contribution which the area made to the national economy at
this date.

However, this apparently unpromising agrarian
environment experienced a four-fold population increase
between 1664 and 1801, a rate that far outstripped the
national average.® Using a range of different multipliers to
account for average household size suggests a hearth-tax
population of 20,000-22,000, whereas the 1801 census
enumerated approximately 87,000 people (table 1 and figure
9).10 Aggregative analysis of Whalley parish register and the

8 J. Holt, A general view of the agriculture of Lancashire (London, 1795), p. 8; J.
Thirsk, “The farming regions of England’, The agrarian history of England
and Wales, vol. IV, 1500-1640, ed. J. Thirsk (Cambridge, 1967), p. 81; L.
Dudley Stamp, The land of Britain, vol. IV: Northern England (London,
1941), pp. 53-54; J. Aiken, A description of the country from thirty to forty
miles round Manchester (London, 1795), pp. 17, 273.

9 Wrigley and Schofield indicate that the national population increased
from some 5,067,047 in 1666 to 8,664,490 in 1801, an increase of
71%: E. A. Wrigley and R. S. Schofield, The population history of England,
1541-1871: a reconstruction (London, 1981), table 7.8, pp. 208-209.

10 The tables appear on pp. 84-93. Multiplier of 4.3: T. Arkell,
‘Multiplying factors for estimating population totals from the hearth
tax’, L.RS., XXVIII (Spring 1982), pp. 51-55; multiplier of 4.5 widely
recommended; multiplier of 4.767, very close to Laslett’s 4.75, based
on evidence contained in the Commonwealth Church Survey of 1650
for Padiham chapelry (which includes the inhabitants of Padiham,
Hapton, Simonstone, Higham Booth, and West Close), recording 232
families and 1,106 persons: Lancashire and Cheshire church surveys,
1649-1655, ed. H. Fishwick (R.S.L.C., I, 1879), p. 164; cf. P. Laslett,
‘Size and structure of the household in England over three centuries,
Part I, Population Studies, XXIII (July 1969), p. 211.
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Figure 9 Population change in Blackburn hundred, 16641801
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Economic Change in Lancashire

chapelry register of Great Harwood, combined with
Rickman’s parish register abstracts of 1801, suggests that the
population showed sustained signs of growth from 1730
(figures 10-12).1" Although there is a close parallel between
economic growth and demographic expansion in eighteenth-
century England and Wales, the case of nineteenth-century
Ireland indicates that population expansion is not of necessity
associated with economic vitality. The mechanisms underlying
demographic expansion are outside the scope of this article,
but it is relevant to consider whether there was a close
association between economic diversification and population
growth in north-east Lancashire. In a predominantly pastoral
farming economy, which sustained only a narrow distribution
of wealth in the mid seventeenth century, the scale of
population growth does raise the question of how the
increased numbers derived an income.

There is some comparative evidence available from
Blackburn hundred in the sixteenth and early seventeenth
century which points to the importance of rural industry in
the early modern economy. Swain showed that as a result of
population growth and the subdivision of holdings ‘a large
and growing proportion of the inhabitants of the Colne area
looked to textiles as a means of making a livelihood or as a
source of supplementary income’. Sarah Pearson’s survey of
rural housing in the Pennines suggests that in some areas of
Blackburn hundred textile manufacturing was associated with
a more developed profile of wealth. She correlates the survival
of large numbers of substantial houses in the townships
around Burnley and Colne with wealth generated from by-
employments in the textile industry. In contrast, Swain found
that the Ribble valley chapelries of Downham, Clitheroe, and

11 For Rickman’s data: Wrigley and Schofield, Population history, pp.
597-630; aggregated data for Blackburn hundred: Abstracts of the
answers and returns: parish registers (London, 1801), p. 142. Similar trends
are reflected in the parish register of St Mary’s, Whalley, and the
chapel register of St Lawrence’s (later St Bartholomew’s), Great
Harwood, which was part of Blackburn parish: Lancs. R.O., PR 3-6
(Whalley); The parish register of Great Harwood, 1547—1812, ed. A. Sparke
(L.PR.S., LXXYV, 1937).
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Economic Change in Lancashire 59

Whalley were not much involved in textile production in the
period 15001640, which in his view is explained by the fact
that ‘good arable land and a more labour intensive economy
removed the need for extensive dependence on textile by-
employments’.!? The present study, however, reveals vastly
increased levels of textile employment in a number of these
townships during the eighteenth century. This diversification
into industrial employments could p0551bly be linked to the
failure of work opportunities in agriculture to keep pace with
an expanding population.

It is these townships on the western side of the hundred,
amongst others, that will form the basis of a detailed survey of
occupational change in the period ¢. 1660-1760. With the
exception of Blackburn, these townships have not been the
subject of close scrutiny in the early modern period. The
studies of Tupling, Swain, King, and Pearson concentrated on
the upland pastoral areas in the centre and east of the
hundred, and little attention has been paid to the relatively
low-lying west.!3

111

This study of rural industrialization focuses on fourteen
townships (figure 13). Apart from the market towns of
Blackburn and Clitheroe, all were small rural settlements
between 1660 and 1760. They have a number of other
features in common, although this study reveals that during
the course of the eighteenth century there was an increasing
divergence in patterns of economic activity between townships
in close geographical proximity. Whalley, Read, Wiswell,
Worston, Little Mitton, Chatburn, Downham, Clitheroe, and

12 Swain, Industry before the Industrial Revolution, pp. 129-130, 199; Royal
Commission on the Historical Monuments of England, Rural houses of
the Lancashire Pennines, 1560—1760 (London, 1985), pp. 111-117.

13 Ibid.; Blackburn is referred to extensively in N. Lowe, The Lancashire
textile industry in the sixteenth century (C.S. 3rd series, XX, 1972); W. King,
“The economic and demographic development of Rossendale,
c. 1650-1795" (unpub. Ph.D. thesis, Leicester Univ., 1979).
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Twiston vyield few obvious signs of an industrial heritage. It is
the comparatively unspoilt beauty of the landscape, the remains
of the monastic community at Whalley, and the picturesque
churches of Whalley and Downham which draw the attention
of the visitor, particularly when set against the heavily
industrialized and densely populated towns of Accrington and
Blackburn. Yet a number of these communities by the mid
eighteenth century were heavily involved in the production of
textiles. The signs are not readily visible, as the expansion in
production took place in small houschold units, involving
traditional means of production.

Blackburn, another of the sample townships, was clearly
regarded as a town by contemporaries. In 1750 Pococke
described it as “a town which thrives by the cotton and
woollen manufacture’.!* Given that towns of this period
usually acted as distributive and servicing centres to
manufacturing concentrations in rural settlements, Pococke’s
comment also draws attention to the spread of industrial
activity in the nearby townships.!” Great Harwood and
Billington (lying between Blackburn and Whalley) and Old
and New Accrington (east of Blackburn) are included in the
occupational sample to illuminate the pace of economic
development amongst populations close to this emergent
market centre.

This assessment of economic change is based on the use of
occupational labels which were ascribed to male adults in a
variety of sources: the poll tax of 1660, parish and chapelry
registers, probate wills and inventories, and the census of
1811. Although each of the sources raises particular technical
problems, the survey of occupational change is based on a
fairly straightforward methodology. In the first instance, a
comparison between the occupational data in the poll tax of
1660 and the census of 1811 provides a broad indication of

14 The travels through England of Dr. Richard Pococke, 1, ed. ]. ]J. Cartwright
(Camden Society, new series, XLII, 1888), p. 11.

15 Cf. Leeds: Defoe, Tour, pp. 497-502: for the role of small towns:
P. Corfield, *Small towns, large implications: social and cultural roles of
small towns in eighteenth century England and Wales’, British Journal
Jor Eighteenth Century Studies, X (Autumn 1987), pp. 125-138.
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the major direction of economic change in the sample
townships. The results derived from this exercise are fairly
generalized as far as the timing and form of industrial change
are concerned. Therefore, the long runs of occupational data
contained in parish and chapelry registers are used to assess
whether extensive restructuring was indeed a feature of the
economy in the early decades of the eighteenth century.
Finally, the careful linkage of diverse sources at the township
level can yield some clues to the dynamic of economic change.

Poll tax listings of 1660 provide the starting point: a
photographic still of the economy from which it is possible to
study the occupational structure of twelve of the fourteen
townships in the mid seventeenth century: New Accrington,
Old Accrington, Blackburn, Chatburn, Clitheroe, Downham,
Little Mitton, Read, Twiston, Whalley, Wiswell, and Worston. !

The central importance of agriculture in the mid seventeenth-
century economy is apparent from the occupational data,
particularly if one takes into account the manufacturing and
trading occupations closely allied with agrarian activity.!” If
labourers are included under agriculture in the sample of eleven
townships (excluding Blackburn),'® those directly involved in
working the land account for 213 out of a total of 417 male
heads of household (table 2).

Industry, though, was of vital importance to the economy of
a number of these townships, with recorded levels significantly
higher than Gregory King’s national estimate of 4% for the
proportion of families headed by artisans and craftsmen (60,000
out of 1.3 million heads of families).!” In the group of eleven
townships (excluding Blackburn) for which occupational data

16 PR.O., E 179/250/4.

17  For a discussion of classification systems see M. B. Katz, ‘Occupational
classification in history’, Journal of Interdisciplinary History [hereafter
JALH], I (1973), pp. 63-88.

18 This decision is based on the results of nominal linkage between the
poll tax of 1660 and Whalley parish register. Fifteen of the nineteen
individuals described as labourers in the poll tax for Whalley and
Wiswell townships were described as husbandmen in the register:
Lanes. RO, PR 8.

19 P. E. H. Lindert, ‘English occupations, 1670-1811°, Journal of Economic
History, XL (Dec. 1980), p. 687.
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were provided, the manufacturing and building trades
accounted for 128 of 417 male heads of household (31%),
whilst textile craftsmen alone accounted for 43 of the 417 male
heads of household (10%). In New and Old Accrington, for
example, a fifth of male householders were classified as weavers
or clothiers. Downham and Twiston also demonstrated fairly
high levels of textile activity, with 10 of the 60 male
householders (17%) ascribed to this category.

The reliance on industry in the mid seventeenth century is
significant, as it indicates that the much higher levels of
manufacturing activity in the early nineteenth century were
not achieved suddenly. Combining the data for the same
eleven townships in the 1811 census indicates that only 268
families out of a total of 1,541 (17%) were considered to be
chiefly employed in agriculture (table 3). Another striking area
of change is in the extent of industrial and commercial
activities, which had increased significantly between 1660 and
1811.%0 In 1660 dealing and manufacturing accounted for 129
of the 417 male heads of household (31%), whilst the census of
1811 recorded that 1,117 families out of 1,541 (72%) were
‘chiefly employed in trades, manufactures and handicrafts’.

Blackburn, one of the two sample townships in the sample
exhibiting urban characteristics in this period, shows a similar
pattern of economic change, as the proportionate level of
employment in agriculture was far lower in the early
nineteenth century than in the mid seventeenth. In 1811 only
45 families out of a total of 3,090 (1.4%) were considered to
be chiefly employed in this sector, as compared with 10% of
male householders in 1660 (16 out of 155).2!

Although Blackburn in 1664 had a population lower than the

20 The 1811 census provides figures for the proportion of families employed
predominantly in agriculture or ‘chiefly employed in trade, manufacture
or handicrafts’. There is also the perplexing heading of ‘All other families
not comprised in the two preceding classes’. No information is given as to
which occupations were included in each group.

21 PR.O, E 179/250/4, {ff. 7-12. The level of 10% in 1660 is likely to be
an underestimate, as no occupational data are provided for those male
householders who paid on estates of £5 or more per annum, which
particularly affects the wealthier groups in Blackburn. For this reason
Blackburn is not included with the other eleven townships.
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limit of 2,500 suggested by Corfield as representing an ‘urban
experience’,2? it seems clear that the population was heavily
reliant on non-agrarian occupations. The poll tax returns for the
to\\nshlp listed 155 male heads of household, of whom 87 were
given an occupational description; 28 were described as websters,
accounting for almost a third of those with occupational titles and
18% of all of the male householders in Blackburn township (table
2). Given the complete absence of occupational data relating to
those in the £5 or more per annum section of the returns, this
figure represents a high level of textile activity and indicates the
importance of this occupation in Blackburn’s economy in the mid
seventeenth century. Unfortunately, there is no means of
ascertaining the economic activities of the 68 householders in
Blackburn who were not given an occupational description.

The complete absence of individuals described as clothiers
certainly seems unusual in a market town which has been
identified as an important centre for textile manufacturing and
distribution in the sixteenth, seventeenth, and eighteenth
centuries.?? Thomas Pennant in 1773 indicated that Blackburn
‘Is at present rising into greatness, resulting from the overflow of
manufactures in Manchester’.2* The population has been
estimated at about 5,000 in 1770, which, if correct, points to an
increase of 350% from the mid seventeenth-century level of
¢. 1,100.2 This indicates that although growth was particularly
rapid between 1770 and 1801, the town had undergone a
substantial increase also between 1664 and 1770. It seems from
the evidence of the 1811 census that Blackburn consolidated its
position as a distributive and manufacturing centre during the
eighteenth century, as 2,861 families were then chiefly
employed in these sectors out of a total of 3,090 families (93%).

In short, then, the main characteristic of change identified
between the poll tax of 1660 and the census of 1811 was that
trade and manufacturing replaced agriculture as the main source

22 P. Cortield, The impact of English towns, 1700-1800 (Oxford, 1982),
pp- 2, 6.

23 Lowe, Lancashire textile industry; Wadsworth and Mann, Cotton trade and
indusirial Lancashire.

24 T. Pennant, 4 tour from Downing to Alston Moor (London, 1801), p. 65.

25 Wadsworth and Mann, Cotton trade and industrial Lancashire, p. 311.
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of employment in the townships covered. The precise extent of
the reliance on commerce and manufacturing varied between
townships. Downham, Little Mitton, Read, Twiston, Wiswell,
and Worston, for example, retained an important reliance on
agriculture in the early nineteenth century, but overall this was at
a lower level than in the mid seventeenth century.

Although indicative of the main direction of economic
change during the eighteenth century, this comparison of the
poll tax of 1660 and the census of 1811 does not pinpoint the
timing of change. The shifts identified could have occurred at
a steady pace throughout a century and a half or, alternatively,
in the last two decades of the eighteenth century. As long runs
of occupational data are available for a number of the sample
townships in the parish and chapelry registers of the early and
mid eighteenth century, it is possible to assess the timing and
character of rural industrialization with more precision.
Sampled decade by decade, the results provide a moving
picture of the major areas of change in economic structure.

26 Occupational data are available in parish registers for ten of the fourteen
sample townships. Blackburn, Clitheroe, Little Mitton, and Worston are
excluded from further consideration as there is no substantial source of
data to compare with the poll tax of 1660. The Whalley registers are
exceptional in providing occupational data in both the birth and death
registers between 1653 and 1660 and also in the baptism and burial
registers between 1721 and 1800. The entries mainly relate to the
townships of Whalley, Wiswell, and Read, although a significant number
of entries are for the inhabitants of Billington township, actually in
Blackburn parish. When combined with the surviving registers from
Langho chapelry, the entries in the Whalley register can be used to
construct a picture of economic change in Billington: Lancs. R.O., PR
3-6; PR 2965/1/2 (chapelry registers of Langho, Billington); The registers of
the parish church of Blackburn, part 11, 1655—1680, ed. R. Dickinson (L.PR.S.,
XC, 1953). The registers of Downham provide occupational data between
1721 and 1750 which mainly relate to the townships of Downham,
Chatburn, and Twiston: Register of the parish church of St. Leonard, Downham,
1605-1837, ed. William Bennet Price (L.PR.S., CXVIII, 1979). The
registers of Altham chapelry, which included the townships of Old and
New Accrington, provide occupational details in both the baptism and
burial registers between 1721 and 1730: Lancs. R.O., PR 2819; PR 3060.
Although the chapelry registers of Great Harwood provide occupational
data in the baptism register between ¢. 1730 and 1780, the quality of
recording is comparatively poor: Registers of Great Harwood, ed. Sparke.
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This evidence confirms the impression gained from Defoe’s
Tour that economic change was a feature of the early
eighteenth century. The occupational data from the registers
indicate that Whalley, Billington, Wiswell, Downham,
Chatburn, and New and Old Accrington all had proportion-
ately fewer individuals in agriculture in the early eighteenth
century than in 1660. In a number of the townships a shift
towards manufacturing was apparent in the 1720s which
became more pronounced in the period 1750-70. The
diversification apparent supports Berg’s assertion that we
should look on industrialization as ‘long-term rather than as
short-term and dramatic’.?’

These observations on the timing and character of
industrialization can be clarified by more detailed reference to
three of the townships. A closer focus on Whalley, Billington,
and Great Harwood 1s profitable, as they reveal in some depth
the major features and direction of economic change in north-
east Lancashire in the early and mid eighteenth century. The
shift away from agriculture was clearly defined by the mid
eighteenth century. In Whalley, for example, just over a fifth of
adult males were ascribed agrarian occupations in the baptism
register of 1751-60, which compares with almost half the
adult males a century earlier.? Manufacturing showed a
corresponding increase from just over a third of the adult
male workforce in the death register of 165360 to more than
half in the baptism register of 1761-70 (table 4). In the
adjoining township of Billington entries drawn from the parish
register of Whalley and the chapelry registers of Langho
indicate that the level of manufacturing increased in broadly
similar proportions, from 31% (19 of 61 adult males) in the
death register of 1653-60 to 63% (50 of 79 adult males) in the
baptism register of 176170 (table 5).29

27  Berg, Age of manufactures, p. 17.

28 For a discussion of methodology see E. A. Wrigley, “The changing
occupational structure of Colyton over two centuries’, L.£S. XVIII
(Spring 1977), pp. 9-21; E. J. Buckatzsch, ‘Occupations in the parish
registers of Sheffield, 1655-1719°, Econ. H.R. 2nd series II (1949),
pp. 145-150.

29 Lancs. R.O,, PR 3-6; PR 2965/1/2.
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Similar trends are apparent in the registers of Great
Harwood chapelry, which were used principally by the
inhabitants of Great Harwood and Rishton.*0 Throughout the
period 1731-70 the proportion of entries with a description
relating primarily to agriculture was low. The highest
recorded level was in the decade 1731-40, when twenty-nine
entries related to husbandmen and one to a farmer (15% of
the total of 194 entries). In the decade 1751-60 the
proportion of entries relating to husbandmen and crofters was
low, accounting for 28 of 425 entries (7%).?! The proportion
declined still further. In the decade 1761-70 only 3% of
entries (15 of 480) were ascribed to agriculture. This decline
in agricultural employments accords closely with the evidence
from the townships discussed above. However, in the case of
Great Harwood chapelry it is difficult to quantify the trend
precisely, as it is not clear whether the substantial number of
‘not stated’ entries concealed significant levels of involvement
in agriculture. What the registers do reveal is an expansion in
manufacturing, particularly textiles.

Textile manufacturing expanded rapidly in these townships,
and was the main industrial sector to gain from the
redistribution of the labour force. The precise composition of
the manufacturing group varied between townships, but in
each case textiles assumed a clear importance by the mid
eighteenth century as the number of productive units
expanded in absolute and relative terms. There is some
evidence to suggest that even before this eighteenth-century
expansion, textiles were viewed as an important source of
income and employment on the western side of Blackburn
hundred. A quarter sessions petition of 1667 from ‘some of
the inhabitants within Great Harwood, Billington, Whalley
and Rishton being cloathiers’ raises a number of questions. It
claimed that ‘some of them have come to Preston for the

30 This survey relies on a simple counting of entries for the whole
chapelry, and as such will strongly reflect features of Rishton township,
contiguous with Blackburn: Registers of Great Harnwood, ed. Sparke.

31 Lower still if the term ‘crofter’ was used to describe bleach-field
workers in the linen industry. I am grateful to the anonymous referee
for drawing this to my attention.
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market there with cloath to sell of their and theire servants
makeinge for the space of 50 years and upwards’. No
indication is given of the extent of production in these
townships, although the claim was made that the unspecified
hindrance which was the cause of the petition was making
‘many poor people want work which have been accustomed to
worke and bee imployed in such tradinge’. The petition gives
no indication whether the fourteen individuals who added
their signature or mark were representative of the full extent
of textile activity or just part of it. The document 1s damaged,
so that all fourteen names cannot be deciphered; those that
are legible are not identified by township so that it is not

possible to establish how many clothiers came from each of
the four townships. However, they included Edward Baron
and Richard Dobson, who were described as weavers in the
township of Whalley in the poll tax of 1660.32 The nature of
the petition might suggest a tendency towards exaggeration,
but the evidence would still seem to indicate a significant level
of textile activity in the townships concerned.

In Whalley township the poll tax of 1660, a source nearly
contemporary with the petition, indicates that 6 of the 65
male heads of household were linen weavers and woollen
weavers (9%), a level consistent with the death register of
1653-60, which ascribes 5 of the 70 adult males to textile
manufacture (7%). This number increased to 13 adult males
in the burial register of 1751-60 (13% of 100 male adults), a
figure which had reached 19 in the burial register of 1761-70
(28% of 69 male adults). The importance of textile activity in
Whalley township is confirmed by the comments of Dr
Richard Pococke, who, on a tour of the area around
Blackburn, noted in a letter of June 1751 that Whalley was a
village ‘chiefly supported by farming and spinning woollen
yarn’. Thomas Pennant in 1773 viewed the area around
Whalley and Clitheroe from a high point on Ingleborough
and commented on the ‘rich pastures covered with cattle’.

2  Edward Baron, woollen weaver, and Richard Dobson, linen weaver,
both paid a capitation charge of 64. in 1660: PR.O., E 179/250/4.
33 Lancs. R.O., QSP 298/2.
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