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The first éwo gneratlons of labour historians - Eabl the
Hammonds a ebbs the Coles, Henry Pel Enc
Hobshawm and Edward gson - estabhs ed the
chronology and bibliography of labour history. Above all,
they ot |ts |mportance reco nised, thoufqh the task Is. far
rom coméa ete Th e third ﬂ]eneranon 0 somal hlstonans
ave focussed arrﬁ dy upon e emands which the Indus-
tna Revo ut|on ade on the skilled worker in such studies
Richard Prlces l\/Iasters Unlons and Men, a study of the
bundlng\Ntra e é ), and Charles Moore’s Skill And The
English orklng Iass 1870 1914 (e1981) Another legacy of the
Hammon era has b een the dev Ianment of mterest |n% mall
eo?rap ical areas, such as John stersstu dham,
outh ‘Shields and Northampton. in Class Struggle And The
Industrial Revolution (1974) and Michael Anderson’s study of
Preston, Family. Structure In Nineteenth Century Lancashire
(1971). ‘W th this regional interest has come a considerable
number of papers ang articles on occupational changes in
man trages and localities which had been out of the reach
of the |oneer somal nistorians at the beginning of the
cen urg th the change in emnhams came a change in
methodology. In 1951 th& first really useful Census, for the
ear | 51 became available to historians. Thfs contained
aterial concerning individual occupations, family size,
place of birth and marital status. By comparing the mater|-
als found in sybsequent censuses, 1861 and 1871, 1t Is
Eossmle to identify subtle shifts in 0 cupatlona structure in
Il areas and there test the theories o frade union
%rowth educational deveIogment and po uat|?n growth,
historians, however, have examined the effects’ of the
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most important migration into English towns in the mid-
nineteenth century, the Irish. This 1S either Dbecause
assumptrons about the Irish ‘colonies’ have been so keenly
he 8y scholars eager to trace clafs consciousness before
the 18 0’s, or that a satrs actory explanation ofoccu%atrona
mobility for English settlements ‘after 1840 can
wrthorr( reference to the rmmr%rants who took the BO rest
ettem orashorttr ean who had moved on
hefore te next census could ocate them 1n the same
district ten years later. It Is with_recent studies such as
Jacriuehne Roberts’ book WorkrngI Class Housrng In Nineteenth
Century Manchester, and ﬁ len Lees study, Exiles of
Erin, that the |mportance of the Irish worker has been
recognised. While Lees traces occupational Ratterns of the
Irish” 1n_London, Roberts Is able to focus on one stregt of
some frfty houses identify movements in and out of the
Street th rou% ﬁnsuses rate books, rent books and drrec
tories to, est brs a social history for a small corner of a
ma{or City. The caII for small- scale research IS clear. The

materials” and method o%g are at hand. The questions
% bout mrP érnts and the nglish Iabour market have yet to
e answe satisfactoril

The silk industry of gast Cheshire was reputed to be an
area of stron% uriion soIrdarrtt{ even as early as 1833.2
Furthermore, the propensity of the indusjry to, take children
at a much younger a?e than the cotton factories of Lancas-
hire 15 well”documented. John Wrrﬁht Steward in Brrnslery
and Shatwell’s Silk Mjli reported that this very early start
f?r children, often at five or SIX ear? of age, produried an

alarming number of cripples [ater’ in rfe I one small area
of the town there were sixty three crer es, He reported, ‘the
degradatron of the workpeople baffles aII description: fre

uently, have two of my sisters been ob ag%d t% e assr te

fo the factory and home aqarn untr they coul

Ionger being_total 3/ crrpp |n t el egs 3T e arents of
the town qUite, propably” evaded the law concerfing child
labour by grvrn ase ages4 How  far this affected the
ennumerdtion of the census forms. is hard to say. Some
Parentr};] would be unwrllrng to admit }o a crvrl servant Ihﬁ
heir ¢hild was under age t0 work In a tactory, but this might
be mrsrudqrng the pafents.h On the othef hand, without
extremeély. Tedious work tracing the hirth certrfrca%es for all
children“in Macclesfield in 1851 there are only the census
forms to go hy. In fact, the census for Macclesfield appears
extremely” reliable, in that there are no double entries, few
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errors and seemingly very careful counting marks made by
the ennumerator.” "In any case, many children were
employed domestically and therefore not under the Factory
Commtssmneri gurtsdtctton Families in Macclesfteld n thg
mlddle of the_ last century came from all over En? and, an
from %nspecmed localities for the most part in Irefand
Che ey the nrt]ost t|rnterestt|ng faecattutrea{;or%ceernmrgetmee East
shi ustry Is It ex
mf ux of a?read% skt?leg Irish ?abour Other dISPrIC'[S such as
|verPoo |gDam and London found Irish workers
unskilled for any S] Man¥ were willing_to take anythlnF to
keep them from’starving. The Report On: The State of The [rish
Poor in_Great Britain (L836), which is one of the most
Impressive essa%s In somology among the Blue Books of the
1830s came to this conclusior:

e Irish emigration jnto Britain is x of a less civilise
The Irish fi to Brit fal ilised
populatlon spr ading themselves, as a |n u stratum eneath a
mare civil |%e communltg/ and, wijthout exce mg in an branch of
ingustry obtaining posséssion of the lowest departments of manual
aho

? effect of the decline of the Irish textile industry in the
early years of th e ntnet enth century Wa?] to send reat
Britain a swarm of handloom weavers. The Irish hand oom
Weavers comprlsed a considerable proportign of the burden
of pauperism in Manchester at the end of the Napoleonic
wars, and their numbers throughout the ‘manufacturin
districts increased durmg the foll wmg twent years Fro
Dublin there was a conSiderable movément of Silk weavers
Into Macclesfteld and Congleton. After 1826 the movement
was stimulated bfy nEUb“c subscri ttons Similar flnanmal
encouragement of migration occurred also  at Cork a
Limerick.7 Such a situation seem? to floyrish in the 5|Ik
towns until 1840, when high taritfs abroad made English
SI s t00 exgenswe to compete and the mdustr){ began to
decline. In Congleton there had been 28 silk mills in” 1819
but b¥ 1882 there were 12, Weavers were reqularly without
work Tor six_ months at a time.8 They, among”other workers,
were |east likely to change occupations. The Report On The
Silk Trade 1n 1832 recorded the fear of one weaver In
Macclesfield, ‘our hands would be in that state (if we
b?ﬁa@e labourers) that we should not be able to handle

Si
Contemporary accounts over the causes for the decline, of
weaving were tontradictory. In 1835 Andrew Ure in his
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Philosgphy of Manuacture suggested that the strong trades
untonisni in the town caused restrictions on labour and
to the, weavers pricing themselves out of the_market.10 T hIS
VIEW I supFored by the minutes of the Trades Councll
resoorte In" the Macclesfield Courier and Herald throu hout the
Throughout _the  1840s the weavers ha shown
considerahle solldarlty in_combining to demand h%h
Wa%es Thts Ied 0 t € Wages a%reement of 1849 after weeks
f tnk% which the mlnlmu rates, for piece work were
established throu?hout the-silk _districts, = The manufac-
turers’ representatives on the Trades Coupcil constantly
remarked ‘how the_ industry coyld scarceh{ afford such waﬁ
settlements at a t|me when silk was not commanding the
same price abroad as It was ten years earlier,22 Another
account of the stagnatlon in the Chéshire sik industry came
from the first-nand experience of A.B. Reach in 1849 whose
peregrinations throughout the textllg districts for the Morn-
ing Chronicle newspaper were reporte

What s the caus% of the stagnation of the trade in Macclesfield?’ Well,

| heard saa/t at they Were cdused by over production. More oo?s were
being made nor people wanted. Then the master couldn’f sell what
ney ad on ergpt&e shelves, and of course, they didn’t want for more, so
the“looms sto e. |t was a necessity. 13

Qne feature which affected the silk weavers in the towns
ofCongIeton and Macclesfield was the introduction in 1833
oft eJac uard Ioom It made possible the intricate weaving

%tres and patterns an maE the ‘fashion’ trﬁdg
acc ssiple to those  previously semi-skilled weavers who ha
taken In only the coarsest silks, 14 Reach indicates that the
specialist work prevmusg one In the towns was now being
carried out by ‘the weavers living in the remote countr
districts’.5 It7is clear to see that'the technological innov-
ations in the silk mills were a mixed blessing. While the
demand for stt)emal patterns andJ)tctures in silk was high
the silk operatives Were contented. Reach re 8 |ed that J
the height of trade a silk weaver on aJ acqua 00m cou
earn 35. a week, a labourer in the silk mil 520#] a week and
a female throwster u to 9|\ a week On the other hand, the
weaver was emp fy when trade was good. Often
hands were laid of for months at a time, and <o the 3%. a
week on average turned out at 10s. to 11!] ‘a week throughout
the year.l/ Moreover, it seems that the Sl|k trades “were
thosé most ﬁrone to debilitation 1 the old. It has already
been seen how early child employment for long hours
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caused dreadftrl rn#]rrres As the weaver 1gnrew older he
became less able to anr uIate the threads. etrme it took
him to weave arpoun of sr ecame Ion%er and onﬂer Old
age was to be resented in the silk towns of the nineteenth
century The problems of old age entered the folk tradition
of the” district in such songs "as ‘The Macclesfield Silk
Weaver’s Death’.

F'r e’en wayvers are woven in life’s mystic loom

Are worn trI thi threadbare, then megt the common doom
Fa nowt that is woven keeps a’ of a piece

Yea, a thing’s like Jacob, 1" course 0" time, cease.B

E/}/ far the hr%rest number of families applying for reIref at
acclesfield Workhouse n_th ? 18505 Were weavers, despite
the fact a relief fund, Injtially estab ished to supJJort a
striking weaver at a minimum_ of 5\ a week een
extended to help superannuated. weavers in the 1850s.
seems that there was some disagreement over whether
domestic handloom weavers, who comprised those, weavers
In the outyrnB districts round Congleton and the Irish
weavers from Dublin, should receive Such assistance, 19 |t is
mterestrnq to note that the silk operatives of Macclesfield
and Congleton in the 1860°s sent considerable funds to their
Lancashire _counterparts to relieve the effﬁcts of the
depressron in trade caused Dby the Lancashire Cotton
Famine,0) Whatever the caus%s of the decling in the silk
trade, Its effects were very obvious. Macclesfield, In Erar-
trcular experienced a considerable decline in poFuIa,ron
from 400 0 to 36,000 between 1851 and 1861, Agp cations
for outdoor relief were increased from 115 to 257 over the
same period, Looms stood idle, factories closed and hard
times énsued.2l

The status of the Irish in the thns of Congleton and
Macclesfield during these times of fluctyating trade can be
guessed at with the reports in the local press about Irish
workers, Catholic {)ractrceﬁ and the a sorPtron of the Irish
info the community.2 Throughout_t gron there had
been an uneasy peace between~the English and |rish work-
ers. While the skilled English artisan™ did not Irke to feel
competition from the Irish immigrant, in times of distress
the Trish were often blamed for “lowering wages, brrn%mg
diseases, and in one case, for commrttrn? more mFr er
than the English!3 When 'the Royal Procfamation of June
1%392 restricted Catholic pre(cessrons in the streets, a serreé

Irish disturbances broke out in the Stockport an
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Macclesfield districts.24 From the newsPa er
time 1t 15 obvious that the riots were the result
antagonism between the English and Irish
competition for jobs,

The population of Edward and John Street, and that dense district
became mixed up In the teud for it ought not to be,dls?msed that for a
consideraple p?rlod the Irish. have entered so seriousfy Into competi-
tion for cheap labour In the silk and cotton mills that the English have
Hegun to view them with the strongest feelings of jealousy - if not of
Isapprobation. *

How long such feelings existed is difficult to estimate with
such scafit newspaper coverage after the issue. However, In
Macclesfield, the Irish weavers met reqularly after 1852 in
order to maintain their ecopomic and cultural in e?e_n-
dence.26 It would be fascmatln(I; to know the exact details
which gave rise to this statemen

r$ orI of the
0 (Ero ongued
workers “over

Resolution of the Irish Weavers in Macclesfield _

We consider it imperative for the weavers |n Dublin to adopt their mo%t
likely means of restormﬁ the whole silk branches there, as %uc

restoration_Is at the present time most urgentl re%uwed and that there
IS no Fossmle chance of restormq such branches éid,optm unreser-
vedly the Customs and usages of the trade as practised in"England. . r1

The Dublin weavers blamed the invidious prﬁctlses of the
_Eragllsh manufacturers tor the decline In"the Irish silk
In ustr%._lt seems that considerable pressure was put upon
the Dublin weavers at home to accePt lower wages.in order
to preserve  the mdustr% there, It was met” with [ittle
enthusiasm in_Ireland. The Dublin weavers, if they had not
emigrated to Engiland, remained an mcreasmgly Impaveris-
hed ?roup, unable to change occupations and ‘unwjlling to
ta f ower wages.28 The Dublin weavers |n Maﬁclesfleld %d
a slightly difterent occuP_atlonaI pattern from the rest of the
Irish. Most were domestic weavers who took ‘outwork” from
the Iarqer mills, and so did _not have the same contact with
the factory sgstem,_ apprenticeships,_or the trade council n
the town. Table 1illustrates the Qifferentjobs the Irish had
In Macclesfield, _ _

Dublin Irish families e,neraII,Y did not, in 1851, have
workers in indystries outside sitk. There are no. tailors, no
agents, none of the occupations. which other Irish workers
were adopting as the%,ml rated. into the town. Furthermore
be,caus% the Ipla_ce of hirth”of Irish famI|I6f_ was_not recoded
with the precision 1t was in the earlier Census, 1t is
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TABLE 1 Occupations of Irish heads of houses in Macclesfieldfrom
the Census enumerator’s returns of 1851 and 1861

Occupations Dublin Irish ~ Non-Dublin Irish  Irish |n 1861
e In 1851 in 1851 ([oczﬂ }/]
ated m Census)

Weaver 27 39 49
Labourer 20 26
Agric. Labourer % 46
Tallor
vagrant/widow/ 1 2
Housekeeper
S|IkW|nd r
|ecer
%/er
Eordwamer [Shoemaker
Railway Labourer

Painter

Baker

Cap, maker

Coal dealer

Cotton Winder

Grocer

Hawker

Muilman

Nailmaker

Trunk Maker

\Sl\lood Eu,rlner
ugar Boiler

SP?nner 1(doubler)
Ik operative

Servant

sem stress

opkeeper

Knltter

Nurse

QOstler

Rag and Bone Dealer

Reed maker

Shirt Maker

Trimmer

N CON BH~OTIO™

esig-

—_=
Do

impossible to illustrate how much recourfe the Dublin
weavers had to occupations such as agricultural labourer,
and Iod?mg -house keepers which were” the growth gccup-
atlons ot the Irish after 1851 The place of birth of Irish
£m| ies were recorded in the following way. In most census
istricts where there were Irish families” residing in 1851
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there were Dublin-born Irish recorded. This would squ_est
that the enumerators were consistent about r%cordlnr%; fish
who came from the capital. But, if there had been ofily one
or two cepsus districts in which Dublin-born Irish “were
recorded then the census would have conflicted with the
evidence of newspapers that there were upwards of 30
Dublip weavers” households n the town in 1850, suggesting
that the_enumeratign was Iipconsistent and therefore. unreli-
able. The 1861 Census, however, appears inconsistent.d)
It Table 1 re_ﬁresents an accurate _glc ure of occupations
open to Dublin-born Irish, then it is plain to see that the
vicissitudes in the silk industry would most keenly be felt by
them. Hence, the reason f%r the Dulin weavers meetmgs
throughout the 1850's. Further pafterns emerge when one
examines the ‘scholar’ registrafion flqures or the Irish
co_mmumtz, the occupations of their children and the speed
with which they were absorbed into the communities.

The size of the Irish co_mmunltles_lnCon%Ieton ang
Macclesfield 1s crucial If one is to examine suc _ﬁrocesses of
absorption and occupational mobility. Table 1 indicates th
jobs of Irish-born heads of houses, but does not give details
of complete occulpatlons b){ all Irish families, or families
with one Irish servant, an Trish wife or relative, In Lowe’s
study of the Irish in_nineteenth-century Lancashire, he has
IndiCated that the Irish community might be up to half as
large a?aln than _the number “of IFish-born heads . of
nhouseholds.dl In Congleton there were 65 lrish families
three of which came ffom Dublin and were each concerned
with the ribbon weaving trade.

TABLE 2 The size of the Irish community in Congleton, 1851.

People who WF_re, Irlsh,-t%orn_ . 253
English-born living with Irish families 53
En |I¥h-b%m withTrish servants, lodgers 12
size of Irish community 318

The Irish community in Co,n?Ieton was26%  larger than
those Irish-born. In Macclestield the figure is shghtlg/ Iar%er,
32% hlgher than_ Irish-born in 1851 and 46% i 1861. The
reason for the hlgfher rOﬁ)orflon of non-lrish in the Irish
community js.owing to the larger number of shopkeepers
who were ‘willing to employ an [Tish female servant, and' the
several lodging-houses k_eﬁt by English-born heads of
households Who took in Irish lodgers.
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FIG. 1 Irish Families in Macclesfield and in Congleton in 1851
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The size of the En?hsh populatron in the Irish
cotmmunrt | the number 0 Irrs atn I gnrsh marrrarlres and
rateable value of property where the Irish communily lived
can mr?rcate the s%ee% nyrth which the Irish were absorbed
Info the community. This Is |mRortant It trends, of occup-
ational development are to be thrown into relief, to know
whether the absence of the Irish rn certarn occupational
groups mdrcirtes a monopoly hed # locally-horn w?rkers
nd a unwillingness to "aamit [risH men, or merely an
indifference on the part of the Irish to those occupations.3
In several studies " already carried out on occupational
mobr rtay the geographical focation of the Irish communities
? ed. a signi fant role, As urban devel voment tQok
place, artrculary after the 1855 Working Man’s Housing
Act, which made it easier for working men’s houses to he

built, ¢ rt%r 5 %aves orew up n towns and cities which
were |n Ite g Par icular occu ational grouPsM The
most famous is thé classic slum of the Victoridn clty, or the
middle-class developments on the fringes. of the industrial
zones in such cities as Manchester and Liverpool. The silk
towns of, East. Cheshire too experjenced these spatral
changes in which location of factories densrg P rt) ul-
ation, rateable value of property and a host of other factors
must be taken into account.

FrIqure 1 shows the population densrt%/ of Irrsh born
famifes in 1851 In Macclesfre]ld angd Con eton. In the th ree
areas most Inhabited Irish |n Macc esfreld
rmmrgrantg made up between 15% and 209 o of the p

ation.” In districts {0 the north ana south of the town t ere
were no Irish families at al|. In Congleton, the lrish district
was located in the centre of the town; with large areas to the
south an? the district of B %Iawton with scarcely an}/ Irish
at all. Closer analysis of the census districts indicate that
the Irish populatign was not evenly distributed throughout
the area, but tended to live in smaller areas or ‘cojonies’.
Recent research into nineteenth century Merseyside by
Richard [awton frd .G. Pooley has indicated 'a meth
odology for small scale analysis” from census data
varjety of influences on an enumeration district, whrc mag/
include the proportion of |rish, the percentage of sc olar
desrqnated in the, census, the subtleties ofthe rateab e value
of streets and Irkelrhood of Irish famrres rvrn% next to

English, provide a ‘grid” for comparison between rstrrcts%
In “Macclesfield, the” Jowest rates in the town were
Wood Street, a notorious slum locality since the 18 0337 It



Irish in the Silk Industry 109
MAP 1 Census District 3 Macclesfield

MAP 2 Contrasting home environments in Macclesfield Census District 3

Crown copyright reserved
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ﬁald the lowest amount to the poor rate, and made the
ighest claims for relief. Furthermore, 1 1851 it had more
Irish Tiving In it than any other street in the town. Wood
Street was ﬁart of census district 3, a dlstrlct made uP
ar ey of s Keepers an tradesmen on the main th o
th arr]e of th town38 betWOOdthS”eet arleﬂali/v%? re{ae eh
rough a small alleyway hetween the main Mill Street wi
Its ngps and the grr istrict of Plckford street W|th Its sﬁk
works * (see maPs 1 and 2), In Caongleton, gireatest
proportion of Irish were o be found |n census dis rlct
mostly in Water Street with 11 lrish families. In Maccles-
field, "Wood ?treet had been the home of large pumbers of
Agncultural anourers, mostsy IodFers In Congleton there
were as many silk_ operatives as labourers in district 3. It
RPears that the Irish weavers s? arated themselves %;eogra

call% from the lrish agrlcu ural labourers. This Was
elt er because Weavers wee able to afford slightly higher
rated ropert)(]t an the newly arrived itinerant™Irish in" the
fown, who Inhabited the Iodglng houses in Wood Street or
because there was a strong eirarchy of labour existing as
much among the Irish s among their. English _ count-
erparts.d Table 3 sets out th e anaIy5|s o dlstrlct 3 |n
Macclesfield and_djstrict 3 on leton, nErO lem o
rate-pook analysis for such Pur oses as th e co parlson of
districts can only be acknowledged. The figures here repre-
sent ag%regatets of the r(ateable vaIue exCept_where_such
wide ranges of rates paid, as in Congleton’s Canal Street,
merit complete |ncIu5|on in the ‘grid’.

TABLE 3.
Variations between streets in Macclesfield census district 3, 1851, hy
selected variables.

Street Rzﬁteable Irist\_ Irish working Irish children En%llsh
families rking*
scholars at a

) ) i y 0: sk:se: La
rimmer
%5'5.32 275£2 weaver 1 0 11553 11
Wood St £1.10 4 ik 0@ 8 0 2 114 18
(pop=178) ag la 3
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Street Rateable Irish.Irish working Irish children Enl%llsh
value families
scholars at
wor
0; sk; se; La
Park Green Jtl.I0even 16 weaver 9 2 770U 1
(P°p=87) £2. 0dd silk op. 10
ag lab.
tailor 2 0 13380
Etxchange £3 Ilkop ]
MarketPI £4 9 9B3B 0
(pop = 9§)
Variations between streets in Congleton census district 3, 1851, hy
selected variables.
Cana_lz%to 96-12_‘65?95 lhaobuos%Lerr % 0 42 6 4
Pop= gHSBE:EG hawker 1
nallmaker 1
CoIe_I-1Ii2II8 £3 Laobuos%err % 03 91910
Pop-= hawker 3
nallmaker 0
Watghszt. £2 Ia ourer 20 22116
Pop= %ousler
hawker
Mood £3 Iabourer % 22 9
pgg.%% dressﬁwakr 1
housekpr 1

*The abbreviations for English workers: 0 = overseer; sk — skilled; se —
semi-skilled; la = labouring.

The Epglish workmg fl%ure mmgly represents  the occu?
ations of the heads 0uses %Jt is” useful in_order
facilitate a ‘social mgiex score’ for an area. This | f

numerical score arrived at by allocating skilled, semi-skilled
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and Iabourm famllles a numerlcal value and then dividing
the (? duct \% the n%rp er of amllhes in th% street, The
met 0 oI as est ed In such researc as D|xons
stuy of nlneteenth century  Preston and Frank Cass’s
‘Census and Social Structuré’4l The SO?Ia| index f re for
}lel)od Street in Macclesfield in 1851 would be established as
ollows:

TABLE 4 The social index score for Wood St.,
Macclesfield, 1851

sacio-economic grou numerical  number of

tpe of work rop value households
oVerseer SEG 1 6 0
rofessional

ana?enall SEG 1 5 0
manutacturer
overseer/ SEG 111a 4 0

manager
. T T
semi-skille
nskiled REehY i 1

Bl){ mulélpl ing, the household scores by the values
rib Y them, the
ﬁouse olds, a sim rﬂe numt?er |§V<IJ ta?negywhpch can be used
for purposes of comparlson

Social index score = (1x3)+ (2x2) + (48x 1)
Number of households = 71

- %
1

= 13

A score of 4 and over |nd|cates that an area consists mainly
of housenolds from SEC 1 (professional). SEG 11 (managé-
rial) .and SEG 111a (overseer); it would be a middle class
dlstrlct Somal index scores of below 3 mean ;t)rogresswel
wor mgcass |str|cts Hence, Wood Street, with & score ¢f
was a heavily working class location. Water Street |n
ongleton gives a similarly working-class figure of L5,
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one roug of Irrsh lived in an area of Enﬂ]lrsh workers with
clal index score then, on contemporary evidence,

rt rs unIrker that the Irish were of a lower socio-economic
group As 4 first-hand account The Irish in Manchester, by one
iof them 1860), suggested: ‘Find an Irrshman among an
excu ve Envcilrsh drstrrct and 10 to 1 he’s prosPerous
str et, Macc esfred srnce it was a ‘colony’ within an

are with a much a er social index score from English
tra esmen and shopkeepers, was the exception to" the

s

?N Street appears to have been the first stop, so fo
speak for the neF\)rrPIy arrived_Irish who couI3 ?p tain
work on. the farms nearby. SkrIIed weavers were eneraIIy
absent in the district, and it would appear that tese
workers on |rst arrrvrnul In the town would Iodgf with
tfamilies, which were heaVily engaged In, weaving reay
The majority of Dublin weavers livéd in district 10°'with 16%
Irish. i the skilled and semj-skilled occuEatrons and In
district 12 with 3% Irish, all skilled warkers in* the silk
Industry. In districts wrth low numbers of Dublin weavers,
there were lrish eng 3 ged In trade? outside _the silk mills
Most districts  had™ _Irish  tailors,  nailmakers —and
cordwarners and thi %ht be the first indication that the
non-Dublin Irish had access to semi-skilled jobs outside the.
mills because they were not culturally “bound to the
economic system at home as the Dublin weavers were.&2
Table 515 an attemﬁt to condense the frndrn s of Table 1, in
order to illustrate the mobrlrty achieved by ‘the Jrish popul-
ation hetween 1851 and 1861. AIthouPh statrstrcal data such
as that on Table 5 blurs the subtle es obtained ?rrd
analysis, it does reveal an overall trend amongst t e [rish
towards semi-.and unskilled occupational grotps. This Is
most likely owing to the slump in the silk trade rn the early
18605 arfd the ‘migration info the town of textile workers
from the Lancashrre cotton faming. Much evidence su%gests
that workers, especially the semi-skilled operatives in”one
textile such as cotton ‘or wool would attempt to ‘transfer
trade’ to anothey textile in hard fimes.43 The most skilled in
therr trade would be the Ileast likely to abandon rt and the
|east likel 8 to be able to ‘transfer sKills’, Hence, the trend of
impoverished weavers and an influx of semi-skilled opera-
trves in the town.
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TABLE 5 Occupations of Irish heads-of-household in Macclesfield
from the 1851 and 1861 Census returns, by socio-economic groupings.

S0Cio-economic group N= 74 N= 1%

% Irish heads % Irish heads
in 1851 in 1861
SEG 1 (professional 0 0
SEG 11 ( nageria 0 0
SEG 1113 overseersho keeper) 3 2
gEg %&1b sk|Md worker) . 6%0 10 -
SEG V (Stos il Jhépounng 14 RY)

most convenient comparison for disgrict 3 in Maccles-
IS district . 1 which lay to the north ofthe Market Place
on the main thoroughf re, The somal |n ex s%ore is 2.5
social index for the Irish = 1 Here, there Were
more Irish_ servants fo English ho useh? ds, and more Eng-
men with Irish wives, a significant factor when assessing
e absorption of one ?roup info the community. Fuj-
thermore, ‘it ap ears tha the children of Irish workers |n
district lwere % ually i e)B to qam employment In the silk
trage as the children”of Dublin Trish in districts 10 and_12,
and the children of%;rlcuItHra labourers in dlstrlct 3, The
greatest contrasts come In the occupations of Irish children
whose parents were not employed in the silk mills. These
occur in .most enumeration districts throughout the town.
The children of the nailmaker retained their fathers” occup-
ation in 1851, as did the bakers’ children, the milksellers’
the mat-makers’ and the shoemakers’. A simple index of
occupational mobility can be established in Tabfe 6.
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TABLE 6 Mobility of Irish first-born sons in Macclesfield, 1851

father$ S.E.G. first-born sons  Number
m Si%’G' mowng

[
P W b )
V [V 7
down [1Ib \% 3
IV V 1

no change 54
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TABLE 7 Mobility of Irish first-born sons in Congleton, 1851

fathers S.E.G. first born sons  number
SEG moving
up I\\// Ii—lvb 40
down [1b V 1
no change 16

In both Congleton and Macclesfield there were several
families with nio sons, and families with sops but a widowed
mother and no father’s occupation which have not been
Included n Tables 6 and 7. Perhaps the most significant
factors for the iInvestigation of Irish absorption into the
community are the predominance of Irisn. and En?I_lsh
mar_rl_a%e?_ on the one hand, and the likelihood of Trish
familieS living next tg En,g Ish. The techniques were well
used by John” Foster in_his Class Struggle And Thi' Industrial
Revolution when examlnlngi the emergence of workin -clas?
%onsm%usness among the Tabouring population in indUstria
owns.

TABLE 8 The incidence of English and Irish intermarriage in
Macclesfield in 1851 and 1861 from™ the census returns.

Inci%ence. I 1851 1861
[rishmen with Irish wives, _ _ 04%  68%
Irish men with English wives outsideMacclesfield 20%  14%
Irish. men with Macclestigld-born wives 4% 7%
English men with Irish wives 2% 11%

NB Thefiguresfor English_ men with Irish wives is counted as part of the whole
number ofmixed marriages, i.e. 2% I 1851 ofall mixed marriages, and not 2% of
English marriages.

The trend in Table 8 is.a subtle one, but clear enough, Irish
men in 1861 were as Ilkelr as in 1851 to have married an
Irish woman, but less likely to have married a locally-bom
woman. On the other hand; English men in 1861 had”found
Irish wives more readily. What these figures appear to
llustrate_is that |rish men were not absorbed 'into the
community throu_gh Kinship bonds, but were accepted into
the locality provided they did not_reloresent a threat to the
labour market. Thjs could partially. explain why most
Dublin Irish, with, incidentally, exclusively Dublin wives in
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Macclesfreld lived in two or three drstrrcts Cultural
dentity nd economrc securrt %t have been strong
co esrve actors in a foreign and [rish families with acces
é?bs outside the silk mrIIs seem to have been those most
likely to have had a mixed marriage.

TABLE 9 Proximity ofEnglish and |rishfamilies.in Macclesfield and
Congleton in high and low density Irish communities, 1851,

proximity Macclesfield Congleton
1census %rstrrcts 6ensus |str|ctsg
Iow density; (high density; (low density; (high densit
2% Irshy %AJ Irrshy 2% Irrshy 9 Irersh Y
e Whlhh Cnglish 45% 16% 52% 5%
”ISh t{H? lrSEn st 372/ 28; 460/0 702/
our ,
Irrsh \gvrth 2 Irish : : : :
neighbours 18% 59% 2% 25%

Foster’s second method for examrnrnq absorption . of
groups .into a locality was by examining the geograp hrcal
R/roxrmrt y of Irigh t? Eng Ish Tamilies.& Recent research \x
ars en. into_Bootle In” the last century has shown ho
families  in drfferranr socio-economic groups reacted to agen-
cles such as education, the church, and even to beerholses
and nns.4 For the ur 0se of this research, two factors
most vulnerflbe tonPO u?tron change have been examined:
geo%rap ical proxi |t¥ English a d Irish and the access
which the rrsh had 0 ed ucatrona provision. Both_factors
are read Ihr/ 1solated from the census returns, ang Table
shows ho |str|cts with the hreher propartion of Irish an
which tended to engender isolated 1rish ‘colonies’ were the
Ieast likely to produce English and Irish proximity. In
Congleton; where the Irish” represented a_much smaller
Ero ortron of the] total work force, the proxrmrt fi ures of
nglish and nerghbours appear much higher n
Macclesfield. In areas of low Irish populatrons much hrgher
English-Irish proximity figures are produced, especially i
Congleton dis rrct 0. Here, the Irish Were mostly labourers
of one_ kind and- another, living in cheaply rated property.
Most interesting Is the fact that En%hsh Iabourers had_not
differentiated t emse ves geo%ap jcal y in Conﬁ eton from
the Irish, as th acclesfield. Furthermore, it
appears that Iris weavers in both Macclesfield and Con-
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r[rhleton had a dreater chance of having Eng ish ner%hbours in
e low density districts (1 in Macclesfield and
?Ieton ) than |n the h([]h ensity districts. If this is the case

(p hout the textife  districts, then groups were not
divided so much over occupational opportuntres Perhaps
what emer%es is that both Irjsh and Engrlrs skrIIed wor ers
were unite agarnst econgmic threats. The Irrsh abourers
In Macclesfield’s Wood Street were as |so lated from the
English and lyish weavers as terr Eng counterparts
Hence, generalrsed statements r){] historians such
Hobshawm about the Irish sette ents do not entrreI hoId
good In the silk mdustry; ‘[The Irish] wages were Iow rt an
anyone else’s, they lived in the wors slums and the E E

and Sots despised them  as semi-barbarians,
ough e wages problem is an_ extremely difficult one and
be ond the scale .0f this paper, it is evident that the Irish did
en(era live In the wors% slums |ftheK were skilled.or
semrs proximity of many of them to English
workers In srmr ar occupatrons suggests that they, were” not
‘despised’ unleiss they were unskr |8d, recently arrived in the
towns or %arn em\B gment as an agrrcultp]ra
labourer, W er the Irish werg any more barbaric than
the EngIrsh |s drffrcult to estimate.

However, we can illustrate the recourse that Irish parents
had to education in the, last century. The censuses after
1851 Indicate whether children attended schogl or not, and
nycomparrng the “scholar’ percentages for different groups
In the. commupity, some measure” of the Importa ce of
educatron can, be esta lish ed 48 Much rproneerrng work
be done usrng similar techpigues o Lon (pn fore the

Elementary Education Act of 1870, by David Ru enstern
Most mterestrng are the conclusions he dr%ws about te
significance of education for upwardly mobile group
communrtres49Wh|Ie Roach can su%gest that examinations
became a prereqursrte for u war mo rrty In certarn
emergent occupafions such clerk secrefary, the
Importance of eIementary schooIranr for the skilled' and
semi-skilled groups is by no means clear.5) Again, srmplrstrc
notions about education and the industrial ' revolution
prolrfera%e and hinder a complete understandrng of the
elationship between_community and industry bgfore fhe
1870 Edp]catron Act.3 Roderick and Stephens “in Screntrfrc
and Technical Education In Nipeteenth- Centurg ngland’
explain, After 1851 ... increasing attention was grven t0
education ... the Interdependence of education and indus-
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ry aét the economlc implications of educaflonal olicies,
ome G.DH. Cole In the 1 ooked and¥
on the d ev o ment of education. ‘Between 1851 and
State grants for education in England and Wales rose from
£150,000 to £813,000 the |mprovement of educational
standards was more than maintained’ 53 and exp ressed the
classic view, that a? the industrial revo ution ro ressed,
did the growth ot elementary education, cent sfud |es
have queStioned this simple reciprocal relatlonshlp Webb
in 1950 looked at subtle changes In literacy. rates for large
areas of the population and focussed. the historian’s atten-
t| n on small areas, using such materials as the avallab|h¥1
newspapers, Mechanics Institutes and reading rooms
W Marsden has suggested that the districts most™in need of
educational E)rowslon were those most militated against by
government legislation.% After 1861 schools had to pass af
examination In qrder to obtaln a_grant. Often the ‘school
with the most itinerant population, the least motivate
parents and the hardgst areas to enli hten were unable to
earn the grant o esperateg neee to majntain  the
teacher and his resources. W Ste ens has shown how
educational provision was_dependent on many factors
during the industrial revolution, not least those made by the
changing demands upon the workforce of the textile indus-

In Macglesfield |n 1818 a survey shows that there was 1
full-time day school and there were 3 Sunday schools.5/ B
1851 there were 9 schools with an average of 615 children in
attendanc At the same time, there ‘were small ‘Dame’
schools which remain unregistered for the most part except
for the few which existed at the times of the censuses, and
there had been for many years a ‘Useful Knowledge Society’
In the town. It Was mostly. for adults and the attendance
flgures show th at the m%orlty of mempers were from skilled
trades outside the silk mills:58 No Information exists as to
whether the Irlsh were attracte to the Somet Catholic
schools were built in %cles leld 1853 Dut not In
Congleton until well after the 18/0 Educatlon Act. Closer
analysis of grants earned by schools. reveal subtle djfferen-
ces in ‘earning capacity’. Across the industrial belt of South
Lancashire and East Cheshire the differences between
towns s gest a_flourishing educational enterprise In

aicc es |ej and Warrington; but a desperate one in St.
Helens and Wigan.
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TABLE 10 Government sPendrng on six industrial towns per head of
population, 1833-1861.59

St. Helens- Warrin%ton Widnes ~ Wigan  Macclesfield Coniglcton
Td 15.80 10.6d 8.3d 1454 11.2d

To suggest that everP/ ferson in Macclesfield or Congleton
had e r?/ed 14.5d 0 worth of government grant for
educatlo 1861 would, of course, be misleading; the
Cathollc communrt in Mac lestield recerve? Irrtle or_noth-
ing until arter 1853, and likewise not until after 1870 in
Con?Ieton Litte research has heen carried out concernrng
the Trish and elementary education before 1870 What litt]
there haﬁ been suggests that Catholic sc 00ls éru%%
Industrial areas to survive, and were often at o t
government legislation over management clauses and
ontrol of schools. Added to this, the opulatrons of Irrsh
communities were unstable and 'schoofs found temse Ves
unable to guarantee a high attendance frgure thereb Y losing
art of théir capitation %rant60 From the admrnrs ratronds
oint of view, the analysis was a simple one; the lowest an
east willing of the workin elasses t0'be educated were least
deserving, ‘and so_gained’ least. A closer analysis of the
government sPendrng in the industrial towns of Table 1
would reveal these areas ‘least deserving’,.and ope suspects
they would be those same areas which, ‘ironically, needed
most resources.6l
From _a parental ﬁornt of view, education was a
commodity to be bought like anything else. There was no
compulsion to attend Schools, and there was a freedom on
the part of parents to_sponsor an}/ school from which they
were not denominationally restricted.62 The = ‘scholars’
designated on the census returns indicate which occup-
ational grougs were sponsorrn education, UnfortunateIY
the census does not ancate e actual school the chifd
atfended, but nevertheless, an |mﬁressron of the value of
educatron to |fferent rou s within th e community ¢an be
established. In Macclestield, 54% of chil dren were registered
as ‘scholars’ in 1851 between the a%es of he na]tronal
|?ure at the time was between 38 a d44% and Congleton’s
seems much. maore n keerg with a fown” where

educational proyision had scarcely been a major adminis-
trative concern.63
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TABLE U Designation of Irish children in Macclesfield and
ongletonfrom the 1851 census
%age ranges = 315

o . Maccl le. Congleton
rish children designated as ‘scholars’ f ﬁéf
[ -
There were far fewer Irish children likely to attend school in
the silk ,?actorles than E_ngl,lsh chlldren.y_T%e nigh ‘unde5|9-
nated’ flgure for b?th districts perhaps indicates that there
was a gréat deal of domestic work for the children to do at
home, and which was not deemed worthy of rec_ord_m%] on
census night. Hence, the ‘children at work fllgure is likely to
represent”chilgren involved In factory wark. The Paflia-
mentary Enquiry intp the State of the Irish Poor mentions
chatthIrlsh chil rehn fo%]d work eats,llyI |nI the silk tm|IIs.64%
urthermore, perhaps the comparatively low percentage o
Irish chlldrenpatten%mg scﬁoolpls astor%llshlnglgl high 9vhe_n
one considers that theré was ng government aided Catholic
school until two years later. The figure shows, moreover,
that there were many agencies operafing in the town which
engendered elementdry schoollng of some kind. Such instit-
utions_have been well ‘documentéd in some parts of England
In which industrialists were more beneficent towards “their
workforces and bestowed some means of schooling on
them.6b It is beyond the scope of this paper to examine
educational enter[i,rls,e in Cheshire before 187,0,,exceept ,|o
{Oenntlfy the predeliction of the Irish towards it in the silk
Wns.

TABLE 12 ‘Scholar’ designation for Irish children (aged 3-15) in
Congleton ‘and Macclesfield, 1851.

Age ranges Macclesfield . Congleton
Boys Girls Boys Girls
3-6 9 scqg)l?rs 6 scholars 5 scholars 3 scholars
20 children 24 children 11 children 8 children

7-10 20 scholars 7 scholars 5 scholars 5 scholars
48 cchlolgren 32 children 13 children 16 children

11-15 9 scrﬁl IS 1 scholar 1 schol:flr 0 scholars

32 ¢ ?dren 37 children 24 children 23 children
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Once gast the< age of sSix, as chrIdren grew older, so they
became less i ev to attend school. These frﬁures are borne
out In almost all e Government reports of the day.6o In the
Irish - community % o%t %hr ren to ex errence
schoo ling Were te 0ys etwee the ages fo The
ajority” of children i these groups came from weavrng
fa ilies. In Congleton, all Irish weavers children wer
registered as ‘scholar’ under the age of 10 The same does
not apply for Macclesfield, srnce |n the Irish community the
weaver's children were as i e(}/ %o to school as a tailor’s
or a housekeePers The children of labourers are almost
entirely absent from ‘scholar’ figyres. The reasons are
obvious; the Irish labourer, more Often than not employed
on casual work, would not be able_to afford the luxury o
school pence for his_children. Ope suspects that "the
scholar rates for most occupational groups are seasonal;
v % ght education when times were good and withdrew
the r children and sent them o work when times were hard.
Perhaps most |nterest|n ly, Table 12 shows how schoolrnﬁ
was scarce)b a squght” after commodity n_the Iris
community. Domestic weavrng did not denrand literacy ang
numeracy” a h more than agricultural labouring, Wwhich
explains “the P rPro portion “of weavers with chrl dren at
school in Congleton. It would be Interesting to, investigate
the opportunities for literacy in the weaving industry™ b
examrnrng frgnatures and cr?sses on marrrfage1 registers.
Untortun te%/ this 15 out of the realm the gresent
survey.6/ What can be 1dentified however are the jobs
which were open to chrldren (See Table 1
The maJorrt of children were piecers in the silk industry.
The absence of desrgnated occuevatrons under. the age of 8
indicates that domes cweavrng as in oPeratron and_many
children would be employed at home. |s mterestrng {0
note that the number of children emﬁo(v increases after
the a eof 10 the age when few Irrs children went to schooI
e] urthermore there were venv few amrre%
therlrrs o Englrsh which drd not have some ¢ tactwrt
the silk industry, ‘Almost everx house |n 1851 an 1 had
some representatrve in silk. Perh aPs the skr S of weavrn
and throwsterrng wereo to be earne after prarnsta In
work as a piecér or silk hand. A local report from 184
Indicates how a throwster had to serve an unofficjal
apprenticeship for 7 years before he was allowed to pay the
weaver £5-£10 to learn the skill.68 How far this was the” case
In the late 1850°s when the industry was in decline is hard to
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TABLE 13 Occupation of Irish children in Macclesfield and
Congleton, 1851

MACCLESFIELD

S o U U U Uo
SO U U UUoU

0
Boys * \(/)v 0 W
0O p P PP
w . P E P P PP
age 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12 13
Sop Poop
. poow Py
Girls w 0 P
w P
P
P
P
w
w
W,
Wi
wi
CONGLETON
sa
sa
Boys 0 p o
34567¥3V goﬁlF’ES
age
’ P 0 Wi
Girls |I; B
KEY |
D =piecer
0 = Silk operative
W = Weaver
s =servant
Wi =winder,

sa = sweep’s apprentice
h = hawkepr PP
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say. It appears that some Irjsh families, with no member in
the/ 5|Ik prh)tlf1 found it easier to become established as a
shoemakers and tajlors. Whether this merely signifies the
re-emergence of skill that the immigrant brought over, with
them from IreIandyears before, It 1s hard to say. If{(hts IS the
case, then the Irish"weavers, with a pride in their skill and a
desne to encourage their children in the trade, were ensuy-
g ttttetr later poverty by thts early contact with the silk
Ingustr
Perhgp the most important conglusion to take from the
study 1S that the Irish influx was a force to be reckoned with
the Englisn communttles By enllsttng the support of the
Ifish weavers, the En ish wer% able to make thetr case_for
higher Waqes much more forcibly in 1849 and 1855.69 The
Insh fam |es ap Ipear or te most part, to have been
absorhed gradually into the local communities, except in
localities where hey threatened to swam(p % labour
market or live in squalor. Perhaps the skilled Irish weaver
who had lived along side his Engltsh counterpart suffered
more from the Influx of Irish vagrants and - agricultural
workers than one might think. If the peace Was an uneasy
T th? sktlleﬁ weaver would %e the |r3t to |eave for the
mills of Manchester. The rish, then, do not represent a
dynamic force foy soma chang\ev nor do they establish new
Rathways of social mobilit does seem to emerge,
owever, is that for the most art, the Irish were conscious
of their sk|II in a foreign land and used that skill to exert
what In ustrlal gressure they could. Furthermore, by mjd-
century, were taking, a vantar%t %f Whatever agencies
were pen t t em, even'if it mea t choosing early experi-
ence in. the silk mills as op posed to elementary educatton It
IS not |n3|gn| ficant, that Igrant earning capacity for the
Cat{t&ltlcns hool in Macclesfield was the highest i the town
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