I N ME MORI A

_JJED J{XJJ\JLEY who has been Secretary of the Hstory

G oup of the Communi st Party for several years, died on Tuesday, 19th
April. Wthout his lively interest and constant practical help

QUR H STORY woul d not have appeared, nor would the other activities
of the Hstory Group have taken place. He was typical of the best in
the British working-class, a |lifelong Communi st, educated by the
Communi st Party and by his own wi de experiences and self-study. In
recent years he had been responsible for nany devel opnents in the
educational and cultural work of the Party. H s vast know edge of
peopl e and his deep humani sm was al ways at the service of professional
and specialist groups. H's nodesty was an exanple to all who worked
with him it cloaked but did not conceal fromthe perceptive a

penetrating nmnd and considerabl e |earning.

VW shall miss himgreatly,: H's nonunent is in the devel opi ng

i nfl uence of Marxist ideas in nmany varied aspects of our culture.
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FOREWORD

M . Peacock's "Bread or Bl ood" (Collancz, 1965) did not receive
the attention which it deserved. W suspect because its conbination of
nmassi ve docunentation in the [ocal press and |ocal records wth unwavering
synpathy for the cause of the exploited and oppressed made the acadenic and
revi ewi ng establishnent uneasy. M. Peacock has now turned his attention
fromthe '"agrarian riots in East Anglia in 1816' to 'the agricultura
trade unionismof the 1870s' in the sane area. (I) W are pleased to be able
to publish this study, although M. Peacock is not a menber of the Communi st
Party Hstory Goup. It is a nodel of what a |ocal study should be and
reveal s the conplex cross-currents of social and church-chapel alignnents
during a major class struggle. W have decided to publish M. Peacock's
extrenely | engthy References, even though it neans naking this a double
i ssue, because we hope his study may be taken as an exanpl e by ot hers.

"THE REVOLT CF THE FI ELD' | N EAST ANGLI A
by Al f Peacock

A NARRATI VE CF EVENTS

Al though the events in Wl | esbourne (Varw ckshire) were eventually
to provide the greatest stimulus to agricultural unionism the East Anglian
| abourers were stirring long before it becane nati onal news. The Tichborne
case, as Ceorge Mtchell eventually pointed out, was no | onger news, the
press was anxious for a story and | ocal newspapers began to report even tiny
nmeetings in other parts of the country, and these undoubtedly had an effect
in preparing the | abourers for unionism The Canbridge Express, for instance,
gave great proninence to a renarkable nmeeting in Leicestershire on 10 February,
1872, which is interesting in itself as show ng at work both the reli gi ous
i nfluences mentioned by Ernest Selley (2) and Dunbabin, (3) and al so one
of the | ess obvious reasons for the labourer's unrest - namely education
charges. A M. Tyler opened the proceedings with a prayer that "those who
[abour and toil for their bread nmay be pernmitted to receive a supply
according to their deserving," and the Chairnman, a M. Tail by, delivered
the mai n speech. He had been thinking of a union for years, he said, and the
creation of a school Board had clinched his ideas.

"W shall have to sacrifice our children's noney by letting them

to go school," he went on, "or else we shall be pulled up before

the Magistrates. Well, if we don't get nore noney fromour enpl oyers
we can't afford for our children to go to school until they are

13 years of age. | will leave it to the meeting whether we can or not.

(Voices! No, we can't)." (4)
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Meetings of this kind took place throughout East Anglia in the early
nmonths of 1872. Two hundred | abourers at the Chequers Inn, Quyhirn, near
W sbech, for instance, net in March and signed a nenorandum asking for 15s.
a week or 3s. a day for day-Ilabourers. (5 A simlar neeting was hel d
in the sane week at Chatteris.

An advance in wages was the prize objective of the |abourers, and
there was no nention of creating unions at the very early neetings, nany
of which were followed by al nost imedi ate increases. There was a
scarcity of l|abour in some parts of East Anglia (6) and this undoubtedly
pronpted many farmers to make the awards, but another notive was certainly
to nip the devel opnent of conbinations in the bud. A Hy (where the
N ne Hours Movenent had been attracting a lot of attention) rates went up
very quickly from12s. to 13s a week, (7) at Chatteris the farmers gave an
extra 1s. the week after the Rev. M A Gathercol e had presided over a neeting
that set up a coonmttee to forma union, (8 and the farmers at Longstowe
decided to increase wages fromlls. to 12s. in early April for the sane
reason. (9)

In March there were innunerabl e meetings, however, that did |ead
to the creation of unions. On the 7th, the Branpton (HuntS.) Agricul tura
Labourers' Society cane into being, with a weekly subscription of 2d. and
an entrance fee of 6d. (10) Three weeks later a neeting was held at Al conbury
West on, addressed by the Branpton |eaders, where 100 enrol | ed thensel ves "as
a Society", (Il) and in South Canbridgeshire a remarkabl e novenent began
at Duxford. Ceorge Smoothy, a |abourer, posted notices throughout the
village at mdni ght, announcing a neeting on Good Friday to consider the
creation of a union, which 400 attended. (12) It was decided to set up an
organisation and at a later neeting at Sawston 2,000 people turned up, and
94 became menbers of the South Canbridgeshire Agricul tural Labourers Society.
(13) In Wsbech a decision to forma "Labour Protection Society" for
agricultural and riverside workers was taken early in March. (14)

The Uni ons nade rapid progress, at first it seens, in the villages
where there was a | abour shortage and later everywhere in the area. These were
undoubt edl y ai ded by the tremendous publicity now being given them The
Wl | esbourne strike was fully covered in all three Canbridge newspapers from
about 30 March. The South Canbridgeshire was the nost wi dely noticed Union.
By the begi nning of May branches had bean forned, in places |ike Sawston,
Linton, Whittlesford, Babraham Brinkley and Abington, and the | eaders of
the union had been invited into Essex, where oranches were created, for
exanpl e at Geat Cheaterford. The Branpton Union (later called the
Hunt i ngdonshi re Labourers' Union) was reported to have had between 14, 000
and 15,000 nmenbers in the county by the first week of May, (15) Wile new
novenents were reported fromplaces |ike Botesdal e (Suffol k), where a Union
was formed (this was an area where | abour was scarce) fromanongst the
| abourers of R ekinghall, Wrtham Burgate, Vattisfield, H nderolay, and
Wl sham | e-W Il ows. (16) By the end of June 1872 over 1,000 were said to be
"in the Union" in Wsbech and the neighbouring villages, (17) In the same
nmonth there were reports of the beginnings of what was to becone the Peterborough
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District Agricultural Labourers' Union, (18) and by July there was in existence
a Haverhill (Suffolk) Agricultural Labourers” Union w th 200 nenbers.

Events noved fast. The creation and growth of the unions brought
rapi d wage increases in many places. They al so produced aggressive
attitudes which led to strikes and sone violence. The first strike (it is
not clear if those involved were uni on nenbers or not) seens to have taken
pl ace at Newton, near Sudbury, in April. (19) In May | abourers at Bottisham
struck for an increase of |/- a week (they were receiving |1/-), (20)ahd many
at Sout hoe ceased working for "one of the nost indulgent and liberal nasters
in the ki ngdom', after having been refused an extra pint of beer at noon
(they al so wanted a wage increase of from12/- to 15/- aweek). (21) In
Yaxl ey a pitched battle took place between farmers and | abourers after a
union neeting (22) and at St. |ves a neeting organi sed by the Huntingdonshire
Uni on ended in violence (23) - as did another held on the sanme day at Al conbury. (24)
These are but a few of the nany strikes and fights reported in the |ocal press.

As the unions spread the novenent achi eved sone cohesion and hel p was
obtained fromoutside East Anglia. In April several of the organisations sent
representatives to the famous WIlis Roons neeting in London whi ch was cal | ed
to discuss questions relating to agricultural unions, and presided over
by George Howel|. Anong these representatives were Lane and Cooper (the
President) of the Huntingdon union, Coles fromWsbech and John Savage
of the South Canbridgeshire. (25) The nmeeting created the London Central
Ald Commttee which publicised the | abourers' novenents and may have been
responsi bl e for sending the first "outsiders" into East Anglia. Early in
May unionists at Wiittl esey had the assi stance of John Bedford Leno of
London, once a promnent Chartist, who delighted his audience}, or so it was
reported, by telling the local vicar, Dr. Burgess, to "hold his noi se and
go hore to dinner," and urged the | abourers to organise and trade only with
"tradesnen who synpat hised with the present novenent". (26) Thr ee nont hs
| ater the Huntingdonshire Union held a huge neeting at Branpton at which
nmessages of encouragenent were read from people |ike George D xon, Benjanin
Lucraft, Auberon Herbert, A J. Mindella, and Lord Ednond Fitznaurice, and
at which the guest speakers were George (dger and George Brooke of Leadenhal |
Mar ket, London, a Quardian and a nenber of the Common Council . (27)

Representatives of the East Anglian Unions were al so present at the
Leam ngton Spa Conference in May 1872 that led to the creation of Joseph Arch's
National Agricultural Labourer's Union. Among these were H Jarrold of
Thetford (where a "l ocal association" had been fornmed in April), J. Wight
of Norfol k, ddhamfromFeckenham Norfolk, and A.J. Challisp a representative
of the South Canbridgeshire. (28) The 'National' appeared in the East in
the summer of that year (29) and nmade rapid progress, particularly in villages
near Canbridge itself (where a violent builders strike had been going on for
many weeks). (30) Arch and Henry Tayl or, Chairman and Secretary of the N A L. U,
spoke at large neetings and strong branches were formed at places |ike
W |ingham Cottenham Landbeach and Waterbeach. In July 1873 the South
Canbridgeshire (by then the South Canbridgeshire and North Essex Agricul tural
Labourers Union) anal gamated with the National, (31) while earlier in the year
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the Huntingdon (32) and Wsbech organi sations (33) had al so joi ned Arch.

The Peterborough District Union, however, refused the approaches of National
officials. A aneeting in Manea (an Onenite centre earlier in the century),
(34) for instance, Edward R chardson, a unionist fromParson Drove, was

adm ni stered a severe rebuke for trying to get |abourers to desert Benjamn
Tayl or (the | eader of the Peterborough) who "had done nore for the |abouring
cause for nothing than M. R chardson would do if his pay continued, and if
he lived to be as old as Methusela." (35) The Pet er bor ough Uni on, whi ch
was a breakaway fromtheHunti ngdon, stayed outside the N A L. U and

eventual |y becane, along with WIIiamBanks Lincol nshire Labour League and
James Fl axman's Eastern Counties Union, (36) a part of the Federal Union

of Labourers which was established in Novenber 1873, (37) an organisation
often at |oggerheads with the National .

Fromthis tine onwards the history of agricul tural unionismin East
Anglia becanme a part of Arch's (or the Federal's) story. Menbership (and
wages) continued to increase, and the nunber of strikes grewto enbarrassing
proportions. At Exning, near Newrarket, for instance, there was a strike
for 16/- a week, (38) and the Peterborough got involved in a prol onged
di spute at Haddenham (39) M gration was another renedy the Eastern
| abourers very soon turned to, and within a few weeks of their bestirring
thensel ves in 1872 manufacturers began offering to nove themto other areas.
WlliamCafferata, for exanple, the owner of the G-eat Northern Plaster Wrks,
wote in April to the Mayor of Canbridge promsing work at Newark in "the
mnes, quarries, and mlls". (40) The follow ng nonth fifty agricul tural
| abourers left East Anglia for Liverpool, where they earned 27/- a week
in the docks - as strike breakers! (41)

The | abourers had other nmeans of conducting their struggle than the
sophi sticated ones of strikes and mgration, and sone harked back to the
met hods of a century earlier. Poaching and egg stealing to eke out a
living went on so openly as to shock the rather primdifford. (42) Fences
were destroyed, blacklegs were beaten up, sheep were let into comfields,
corn was tranpled down (43) and rick burning was by no neans unconmon.
Therewere said to be fears, after fires at Kirtling, "that the old scenes of rick

burning ....... m ght be repeated. (44) I n Duxford soneone "warned up"
stacks bel onging to Swann Bl lis who had shut his coprolite pits to send his
400- 500 non-union nmen out as bl acklegs "in search of aharvest." (45) I'n

Sept enber 1874 John Smth's stacks were fired in Littleport, after the
men there had been forced back to work, (46) and a week later there was an
out break of incendiarismat Geat WIlbraham and nore at Chatteris. (47)

Less dramatically, the labourers in some places nade attenpts at
excl usive dealing by setting up co-operative stores, (48) and a rather bizarre
(if unoriginal) suggestion for keeping the men strong for the union cane
froma promnent |eader of the agricultural |abourers, George Mtchell, who
urged "the dansels not to marry swai ns who were not nenbers of the union, and
suggested to the married wonen that they should forsake their beds if their
husbands forsook the Union." (49) It has not been possible to discover
whet her Mtchell's advi ce was heeded or not.
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Al this provoked retaliation, once it was realised by the farmers that
the concessions they had made had failed in their intention of stopping the
appear ance of uni oni sm They were not above raising nobs to break up union
neetings and they frequently appeared at open-air gatherings to provoke
violence. (Qher weapons in the farnmers' arnoury were, of course, dismssals
and evictions, and GM Ball contended during the |ock-out that evictions
expl ai ned nuch of the enmigration fromthe area that took place. (50)

Thur good, a | abourer who was promnent in the South Canbridgeshire, and who
had been enpl oyed on "crank" work at 8/6d. a week at Littlebury, was sacked
for union activities during the harvest nonth of August 1872 (an action
which led to a strike) (51) and he nay have been the first unionist
victimsed in East Angli a. At Six Mle Bottommnen were |ocked out in the
following May, (52) Benjamn Taylor's nmen on strike at Haddenhamwere
confronted with the rural equivalent of "the docunent” in the same nonth (53)
and there was a full scale |ock-out over a restricted area of Essex at the
same tinme. (54) At Homi ngsea two coprolite diggers who had joined the
N.A L. .U were prosecuted by their enployer, Thomas Banyard (who assaulted
the unfortunate Edward R chardson) and were later refused their jobs back
until they renounced the union. (55)

The farners had other nmeans of conbating the |abourers. Sone reduced
wages at the slack tine of the year - at Exning, for exanple, where cuts of
2/ - a week were inplenented i n Novenber 1872, only a nonth after a strike
that had won a four shillings rise. (56) Sone repl aced striking workers by
machinery. At Littleport the fear of the growingrise of threshing and reapi ng
machi nes was certainly a cause of the |abourers creating a union, and there
wer e cases of viol ence agai nst people who drove the new inplenments. (57)

Q her enpl oyers used "bl ackl eg" |abour (usually coprolite diggers, Irish or
sol diers) during the harvest. (58) This, too, often led to viol ence and
prosecutions. Charles John How of Lavenham Suffolk, for instance, was
given six months for inciting a cromd to put nails in sugar-beet to break
the rasps in Duncan's sugarbeet factory after the firmhad taken on twel ve
Bel gi an bl acklegs. (59) At the Saffron Wil den Petty Sessions George March
(a local union secretary) and three others were inprisoned for 14 days

for assaulting a strike-breaker at Ashton, whomthey "coerced ...... to

quit his enploynent." (60) In the same week Stephen O acknell and

Thomas Newran received 21 days for simlar offences at SwaffhamPrior.” (6l)

The farmers found prosecution an inval uabl e weapon. Mst of these
(l'ike Banyard's prosecution of the erring coprolite diggers) were under the
Master and Servant Act of 1867 and the Oi mnal Law Arendnment Act of 1871,
whi ch rendered crimnal a breach of contract on the part of the enpl oyee
(whereas a simlar dereliction by the enployer only constituted a civil
wrong). The unions shared the urban workers' hostility to these | aws, and,
in May 1872, a neeting of the Peterborough at EH|ington decided to give every
branch menber a copy of the Master and Servant Act. The follow ng year repeal
of both Acts figured anong the naj or ains of the newy inaugurated Federal
Union, (62) not surprisingly since proceedi ngs under themwere extrenely
frequent. The Canbridge D vision Petty Sessions Register records that between
March 1872 and August 1874, 30 peopl e were prosecuted under the Master and Servant
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Act, with fines and conpensation varying from12/- to £2/-/-. (63)

Sone of the proceedi ngs were agai nst groups of workers. At Cottenham
for exanple, (where there was a strong N A L.U. branch) six people were
col lectively charged and fined a total of £8/16/6d. (64)

In addition to prosecutions under the Mster and Servant and Criminal
Law Anendnent Acts, farners prosecuted scores of men for trivial offences.
At Geat Cheaterford | abourers were fined (the prosecutors waited until
after the harvest was in) for lighting a bonfire and burni ng Jonas WWbb
ineffigywithinfifty feet of the highway, (65) and in the Hunti ngdon County
Court, Lane of the Huntingdon Union was charged wi th the non-paynment of a
trifling sumfor food consunmed at a rally. (66) A particularly vindictive
prosecuti on was reported fromLinton when "George Preston, of Wst
W okham | abourer,” was charged with "feloniously stealing one faggot of
wood, of the value of 2d. the goods and chattels of M. John Allen, his
master, on the 22nd instant (and) commtted for a nonth." (67) Three
nonths |ater George Taylor of Cottenham prosecuted Sevill and Sarah Maskel |
for stealing wood val ued at 6d. The wi f e was di scharged, the husband
found guilty, fined 2/6d. wth danages 2d. and costs - a total of £1/2/8d. (68)

Di smissals, the eviction of union | abourers, increased use of nachi nery
and prosecutions, did not exhaust the ways of attacking the unionists. A
crowd of 1,500 on Parker's Piece, Canbridge, heard of an old wonan at
Cherry H nton who had had her parish relief wthdrawn when her son joined a
uni on. "W en she applied to the Chesterton Board, she was told by a
Quardi an that she could not have relief out of two unions - the Chesterton
Uni on and the Labourers Union." (69) Private benefactions were al so
witheld, as at Ransay where it was reported that Ms. Fellowes (the wife
of a county M P.) had "curtailed her gifts of clothing this year through
the labourers joining the unions ..... " (70) and sel ective wage increases
were often given to non-union | abourers. (71)

Faced with the tremendous union activity of 1872 and 1873 the farmers,
and particularly the |arge owner-occupiers, began to conbine. At first
the |l ocal Chanbers of Agriculture were the places where anti-union
sentiments were aired and nmeans of conbating the evil discussed. (72)
Later, specific organisations to break the unions cane into being, based, or
so it seenms, on an kfordshire nodel. (73) The first of these was the
Newnar ket Farmers' Association, a body said to have been originally intended
to protect farmers and | abourers alike fromthe "itinerant agitators” who
were reckoned to be responsible for the unrest. Menber shi p subscri ptions
were based on a payment of 6d. an acre which was "to forma fund to
rei nburse any farner who may be unjustly treated by his men." (74) In
March 1873 the West Wl sham Farners' Defence Associ ation was created in
Norfol k, (75) and two nonths |ater the Huntingdonshire Farmers' Defence
Associ ation came into being. (76) Wthin anmonth the latter was said to
have had over 100 nenbers representing a total of 50,000 acres. (77)
The Isle of Ely Farnmers' Defence Association, "under the abl e presidency
of Joseph Martin Esq., of Littleport,"” (78) came into being specifically
to fight Taylor's Peterborough Union in the Haddenhamdistrict of Canbridgeshire,
and within a week had | ocked 200 nmen out. (79) The Return of the Omers of Land,
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the 'new Donesday Book' of the "seventies, shows all the |eadi ng opponents
of the union, as very substantial owner-occupiers - Hunter Rodwel |, for
exanpl e, and John Dobede of Exning, the squire of the village where the

| ock- out began (see notes 128 and 130).

The purport of the Defence Associations was clear fromthe outset.
Meeti ngs of the Huntingdon were held nonthly and great power was vested in
an el ected nanagenent conmmittee. If there was an incident the committee
was to investigate, give advice and had the power to order a | ock-out
in either one or a group of parishes. Were a farmer could not do w thout
uni on | abour he could be given pernmssion to retain nen "not exceedi ng
one nman for every hundred acres of land in his occupation,," Menbers pl edged
thensel ves "to obey all orders and directions of the commttee of
managenent." (80) The Isle of Hy Association was far nore mlitant,
its nmenbers agreeing to enploy no unionists, and pay no nore than 13/ -
a week. (81) The Norfolk F.D.A, on its creation, requested the
Board of Quardians of each district "to forma committee to hel p and advi se
the general committee of the Association" (82) - but w thout success it should
be added.

The Labourers at Exni ng, near Newrarket, where there had been an
increase in the use of drills at seed tine, made wage denands early in 1874
and were | ocked out by the local Defence Association. Frederick difford
has made the story fanmliar, but many details of the struggle still need to
be filled in. The unions were exhausted by the drain on their resources when
t housands of |abourers went on strike pay. They obtained a trenendous arount
of hel p from synpat hi sers outside their novement - particularly when they
went on their celebrated fund-raising pilgrimge fromNewrarket to Halifax -
but it was not enough. The farnmers created nore and nore effective defence
organi sations, (83) used nore and nore nachinery (84) and nore and nore girls
and boys (and others) as strike breakers. (85) Qadually the |abourers were
forced back to work and the |ock-out finally ended when the uni on deci ded,
inJune, that it "no longer felt justified in supporting the |abourer
in enforced idl eness."” (86)

So rmuch for the nature of the conflict in East Anglia between 1872
and 1874. In the renainder of this paper | would like to discuss the
backgrounds of the | abourers' enem es and synpathisers, to bring out the
| ocal origins of some of the disputes, and finally, briefly to nention the
sequel to the great | ock-out.

AN ANALYSI S OF THE CONFLI CT

The inportance of religious disputes in determning men's attitudes
to the union struggles of the 1870s has often been noted (87) and the
significance of Dissent in East Anglia is evident fromthe reports of scores
of meetings and speeches. Cole Anbrose, a farner fromStuntney Hal |, Evy,
who was often allowed to speak (hostilely) at union gatherings, declared at
Newrar ket during the |ock-out that the |abourers were "being led by a |ot of
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nmeeting parsons.” (88) WH. Hall, a |andowner and a uni on synpat hi ser,
told a farners' neeting that "A large nunber of the agitators were D ssenters
and had got the gift of the gab and he knew sone of the nost religious

of the labourers were Dissenters." (89) A Bapti st fromNewrar ket

said early in the dispute that the "spouting demagogues" who were | eading
the labourers were "chiefly Methodi st |ocal preachers of the |abouring

cl ass, which accounts for their freedomof speech, and for the religious

el ement observable in the meetings they hold" and two years later wote to the
Canbridge Chronicle saying that he and his fellowmnisters dare not "utter
a word opposed to the union sentinent (or the |abourers) .... wll |eave
the chapel in a mass" and went on to deplore the fact that this was

happeni ng when so rmuch was expected from"the coning revival wave" (90)
(Mbody and Sankey were touring the country). During the | ock-out

uni oni sts preached pro-I|abour sernons fromthe pul pits of various

di ssenting chapels. |In Waterbeach, for exanple, where C H Spurgeon

had once been mnister, Edward R chardson preached in the |local Bapti st
chapel and collected £5 fromthe congregation for strike funds. (91)

GM Ball was a Methodist and so too was George Mtchell. On a national

| evel, of course, the labourers received trenendous support froml eading
nonconf orm sts, notably Spurgeon, who cane to the East at the hei ght of the
di spute. (92) Bendi go, the ex-pugilist, nowa Revivalist preacher,
conplete in black frock-coat, hat and gl oves," (93) preached on their behal f
on one occasion and raised over £15. (94)

The labourers' literature expressed nonconform st dislike of the
establ i shed church, and the |abourers' hostility to the clergynan - the
farmers' friend, the | andowners' |ackey and the uphol der on the bench of
| aws that were oppressive, harsh and cruel. (95) "Thou shalt not take
ny nane in vain, nor speak disrespectfully of ny ways" went a travesty
of the Commandnents circul arised by unionists,"for I amon the Bench of
Magi strates. |If thy children have not sufficient food ..... thou shal t
not call this nurder." (96) A part of a union parody of the church
catechismwent as foll ows: -

What is your nane? d odhopper .

Wio gave you your nane? M/ nasters, the |andowners and
farmers, when | was a tiller of the soil,
a scarer of birds, a keeper of cows
and sheep, follower of the pl ough,
a producer of wealthy that ny masters
mght live in idleness and | uxuriousness
all the days of their lives." (97)

The Church of Engl and was overwhel ningly hostile to the uni ons, and
clergymen were promnent in the Defence Associations. The Bi shop of
Pet er bor ough publicly attacked the unions in his area. (98) *

* |t is revealing of |later changes, but also of the rosy effect of nenory,
that a |ater Bishop of Peterborough wote to R H Tawney on 22.6.1921
supporting the agricultural mnimumwage and ended his letter: "I amindeed
anxi ous that the Church shoul d not display the sane apathy as she did in
the days of Joseph Arch.”
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The Rev. John Martin, of St. Andrewthe G eat, Canbridge, used his pul pit
to preach anti-union sernons, (99) and the Rev. Conway was an early
opponent of the union at Al conbury. (2100) The Rev. WJ. Josling of
Moul t on, however,was perhaps the nost vehenent of Arch's clerical critics.
In a stupid and arrogant speech to the Newrarket F.D. A (101) he descri bed
hi msel f as "an out and out Tory", and went on to say that the Bi shop of
Manchester's Tines letters on the |ock-out (102) were "bosh" and "ford
rhetoric." He would tell the Bi shop, he said,

"that wal ki ng between Newrar ket and his parish church, he coul d
see nore sense under the bodies of horses there training, than
he could find in the parish school or around his |abourers' hearths..."

Al t hough nmenbers of the Church of England were proninent anong the
| abourers' opponents there were exceptions, and in a few places cl ergynen
were anong the strongest union synpathisers. At Wsbech the Rev. WE Wnks
spoke at the inaugural neeting of the local union, (103) and the Rev. R
Hoski n acted as chairman of sonme of the neetings held by Tayl or's Peterborough
uni on. (104) The Rev. Joshua Cautley, Vicar of Thomey, was another union
synpat hi ser, (105) and the Rev. C E T. Roberts (curate of Holy Trinity, Ely)
contributed a very powerful letter to the press at the beginning of the |ock-
out warmy supporting the |abourers and conplaining of a cathedral dignitary's
attenpts to prevent himspeaking the truth in a mnister's proper place." (106)
The following nonth the Littleport |abourers invited Roberts to arbitrate
on their behal f. Later in the lock-out a D ocesan conference was held
at By to discuss "the duty of the church, clergy, and laity, inrelation
to the dispute between |abour and capital,"” and by no neans all of the
clerics present were guilty of airing anti-union sentinents. (107) Many of the
early synpathisers withdrew their support as the novenent grew but there were
a nunber of Church of England cl ergymen who sacrificed a trenendous anount
to help the | abourers, and remained loyal to them throughout the struggle
of 1872-1874. The nost notable of these was a renarkable man, the
Rev. Dr. Burgess of Wiittl esey.

Wiittl esey was a strong union centre with many nmenbers, in the
Pet er bor ough or gani sati on. Burgess, (108) who had | ong been a noted opponent
of the 'gang' system (109) appeared (along with his colleague the Rev.
Wl liamWal |l er) anmongst the early subscribers to union funds and as a speaker
on union platforns. He was a blind tenperance advocate who used his pul pit
to preach pro-union sernons that were widely noticed in the press. The
| abourers were referred to by himas "journeymen farmers”, and he chose texts

like "Be content with your wages" (Luke, iii, 15,) to prove that "the present
rate of wages nust be increased if the work of children in the fields is to
be superseded by their effective attendance at school." (110) Burgess al so

appeared in the press as an opponent of the Isle of Hy Farners' Defence
Association (I11) and (shortly after a serious operation) stood up for the
| abourers during the | ock-out.

As on previous occasions, when the agricultural |abourers bestirred
t hensel ves, practically all of their |eaders were drawn fromother than their
own ranks, frompeople independent of the farners. Arthur Janmes Challis, the
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first secretary of the South Canbridgeshire union, was "a very respectabl e
tradesman and val uer of Sawston," (112) and his col | eague Phil pott was a

publican (sic). Day Wles, an originator of the union in the Wsbech area,

was a toll bar keeper, and anong those prominent in the early days of the

Pet er bor ough were Hardi ng, a shoemaker, Tigerdine, a coal porter, while

Benjamn Tayl or, the |leader, was Hgh Bailiff of Peterborough. Anthony

Fi sher, who was active anong the | abourers at Exning, was a carpenter.

Lane of the Huntingdon union (the "Garibal di of Peterborough") (113) was a plasterer
and anong his col | eagues were John Cooper, a tailor fromHuntingdon, Pestell,

a publican fromBranpton, and Watson, a baker fromHE |ington

The notives of people |ike these nmust have been m xed. Sone undoubtedly
acted purely out of a sense of justice. Qhers, Dssenters |ike Cooper
and John Savage, may have seen the |abourers nmovenent as a neans of advancing
their religious and educational ideas. (114) Yet others may have had | ess
creditabl e notives. The hostile press never tired of "exposing" peopl e,
i ke Edward Ri chardson, who becare full-tine officials of one or other of the
uni ons, at far greater wages than they had been earning. Rather nore
damagingly it was possible to point to the benefits secured by people |like
Challis who was forced to adnit in court that he was paid a comm ssion of 10/ -
for each | abourer who emgrated to Queensland fromhis district. (115)

The | abourers were not without sone support fromfarmers. One of Lord
Rendl eshanmis tenants was reported to have "sported union colours” in
Saxmundham (116) Jex Bl ake spoke up for the workers before the Norfol k
Farners' Defence Association (117) and farnmers J.P. Denson and Janes Tol | er
actively helped the NA L.U in Wterbeach. Toller was a Baptist who had,
as will be shown later, been involved in disputes over charity | ands, and
religious notives may have been of prine inportance in determning his (and
many of the other synpathetic farmers) attitudes. GCertainly in his village
religious feelings ran very high, so high as to have given rise to "severa
religious battles" that caused great concern. (118) her reasons for
supporting the unions were concern with tenants' rights (as evinced by John
Todd of Cottenhanm) (119) and hostility to the preservation of gane (which
was vigorously attacked fromunion platforns in South Canbridgeshire by a
farmer nanmed Bennett). (120)

During the | ock-out sone attenpts were made to exploit the farners
grievances and drive a wedge between themand the | andlords. The Anti-Gane
Law League represented by George (Qdger and Randall CGrermer put in an
appearance in the East; (l12l) and when Arch visited Sawston he attacked
the Ganme Laws and taunted the farmers with having to "vote as your |andlord
tells you." (122) The Liberal Canbridge |Independent jeered at the farners
for allowi ng the novenent "that was begun during the cattle plague of 1865-
1866, and speedily resolved itself into a union of tenant farmers, known as
Chanbers of Agriculture" to collapse and becorme "anot her | andowners' forum" (123)
GM Ball told the farmers they were suffering fromthe saneevils as the
| abourers - "landlordism.... they had sent people to represent them" he said

"who were dianetrically opposed to their interests. They had sent
men who had done all they could to place burdens on the farners and
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take themoff their own shoulders ,... If the farmers had acted
like men, and said they would formpolitical clubs, and pl anned
.... for their own protection, they would have taken a step in the
right direction. But instead of that they had been lickspitting
to the landlords and were thensel ves the slaves of that class of
people...." (124)

All thi was to no avail, and Ball nust have realised that there was
no hope of splitting the bulk of the farmers fromthe [ andl ords, and he
ended his speech with an attack on the farnmers on Cobbettite Iines, charging
themwi th extravagance, w th drinking and having hordes of servants and
governesses, he told the | abourers that they "nust renenber that they are only
entitled to what remains after all the servants and expenses are supplied ....
The | abourers (were) stepping stones to other people's prosperity.”

There was not, however, a solid front of landlords allying thensel ves
with the farmers in the struggl es, of 1872-1874, Despite,attenpts by the
farmers to persuade the | andowners to join actively with them the vast
maj ority renai ned outaide the dispute. A few, however, did join the
Far mers Def ence Associations and becane objects of tremendous hatred.

Lord Va4l si ngham for exanple, presided over the Norfolk F.D.A and said

the union was "a nui sance dissemnating false principles and theories

produci ng di scontent and setting class agai nst class?" (125) Later he

becane a patron of the National Farnmers Union, set up in Leam ngton "to prevent
and repress strikes, to counteract the dangerous influence of union del egates”
and "to liberate |abourers fromunion control." (126) The Marqui s of Bristol
was promnent in the fight against the Lincol nshire union (127) and so

was Hunter Rodwel |, chairman of the Wst Suffolk F.D.A who turned all his

uni oni st | abourers out and gave non-unionists a shilling rise. (128) Lord
Stradbroke, Lord Lieutenant of Suffolk, who had tal ked of "vagabonds who

went about the country maki ng speeches, " (129) supported the farnmers, as

di d John Dobede) of Exning (130) and Dul eep Singh. (131) Not all |andowners
remai ned out of the dispute or helped the farmers. Some nade genui ne

attenpts to bring the struggle to a cl ose. Speaker Brand was one (132)

and Lord Waveney urged arbitration on people like Stradbroke (133) and those
who supported the "blood and no surrender policy of the farnmers.” (134)

Sr Edward Kerrison, of Cakley Park, Suffolk, asked that there be an attenpt

at reconciliation (135) and J. Toll enache, M P. for Hel minghamHall net his
tenants and stated his disapproval of |ocking-out and left themin no doubt
about his desire that they should not behave as the Newrarket farmers had. (136)
Sir Harry Verney was anot her |andowner who tried to act as an arbitrator, and
one | andowner, an M P., as early as April 1872 ordered his tenants to pay their
| abourers an extra 3/- a week and reduced rents by 2/-a (137) The occasi onal
| andowner, noreover, positively synpathised with the unionists. The nost
famous of all, on a national scale, was undoubtedly Lord Edrmond FitzMauri ce,
but the nost notable in East Anglia was WH. "Bullock"” Hall, a friend of

Bal dwi n Lei ghton, and a | andowner at Six Mle Bottom who returned from
France to find his enpl oyees |ocked out, even although they had not asked

for arise. Hall appeared on union platforns, and spoke up for the |abourers
at neetings of the Newrarket F.D.A where he urged arbitration and attacked
the intol erance of the Church, farmers and | andl ords with great gusto.
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He provided the labourers in his village with a reading room hel ped sone
others forma co-operative store, and gave financial assistance to the
National union. During the dispute of 1874 he enpl oyed workers who

had been | ocked out el sewhere on his "pleasure ground." (138)

The few people like Bullock Hall fromanong the ranks of the |and"
owner s, who supported the | abourers, were Liberals who were using the
| abourers novernent locally in the way Chanberlain, Mrley, Mindella and
others did nationally to enbarrass the Conservatives and build up support
for their party anong the labouring classes. This was sound policy, their
opponents realised it, and this probably explains the actual timng of
the great |ock-out. Wage demands, strikes, letter to farmers, even | ook-
outs on a snall scale, as the above will have shown, were common in East
Anglia in 1872 and 1873, but were not subject to the vicious counter attacks
they nmet later. This nay have had something to do with the fact that a
CGeneral Election was in the offing. @ adstone dissolved Parliament in
January 1874. The election, with the Conservatives w nning handsonely for
the first time since 1841, took place in February, and the Iock-gut began
inthe imrediate aftermath of victory. Htherto the farmers nmay have hesitated
to attack head-on a popul ar novenent for fear of the political consequences;
now the restraints had gone. It is true that when the |ock-out began prices
had al so started to fall, (139) but A J. Wellans, an emgration agent of the
CGovernment of Ontario, went on record as saying that the election had "nore
than a little" to do with the timng of the |ock-out. (140)

The | abourers of East Anglia had powerful Liberal support from another
quarter, the University of Canbridge. Sedley Taylor, a Fellow of Trinity
Col | ege, appeared on union platforns, in Canbridge, and so did WH. H. Hudson
and Alfred Marshall, both of St. John's. Their role in the | abourers
agitation was to explain Liberal objections to the |aws of supply and denand
whi ch opponents had used in their propaganda fromthe very beginning. As M.
Dunbabi n points out deductions fromthese varied, but the preval ent concl usion
was that unions were useless. The Rev. John Martin in a harvest thanksgiving
service, for exanple, warned | abourers that farmprofits were net high
enough to pernmit wage increases, and el aborated on the thene, that wages
depended on supply and demand. (141) Robert Stephenson of Burwel |, a
menber of the Newnarket F.D.A, wote many letters to the press in the sane
vein. "Wiether that value (wages) be high or low" he said, "that the |abourers
nmust take, and we nust pay. The |abourers rmay possibly say - Perhaps the
rate won't be sufficient for our famly wants. | reply to that it nust
be so in the nature of things..... " (142) The Canbridge Chronicle published
a series of articles in the sane vein entitled "Notes of Alarmt and signed
'"CS M', nunber thirteen of which particularly agitated the friends of the
unions. (143) The | abourers, the author contended, had becone "the tools
and dupes of unscrupul ous denocrats,"” and he urged the | andowners and farners
to stop enploying union nmenbers. Farnmers could not meet higher costs by
i ncreasing prices, he went on, as these were regulated by foreign price |evels.
If the unions succeeded, profits would be reduced to bare interest and investment
woul d cease. Rents could not be |owered because they paid the proprietor
a bare three per cent. If the unions were victorious |and would be forced on
to the market in smaller and snaller lots (as the Radicals and Li beral s want ed).
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Sedl ey Taylor and Marshall attacked C S. Mvehenently from public
platfornms. The fornmer said his arguments were "fallacious", but that he
wel cormed anyt hing that woul d nmake land cheaper. Furthernmore, it was not
feasible to talk of the laws of supply and demand in the abstract. "To
apply abstract conclusions of political econony unnodified in their (the
| abourers) case would be |ike expecting a mass of treacle to obey the | aws
laid down in treatises on nmechanics regulating the notion of water," he said.
"The Uni on, however, by supplying infornmation on the price of |abour else-
where, and exhorting and encouragi ng the |abourer to go where it is nore
highly remunerated, tends to bring about a state of things nore nearly
corresponding to the assunptions of political economsts."” (144) Marshal
spoke in a simlar fashion. The |laws, he said, "when applied to
Newnar ket |abourers .... make sone fal se assunptions.” First it was assumed
that the farmers conpeted for |abour and second that wage increases woul d
not nake | abour nore efficient. The farners, Marshall went on, were not
attacking the evils but the principles of unionism "The farmers have forced
us to synpathise with the |abourers, let us synpathise with our hearts and

our purses." (145) "The farmers cling to a systemthat is happily passing
away. That system keeps the |abourers bound and therefore ignorant; ignorant
and therefore bound .... if the farners triunph, the old bad state of things

nust continue." (146)

The unions in East Anglia, as elsewhere,and as Sedley Taylor's renarks
indicate, relied on mgration and enigration as a neans of inproving
conditions. Tacitly they acknow edged the fact that nany farns were overstocked
with labour, and it was the policy of the NA L U to set up a string of
emgration agenci es throughout the country to nove the surplus |abour, and
very early on in the struggle emgration agents of various col oni al
governnents were appearing at practically every union neeting. AM. AB
Daveney. a Canadi an agent who set up a special office in Norw ch, appears
to have been the first in the area. Later there were many nore people from
Canada, as well as representatives fromthe Dom ni on Shipping Line, and the
governnents of Queensland and New Zeal and. M. Spencer A Jones from
Queensl and had an agency in the Rev. Burgess's village of Wittl esey.

The enigration agents were regarded as allies by the unionists,
but their actual role in the events of 1872-1874 ought to be examned in
nore detail. They nay or may not have been invited to take part in union
activity in the first place, but their constant references to idyllic
condi ti ons abroad, and their conparisons of the | abourers' lot in England
with that in the col oni es undoubtedly added to the discontent prevailing at the
time. They may al so have hel ped prolong the dispute once it had started.
It has already been nentioned that some union officials, like Arthur J.
Challis, had a direct interest in persuading |abourers to emgrate - and
prol onging the |ock-out would certainly have produced nore emgrants! Cole
Anbrose, a farmer of Stuntney Hall, Ely, and an em gration agent, appeared
at union nmeetings urging emgration and in a Defence Association urging a
| ock-out. (147) Charles Jay, of Braintree., Essex, was another farner/
emgrati on agent who urged the | abourers to increase their demands. Jay and
Anbrose (who GM Ball said he would take on at anything except drinking)
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actual ly argued about each other's motives at union neetings. (148)

The press always hel d the agents responsible for much of the trouble

in the East, and in August 1874 the Canbridge Chronicle reported that

"In some of (the) agricultural districts the |abourers have threatened that
if any of these deceivers cone anongst themagain they will drive them

out of the nei ghbourhood. " (149) Snythe, a Canadi an agent, publicly

apol ogi sed for the msleading things he and others had pl acarded about

the countryside, (150) and Joseph Arch told a Royal Comm ssion on Agriculture,
nany years later, that "the emgration agents and the shipping conpanies ....
made our union a neans to get into the various counties.” (I5l) Edwar d
Jenki ns was actually Agent General for Canadian emgrations

THE LOCAL CRIG NS CF DI SPUTES

Why, M. Dunbabin asks, did discontent becone articul ate at precisely
this time in the seventies? Conditions had been depl orable for years and,
as he stated, town unionists were worried about conpetition fromfarmworkers
and were able and willing to hel p organi se them or give considerable financia
assistance to them Advanced Liberals were also prepared to hel p, and wages
were appalling and declining inreal terns (152) partly because of education
cnarges. These are all general reasons applicable everywhere (that is with
the exception of education charges). There nust have been other nore detailed
reasons why uni ons appeared in sone places and not in others, however, for
i nstance the size and type of farns.

It was a conmmonpl ace in the seventies that arable farm ng, being nore
| abour intensive, was nore prone to |abour troubles than pastoral farmng and
it would seemthat the strikes and disputes in East Anglia conforned to this
rule, and also the rule that theenployers involved in the disputes were the
very large farmers. Martin Slater, chairman pf the Newnarket F.D. A, farmed
"about 800 acres under the Duke of Rutland" (153) and M. Henry Stanl ey
of Bury, the secretary of the West Suffol k Defence Association farned
"close on 700 acres .... at Wst Thorpe". (154) In that area, a trouble spot,
"hol dings (did) not average |ess than 500 or 600 acres." (155) Exning
was dominated by |arge hol di ngs, and Edward Staples, the nost hated of
the | abourers' enemies, farmed 1,000 acres there and Sabi n, another of the
| abourers' enemes held 1,200 acres. (156) The majority of the nenbers of
the various Defence Associations were also large farners. The first hundred
entrants into the Huntingdonshire F.D.A had an average of 500 acres each
(157) for exanple. The twelve enployers in the WIlfred Hundred (of which
Wodbridge is the centre) who were presented with wage demands fromthe
Nati onal Union in March 1874 enpl oyed between them "about 170 nen." (158)

Adifford, throughout his book, repeatedy suggests that the dispute was
not only a farmers' dispute, but especially an owner-occupi er contest. These
wer e peopl e enpl oying | arge nunbers of |abourers, on whomthe (sonetines)
sobering effect of the Iandowners could not apply. "The great |andowner", he
qguotes a Newrar ket farner as saying,

"did not answer our appeal, The backbone of our Association
consi sted of men who farmtheir ow land, along with |and bel ongi ng
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to others - owning, say, from100 to 1,000 acres. As owners

and occupiers .... we had to nmeasure the strength of our opponents;
and we did so without fearing the action of |abourers, or the

| ukewar mess of |andlords. W found many tenant-farnmers afraid to
joinus for fear of giving offence to their |andlords, though

they were gl ad enough to see the cudgel s taken up by us." (159)

The existence of large arable farns is one possible reason explaining
the appearance of unionismin certain villages. Another nay have been the
exi stence of a radical tradition dating back to the early post-Napol eonic war
years. Until a detailed study of discontent throughout the century is nade
for East Anglia as a whole it is inpossible to be definite about so nebul ous
athing as this, yet it is a fact that sone of the trouble centres of the
seventies were also the trouble centres of an earlier tinme. Littleport, for
exanpl e, where feeling against the introduction of nachinery led to unioni sm
inArch's tine, was the very centre of the Fenland troubles in 1816. Exning
had a reputation of being one of the greatest trouble spots in the East in the
early part of the century, (l160) and Cottenhamappears to have had a tradition
of incendiarismand violence. (16l) The town of Ely, if contributions to the
Chartist land conpany are an indication, was a fairly strong Chartist centre
(for that part of the world) and Wiittl esey was promnent in the events
of 1816 and the "Swing riots.' (162)

In many of the villages where unions appeared in the seventies there
had al so been continuous trouble over the |ocal charities - trouble often
(perhaps usual | y) expl oited by the Nonconform sts. The |abourers had | ong
resented the way charities were mani pulated, and at a tine of declining rea
wages these had beconme of nore and nore inportance. Only three years
after the Fenland had been "pacified" after the |abourers' rising at By
(and in the year of Peterloo), "a daring spirit of insubordination” broke out at
Coveney, in the Isle of Ely, "which," the Canbridge Chronicle reported,

"had it not been tinely checked mght have led to serious
consequences. After four days' previous deliberation the poor

(all receiving alns fromthe parish) nade a regul ar Oyes Oyes

procl amation though the streets, notifying that the poor woul d neet
at the church-yard gate on Easter Monday in order to take possession
(out of the hands of the feofees) of the charity lands annually |et
for the general benefit of the poor, and divide themseverally anmong
thensel ves. Notice of such illegal intention having reached the
nmagi strates at Ely, Sir Henry Bate Dudl ey issued his warrant for
appr ehendi ng ni ne of the ringl eaders, who were commtted for

further examination." (163)

There are many reports of trouble over charities in the years between
the incident at Coveney and the appearance of the unions associated wth
Arch, and during the struggle of 1872-1874 the |ocal press contai ned scores
of stories of disputes at village level. At Wittlesey a runour had it
that the suns of noney collected by the unionists were to "be used for the
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pur pose of remedying the abuse of charitable trusts left for the poor....

(the mal adm ni stration of which had) supplied fuel to the sparks around us.
The subject nowexcites intense interest here" the report went on," and no
one can see where the controversy will end." (164) In Over there was trouble,
(165) in By, (166) in Babraham where the South Canbridgeshire union

was strongly entrenched, and in Waterbeach. At this place the union
"publicly acknow edged the liberality and ki ndness of M. Janes Toller,"

a deacon of the Baptist Church and a popul ar farmer and trustee who

had tried to get the charity lands rented hi gher, (167) GM Bal

continual ly dwelt upon the running of charities during his speeches and told
the | abourers that they had been robbed of £75 millions, (168) and during the
| ock-out J.E. Matthew Vincent, the editor of the Labourers Union Chronicle
was prosecuted for a libel on the Rev. John Spurgin, the Vicar of Hockham
who had levied a tithe on twenty tons of coal annually distributed to the
poors (169) At dopton, in Suffolk, the Rev. R F. Palnmer gave notice to
quit to all unionists who held parish allotnents, and announced that their
nanes were to be struck off the list of coal and bread charities. (170)

The pl ace where nost troubl e took place in these years, however, was Cottenham
avillage sone six: mles fromCanbridge.

A dispute over the Cottenhamcharities had been raging for six or
seven years before the unions appeared, and the leading figure in the dispute
was John Todd. Polities in the village were sharply divided along the |ines
of Church versus D ssent, and Todd was the |eader of the Nonconformsts who
were strongly organised to contest School Board and other elections. The
di spute over the charities became a part of the religious struggle. The Rev.
Anson admtted that "For many years the distribution took place with a
partiality as unblushing as it was shaneful, and with a view to advance politica
and denomi national purposes.” (17l) Todd, after many years of struggle, had,
with the help of a local MP., obtained a public enquiry with the result,
first of all that the poor were given eighteen nore acres of |and, and secondly
that the vicar was forced to publish accounts - which showed that the charity
lands were all "held by a rich farmer and butcher, at a lowrente" (172)

Wien the | abourers began formng unions in Cottenhamtheir agitation
was treated as an extension of the Church versus D ssent squabble. George
Sander son, who worked for Todd, was the noving spirit in calling the first,
nmeetings in the village, (173) and later on Todd hi nsel f becane very active
on behal f of the unions using the canpaign inter alia to air his views on
tenants" rights. Eventually he was presented with a testinonial "by the
wor ki ng men of Cottenham in grateful recognition of (his) self-denying
| abours towards inproving the admnistration of the Cottenhamcharities."

The inscription on it was fromPsalns xii, |, "Blessed is he that considereth
the poor." (I7?4)

In Cottenham then, were present all the elenents needed for discontent
to beconme articulate - plus a possible | abour shortage. (175) Low wage rates
prevailed, (176) there were obvious injustices over the charities, there was
Church versus D ssent feeling nade worse by the cooming of a School Board, (177)
and there was a reply-nmade | eader in John Todd.
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In other villages these elements were al so present; in Exning, for
exanple. There, although there was no | abour shortage, |arge hol di ngs
predom nated, and, as early as June 1872, the village was referred to as
"a depot of mal contents", (178) Wage rates were low, (179) and housing
there, according to difford, was a "crying evil." (180) There had al so
been trouble over the schools John Dobede, the squire and a J.P. (before
whom appeared a nunber of unionists on assault charges) (18l) had contributed
one-third of the noney necessary to maintain a school under the voluntary system
but "the institution had | anguished", (182) and at the tinme the unions
appeared the School Board were trying to obtain |and opposite Dobede's
house whi ch he naintai ned he wanted to add to his park.

I n Sawston and Wt er beach, the N A L.U. stronghol d, these factors were
al so present, a School Board, strong Church versus Dissent feeling, trouble
over the charities and leaders like James Toller able and willing to take

part in the | abourers' struggl es. In sonme villages, however, there is no
nmention of any attenpts at organisation anong the |abourers, and it is
interesting to speculate why. In Hston and | npington, for exanple, twn

villages only three mles fromCottenham therewere no stirrings - and neither
were there, for that matter, in 1816, during the '"Sang riots,” or in the

ni neties,, when the next wave of unionismtook place in East Anglia. The two
villages have a history in which Iabour noverments have played no part whatsoever:

In 1871 H ston and Inpington had a popul ation of around 1,400 (as agai nst
alnmost 2,500 in Cottenham). (183) Wage rates do not seemto have been
particularly high, according to farmrecord books preserved in the G nbridgeshire
Archives, but some of the old paternalistic practices, like the "Horkey" (an
end of harvest feast) renained, (184) and these may have had an inhibiting
effect on the |abourers. The paying of differential rates to workers went
on and al t hough nonconformty was present (the Chivers, who were to become
the chief enployers, were Baptists), (185) the Primtive Methodi sts were not
established there as they were in union centres |ike \Waterbeach and Sawst on.
(186) Aifford seens to suggest that he considered the absence of village
allotments (as at Exning) largely accounted for unionisnis appearance in many
pl aces, (187) but it has not been possible to find any details about the
situation in Hston and Inpington. There was no history of trouble over
the charities, which in Inpington anyway were very snall, (188) no School
Board existed to hei ghten Church versus D ssent feeling, (189) and the
industry that the villages have becone famous for was only twel ve nonths
old at the tine of the |ock-out, and so unlikely to have had nuch effect. (190

THE SEQUEL

The causes of the |abourers” defeat in 1874 are nmanifest. They were
not absolutely essential to the harvest, and the farmers were hel ped by
the extraordi nary good weat her, and able to cripple the unions financially
by the lock-out. (191) The results of the defeat, however,, are not so
clear at this renmove of tine, but certainly many of the wage increases the
uni ons had obtai ned were soon lost. In January 1875 it was reported from
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Sawston that "farmers have reduced..... wages by I/- or 2/- a week," (192)

and at the end of the year Gimwod Cooke, of Horseheath Park, Linton, (Canbs.)
said that at the harvest "men (had) been nore plentiful, wlling, obliging,

and satisfied with | ess harvest wages than they were willing to |et

thenmsel ves at last year." (193) Reports of this kind abound in the |oca

pr ess.

Machi nery, as has been shown, was used increasingly during the |ock-
out and this continued after it was over. Mre drills were used at seed tine,
nore steamcultivators (194) and nore harvest machinery. Large nunbers of
| abourers were not re-enployed after the di spute was over, (195) and pi ece-
work it seens becane nore prevalent - at least for a time (a Royal Conm ssion
inthe 1890s found that trends towards piece-work were purely local, but
that the practice had dimnished in recent years nore often that it had
i ncreased). Many of the perquisites the farners made so rmuch of in their
propaganda may have been | ost, and the paternalismthat was equal |y |auded
by the opponents of unionismreceived a severe bl ow. East Anglian |andl ords
inthe aftermath of defeat often transferred cottages to their tenants
enabling themto increase their control over their enployees - as Edward
Stapl es of Exning wanted at the height of the struggle. (196)

The labourers' lot was considerably worsened, as they expected. by the
effect of the Agricultural Children's Act when it cane into force in January
1875. This was strictly carried out in sone areas. The Newnarket correspondent
of the Canbridge Chronicle reported in February that the "Act (was) being
strictly carried, out by the Boards of Quardians"” in that area, (197)
Prosecutions under the Act were common fromthen onwards. (198)

The strict carrying out of the legislation regulating children's
enpl oynent in agriculture, the refusal to re-enpl oy many workers (and the
consi derabl e outbreak of rick burning) are indicative of a hardening of class
attitudes fromwhich the labourers suffered. This can also be shown - or so
it was mai ntai ned by contenporaries - by the events connected with a by-
eleotion that took place in Canbridgeshire within a very short time of
the ending of the | ock-out.

Imedi ately this by-election becane necessary a squabbl e broke out in
the Canbridgeshire Conservative party. The |andowners' nom nee for the seat
was Francis Sharp Powel |, once nmenber for the county, who received a
nmajority of votes at the selection conference over Benjan n Bridges Hunter
Rodwel |, the farnmers' candidate. Rodwell, as |eader of the West Suffol k
Farners' Defence Association, and the East Anglian Farnmers' Consultative
Board, had taken a leading part in the |ock-out and was hated by the | abourers.
(199) Powell was eventually forced to withdraw and the Liberals decided that
beati ng Rodwel | was inpossible and ran no candi date agai nst him The
Canbri dge | ndependent represented Rodwel | 's success as a victory for the
farmers in the Conservative party '''manifesting their independence and
upsetting the nom nee of a caucus of landlords.” (200) Powell, in his
val edictory address, said that "It is nowmanifest that the tenant farners
who nave votes will, in larger nunbers- support a candidate who, in their




Page N net een

judgerent, has von their battle in a controversy with a class not in
possession of the franchise.” (201) The follow ng year in a by-election
inWest Suffolk, which resulted in a Conservative victory for Lt. Col.

W/ son over Easton, the Liberal, simlar circunstances were said to have
been at work. (202)

Unionism like the |abourers, suffered severely fromthe defeat of
1874. MNany | abourers were said to have retained their cards when they
returned to work, but many nore, angered at the harsh and abrupt way the
strike had been term nated, gave up their nenbership and were lost to the
novenent for ever. Contributions to the union fromExning, for exanple,
whi ch had been £19/-/- in the three nonths April to July, 1874, were down
to £4/6/- for the period Cctober 18?4 to January 1875 (203)  Furthernore,
em gration had taken away nmany of the best |abourers and erstwhile
| eaders - so weakeni ng what organisation renained,, |n Wterbeach, for
i nstance, Berry Robi nson, the president, (204) and Elias day, the
treasurer of the local branch of the NA L.U, both enmigrated to Amreri ca.
(205) The novenent was al so di scredited by interneci ne squabbl es, when
even Burgess and the Peterborough disputed in public over charity |ands.
(206) Nationally it suffered fromthe adverse publicity follow ng
a di spute between Howard Evans and G bson Ward (207) and Arch and J.E M
Vincent. Later arival union to the National was created and one-tine
col l eagues fell to calling each other names. Arch, according to Ward,
was "a charlatan" and the cause of the N A L.U "one of brigands." (208)

Al this did insurmountable harmon a local |evel. The |abourers
felt thenselves betrayed and did not respond to the newy orientated
policies of the unions - the appeal for political reform |awreform
and land reform including a schenme produced by Al fred Simmons of balloting
for land that harked back to Chartist times. (209) Throughout mnost of
1875 nmany branches renained in existence, but by the end of the summer
there were reports, like that fromWsbech, that branches were refusing
to send noney to Leamngton until there was "a great reform there. (210)
A year later correspondents wote that branches as strong as that at
Wat er beach were dead. (211) The "deadly sweepi ng away of menbers" that
got worse and worse as "the serious economic slunp in the farmindustry
came about" (212) was under way and it was another fifteen years before
any nore really significant novenents took place anong the |abourers of
East Anglia. Prospects in the md-seventies were grimas a |labourer's
| anent conpl ai ned.

Each day grow ng ol der

V¢ gat the cold shoul der

By farnmers thrust out in the cold

Who jeeringly say "get cut of the way."

That's how you get served when you're old. (213)
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A new study of this is long overdue. The best work on it is
F.EQifford, The Agricultural Lock-out of 1874 (1875). For the
events involving the Federal Union see Rex C. Russell, The 'Revolt

of the Field in Lincolnshire (Lincolnshire no date). Al so Reg G oves,
Sharpen the Sickle! (1949). There is a fairly long report of the

| ock-out in The Annual Register pp 115-121 whi ch quotes extensively
froman article in Bl ackwoods Magazi ne.

E. Selley, Village Trade Unions in Two Centuries (1919) p 47.

Past and Present, No. 26 (1963) pp. 68-97; Bulletin of the Society
for the Study of Labour H story, xi (1965) pp 6-8.

Canbridge Express (C E ) 17.2.72. The conplaint about school fees

is heard repeatedly, and in Canbridgeshire Boards were established
inmany villages where unions becane strong. See later, and al so

a report of the speech by Joseph Arch in A dayden, The Revolt of the
Field. (1874) pp. 17-18. See too the reference to the Rev. Burgess's
sermon on the subject, p. 16. The Education Act of 1870 "al | owed

for the charging of fees (up to a maxinumof 9d a week) while it was
left to the Iocal School Boards to decide whether or not they made
attendance conpul sory". They had limted powers of remtting fees.

Bri an Si non, Education and the Labour Movenent. (1965) p. 126. The

| abourers were probably equally worried about the provisions of the
Agricultural Children's Act which was nmade law the foll owi ng year
(although it did not come into force until January 1875). This
forbade the enployment of children unless they had attended school

a certain nunber of tines. For the way the Act was used see reference
to Newnar ket p. 31.

Canbri dge | ndependent Press (C1.P.) 16.3.72.

Cl.P. 30.3.72 on the Ey area.

| bid.

CE 13.4.72

Cl.P. 16.3.72
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(11) C1.P.  33.3.72

(12) C.E, 6.4.72

(13) Canbridge Chronicle (CC) 6.4.72

(14) CI.P. 30.3, 13.4.72

(15) C1.P.  4.5.72. Areport inthe CC 22.6.72 says that at that data
there were 15 branches in existence.

(16) C.1.P.  25.5.72

(17) C.1.P. 29.6.72

(18) C.C.  15.6.72

(19) The Beehive. 20 April 1872

(20) Ibid.. 25 May 1872

(21) CI.P. 18,25.5.72. CC  18.5.72

(22) There are conflicting reports on the Yaxley incident. See C1.P.
25.5.72, 25.5, 1.6.72, CE 25.5.72, The Beehive. 25 May 1872

(23) CC 15.6.72
(24) C.1.P. 15.6.72

(25) The Beehive. 27 April 1872

(26) CC 4.5.72. This is an odd report as Burgess became an ardent
supporter of the unions. See |ater

(27) C.C 3.8.72. S. Hutchinson Norris, Auberon Herbert: O usader for

Liberty. (1943) pp. 132-3
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(28)  The Beehive. 31 May 1872

GM Ball seens to have been the first 'delegate’ in the area,
hel pi ng around W sbech. Cl.P. 13.7.72. The East Anglian
Uni ons, however, had been in touch with Arch's Warwi ckshire
organi sation, the precursor of the NNA L. U, several nonths
before. See e.g. the CC 6.4.72 for a report of the South
Canbri dgeshire Union deciding to ask the Warw ckshire Uni on
for copies of its rules (quote fromthe Daily Tel egraph,

3 April 1872)

(30) See e.go CC 25.5.72

(31) CE 5.6.72. Speeches by Chal lis announcing the decision to
anmal gamat e (there had been objections) in the Labourers' Union
Chronicle. 7 and 21 June 1873

(32) Cl.pP. 30.11., 7.12.72., 4.1.73

(33) CI.P. 11.1.73

(34) WH G Arnytage, Heaven Bel ow W opi an Experi nents i n Engl and.
1560- 1960. (1961)1 pp. 145 f.f.

(35) CIl.P. 29.3.73

(36) For the Norfol k Unions see Marion Springall, Labouring Life in Norfolk
Villages 1834-1914. (1936). Chap. 7.

(37) Cl.P. 8.11.73. Reg G oves, op.cit. pp. 65-66. Russell, op.cit.
for details of the Federals' activity in Lincolnshire. A so George
Edwards, FromOQow Scaring to Wstmnster (1957 edit.) p. 40 f.f.

(38) CC 51072

(39) CC 3.5.73 (for details of the formation of the unions in Haddenham
and of the | ock-out)

(40) C.E.  20.4.72
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(41) CI1.P. 4.5.72

(42) difford, op.cit. pp.113-4. CC 5.9.74

(43) Capital and Labour, 19 August 1874, reporting incidents fromthe Bury
St. Ednunds district

(44) CC 27.6.74. See the threatening letter fromWodbridge sent to
Lord Rendl esham |bid., 15 August 1874.

@)

(45) Capital and Labour. 19 August 1874, . E. 15.8.74

(46) CC  5.9.74

(47) C.C 12.9. 74. CE 12.9.74

(48) See the second annual report of the Wsbech District of the N.A L. U
in CC  23.1.75, which states that cooperative stores had been
started by three branches. The Waterbeach branch of the Nati onal
considered setting up a store in March 1873 (C.C. 29.3.73)
and WH. "Bullock” Hall hel ped establish the Westley Waterl ess
Industr)i al and Provident Society in January 1874. (C C 17,24.4,
1.5.75

(49) CC 25.4.74. The antiquity of this suggestion is well known:
it was seriously put forward again as recently as 1962 by a
Petersfield supporter of the Canpaign for Nucl ear D sarmanent.
Sunday Tel egraph, 11 February 1962.

(50) On Evictions see e.g. CE 11.4.74, report fromNewrarket. In
the Exning area Edward Staples, a farnmer regarded as the | abourers’
greatest eneny tried to obtain the cottages fromthe |ocal squire
So as to be able to evict unionists. CI1.P. 4.4.74, report
on the origins of the lock-out "fromcareful and inpartial
enquiries". Aso difford, op.cit. p.35

(51) CE  17.8.72

(52) C E 17.5.73, and letters on 24.5.73
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(54)

(55)

(56)

(57)

(58)

(59)

Page Twenty Four

CcC 3.5.73

difford, op.cit. pp.9-12. The Essex |ock-out is fully reported
in the Labourers' Union Chronicle, e.g. issue of 21 June 1873.
The end of the struggle is report on 28 June 1873.

CC 26.4, 10,24.5.73. "Canbridgeshire enjoyed "a boom’ from
about 1850 onwards through the setting up of a coprolite
industry. The sale of these mnerals not only raised the val ue
of the land by sone £150 per acre, but created such a demand for
| abour that ordinary wages went up to twenty four shillings per
week, whilst a good "fossil digger", working in the piece, could
al nost double that sum Popul ation increased accordingly, and
for nearly a generation our county was the nost prosperous

in England, the rent running from£2 to £3 an acre." FEdward
Coneybeare, H story of Canbridgeshire (1897), p. 259. A so

on the coprolite industry see Victoria County Hstory of
Canbridgeshire and the Isle of Ely, Vol. 2., pp. 119-20, 367-8
Coneybeare's estimate of wages seens very high. The work was
incredibly hard and many of the |abourers who had been enticed
away fromthe farns to work "on the fossils" returned to ordinary
agricul tural work. CE 1.3.73. Letter fromF. Barlow on
the dangerous nature of work in the coprolite pits, lbid., 4
Sept enber 1875

CC 5.10, 30.11.72

CC 13.6, 10.8.72. See also the editorial of 6.4.72, and the
report fromHuntingdon on the increased use of nachines at harvest
inCl.P 1.8.74

Report of the Irish "invading" the harvest fields for the "first tine
for twenty years" in Capital and Labour, 15 July 1874. See the letter
from the Peterborough Union to G adstone conpl ai ni ng about the

use of soldiers. C1.P. 5.10.72. Despite the shortages of

| abour in some parts of East Anglia many of the farns were over-stocked
and so the renoval of I|abour by their workers had | ess effect than

it mght have done, and of course the farners thenselves, as difford
continually points out, were often able to do nmuch of the essenti al
work thenselves. C1.P. 16.5.74 quotes an anusing story fromthe
Norwi ch Mercury about a farmer who | ocked his nmen out, started to work
hinself, and fell into a well fromwhich he had to be rescued by a

| ocked-out |abourer - but not until after his enployer had agreed to
re-instate themat 2s. nore a week "w th nothing said about the Union".

CC 29.3.73
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(60)

(61)

(62)
(63)
(64)

(65)

(66)
(67)

(68)

(69)

(70)

(71)

Cl.P. 16.8.73

Cl.P. 16.8, 18.10.73. The sentences were |ater nodified.
Details of the case also in the Mnute Book of the Canbridgeshire
Quarter Sessions in the Canbridgeshire Record O'fice.

Cl.P 18.5.72, 8.11.73

Canbri dgeshire Record O fice, reference PSS C R4

[ bid.

Cl.P. 14.9.72. Brighton Daily News, 11 Septenber 1872. The case
was di smssed. The prosecution was brought by the Parish
Authorities

CC 11.1.73

CC 1273

Canbri dge D vision Petty Sessions Register, op.cit. 17 May 1873 Bates
Tol l'i day, 76, a pauper, of H ston was prosecuted by a farner of
Grton for stealing a piece of wood valued I1d. which had blown off a
tree. CE 3.7.75

CE 5.7.73. See also dayden, op.cit. pp 91-95 and Howard Evans,

Radi cal Fights of Forty Years, (no date) pp. 54-55

Cl.P. 11.10.73. See the report of the speech by Ms. Fell owes
at the annual neeting of the Eynesford Agricul tural Association,
where she advised the girls to "avoi d unbecom ng dress" and tal ked
of the "two evils drink and dress". CE 2.11.72

See e.g. CC 9.5.74 for the Hy FFDA's decision to advance
non-uni on wages by 1s. a week, and lbid., 23.5.74 for a report

of one West Suffol k |andlord naking a condition in his |eases that
non-uni oni sts be paid 1s. nore than unionists.
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(73)

(74)

(75)

(76)

(77)

(78)

(79)

(80)

(81)

(82)

(83)

(84)
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See the report of the Canbridge Chanber of Agriculture neeting as
early as April 1872, a part of which read, "This neeting views with
extrene regret the agitation that has been attenpted by persons
unconnect ed and unacquai nted with agricultural subjects, with the
object of inplanting discontent in the nind of the agricultural

| abour er; and that in the opinion of this neeting such agitation
is not calculated to pronote the interests either of the enpl oyer
or enpl oyed, whose wel fare nust depend on the |aw of supply and
demand.” C.C 10.4.72. Beehive, 20 April 1872

An "xf ordshi re Associ ation of Agriculturalists" was formed and
resol ved not to enploy union nenbers in future, ford Journal.
27 July 1872, C C 31389 19.10.72

CcC 5.10.72

CC 15.3.73
C C 31.5, 7.6.73. Cl.P. 24.5, 7,21,6. 73
CC 21.6.73. Statenment of Honnybun, Secretary of the Hunts. F.D A

CE 7.6.73, CC 7.6.73. Eventual |y the Defence Associations

joined together in the '"East Anglian Farners' Consultative Board'.
Ibid.. 18.7.74

Cl.P 3,31.5, 14.6.73

C E 7.6.73. The Huntingdonshire organisation did not engage in

a | ock-out, however
Cl.P. 3.5.73

Cl.P. 2.3.74

A West Suffol k Farmers Defence Association was created at Bury
St. Ednunds. There were others. difford opp.cit. passim

Cl.P. 18.4.74. L. Kent's speech at the weekly meeting of the Newrarket
F.DOA "They could do very well w thout these Union nen, especially

if they used steam nachines, to work which they could get nechanics

for £2 a week."
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(85)

(86)

(87)

(88)

(S9)

(90)

(91)

(92)

e.g CC 11.4.74. Speech by GM Ball

QGoves op.cit. p.78. Cl.P 1.8.74

e.g. "I do not believe that the mass of peasants coul d have been
noved at ally had it not been for the organization of the Primtive
Met hodi sts. . ... J. Thorold Rogers, Six Centuries of Wrk and Wages
(1909) p. 515. The Primtive Methodi sts, however, were not
entirely happy about the part many of their menbers played in

the events of 1872-4. See the report of their 55th Annual
Conference in CI1.P. 4.7.74. (On the other hand see the extracts
fromThe Methodi st Recorder in The Beehive 20 April 1872, earlier

in the dispute, which give a different inpression

CC 4.4. 74

CC 25.4.74

CC 6.7.72, 2.5.74, letters fromJames Smth. See, also, Snmth's

letter replying to GM Ball denying that the | abourers' novenent was
one of dissent, and pointing out that the Liberation Society was
di vi ded over whether or not to ask Arch to address it. CC 09, 16.5.74.

Ball said that Smth in a panphl et had said the |abourers' condition
was due to "beer, tobacco and bastardy". CE 16.5.74

CC 3.5.74

CE 18.7.74. See also Spurgeon's speech to the Liberation Society,

Cl.P. 16.5.74

Denzi|l Batchelor, Big Fight, The Story of Wrld Chanpi onshi p Boxi ng
(Pan. Edit. 1956) p.55

CC 13.6.74

The nost publicized incident of magisterial harshness took place in
Oxfordshire when two clergy nmagi strates committed si xteen wonen at

Chi ppi ng Norton for intimdating two bl ackl egs. d ayden, op.cit.

p. 131 f.fo Goves, op.cit. pp. 59-6l. Labourers' Union Chronicle,
7 June 1873. Arch and conpany nade repeated denmands for the clergy

to be prohibited fromthe magi strates' bench.
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(100)

(101)
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(106)
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Capital and Labour, 10 June 1374

Ibid,, See also the card circulated at a neeting in Newrarket "From
the farmlabourers of Christian England to their arch enemes...,"
Cl.P. 18.7.74

The Beehive, 13 and 27 July 1872

Cl.P. 12.10.72. Report from Panpi sford

Cl.P- 4.5.72

Cl.P 2.5, 74

The Bi shop had asked, "Are the farners of England going nad ?", and had
said that they were driving the labourers to "a peasants war".

Cl.P. 13.4.72

Cl.P. 1.3,73

CC 21.6.73

Cl.P. 21.3.74. "lInagine poverty sodistressing"” Roberts wote,
| magi ne nmen, too, who have no change of clothes for Sundays
inmagine the straits they have to endure., and can we be surprised
that they conbine to get something nore in the shape of wages,
than the mserable pittance they are now receiving, but which
their weal thy nei ghbours deem a sufficiency."

Cl.P. 25.7.74. See e.g. the speeches of the Rev- Lott and the
Archdeacon of Sudbury

Revi ew and notes on his book Essays Biblical and Ecclesiastical in
CC 2, 9.8.73. Brief biographical sketch in Boase. Mddern English
Bi ography Vol, 4. Burgess's living in Wittlesey was crown patronage
and worth £500 a year, He had gai ned considerabl e popul arity

anong the |abourers by making St. Mary's "free". C C 24.5.73
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(109)

(110)

(111)

(112)

(113)

(114)

(115)

(116)

(117)

C.C 11. 4, 74. Letter from Burgess

CC 17, 24.5.73. Burgess did not go far along the road to any-
left wing ideas. See, for instance, the report of his sernon
fromMatthew xx.13. ("Fiend | do thee no wong: didst thou

not agree with me for a penny.")., fromwhich he nmade two deducti ons.
First, "that the keeping of conpacts and pronmises is God' s method
of the world being rightly governed", but that governnent could and
should alter laws to prevent the accunulation of land into a few
hands. Second "that the variety of social problens is a D vine
ordi nance" and therefore "l abourers unions, nust, as a very

condi tion of prosperous working, dismss all comunistic or
socialistic doctrines". CE 21.6.73

C.C 28.6.73

Cl.P. 27.4.72. Jonas Wbb in the CC 11.5.72, called Challis

"a shopkeeper charging notoriously for his cottages". See Challis's
reply, however, in CI1.P. 25.5.72. Harrod's Drectory of Suffolk

and Canbri dgeshire 1873 described himas "grocer, draper, upholsterer,
i ronnmonger, and val uer of general stock, fixtures, etc."

Cl.P. 8.2.73. Brief biographical details on Taylor in a letter from
Savage in the Beehive. 27 July 1872.

Savage, in particular, was violently anti-clerical, and repeatedly
made remarks about the clergy "grinding down the faces of the poor".
See e.g. the report of a meeting in Wiittl esey, where he said "God
was With thent, and the letter attacking him CC 11, 25.5.72

Challis was giving evidence in a case in which a unionist was being
prosecuted for assaulting soneone who would not join. The

prosecutor elicited the information that Challis was an agent of the
Queensl and Emigration Conpany. CC 14.3.74. Details of the case
are also in Quarter Sessions Rolls, Easter 1874, Quarter Sessions Roll,
M chael mas 1873, and a transcript of evidence is in the Mnutes of the
Canbri dgeshire Quarter Sessions. Al in the Canbridgeshire Record
Ofice

Cl.P. 25.4.74

C.C 27.6.74
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CE 3.7.73, report of attenpts to close the village feast.
See also issues of 5 and 19 June. For a description of the village
by C H Spurgeon when he was there see J.C Carlils, CH Spurgeon

(1933) P.79

Speeches on the Agricultural Holdings Bill delivered at the
Canbridgeshire and Isle of Hy Chanber of Agriculture. 1873 and
1875,by John Todd, Aso CE, 5.7.73. Report of a neeting at Cottenham

CE 5.7.73

CE 6,6.73, CI.P. 18.7.74. The Anti-CGame Law League was
created late in 1872 and its journal was The CGrcular, Brighton Daily
News, 11 Septenber 1872

CE 10.7.75

Cl.P. 30.5.74

Cl.P. 4474

CC 27.6.74

CE 27.6.74

Cl.P, 25.4.74, CC 25.4.74

CC 9.5.74. The Return of the Omers of Land 1873 shows Rodwel |
of Ampton owning 824 acres, worth a rental of £805

CE 18.4.74. Lady Stradbroke becane a noted opponent of the
unions. See her letters on the struggle in J. Thirsk and J. |nray,
Suffolk Farming in the N neteenthCentury, (Suffolk Record Society,
Vol . 1. 1958)

C E 18.4.74. Dobede owned 2,700 acres worth a rental of £4,917.
Return of the Omers of Land 1873. op.cit.
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(131)

(132)

(133)

(134)

(135)

(136)

(137)

(138)

(139)

(140)

(141)

(142)

(143)

(144)

(145)

(146)

CE 25.4.74. (eorge Mtchell wanted Dul eep Singh to act as an

arbitrator in the dispute. |bid.

difford, op.cit., p. 78 f.f.

CE 2574

Cl.P. 2574

CC 25.4.74

CE 16.5.74

The Beehive. 13 April 1872

CE 25.4.74

Between Christmas 1873 and April 1874 the price of wheat went down
by 6s. a quarter, beef and nutton by 2s. a stone. See e.qg.
CC 11.4.74, Capital and Labour 15 July 1874

C 4.4.74

Cl.P. 12.10.72

Cl.P. 11.4.74

25 April 1874. C S M was said to be a nenber of the University,
and coul d possibly have been C.S. Miine of Trinity

Cl.P. 16.5.74
CE 16.5. 74

Cl.P. 16.5.74
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(149)

(150)

(151)

(152)

(153)

(154)

(155)

(156)

(157)

(158)
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Cl.P. 4.4.74

Ibid., Anbrose said that Jay, when he farned, "was the worst farmer
and paynmaster in the district," Jay in return questioned whether
Anbrose was in fact an accredited emgration agent (Anbrose's real
role will perhaps never be known - one report said he had | ocked
his men out!). At the neeting at which the dispute between Jay and
Anbrose took place there were no less than three other agents
anong the speakers, Daveney, Welland and Child, a railway agent

c.c. 22.8,74

CC 29.8.74

Royal Comm ssion on Agriculture. (Parity. Papers 1882 xiv)

"Md-Victorian prosperity brought little visible gain to the

agrarian worker throughout this period (1850-1870).... Indeed
in many ways the agricultural |abourer was little if any better
off in the 1870s than half a century before..." Derek H Adcroft

"Communi cations on The "Revolt of the Feld': Past and Present,
No. 27, April 1964; P.109 and references cited there. A so

Henri Taine, Notes on England (3rd. edit. 1872) Chap X, and R chard
Heat h, The Engli sh Peasant (1893)

Aifford op.cit. p. 30 CC 30.5.74 reported that in Canbridgeshire
only the large farnmers were | ocking the |abourers out

difford, op.cit. p. 58
I bid., p.65

Ibid., pp. 47 and 97. C..P. 4.4.74

CC 21.6.73. See also CC 8.5.75, report of the annual general
nmeeting of the HF.D.A where Hurnybun says that if all menbers paid
up at 2s.6dc per 100 acres the Association woul d have had £74. 10. 0.,
whi ch makes a total acreage of 59, 600

difford, op.cit., p.90
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(159)

(160)

(161)

(162)

(163)

(164)

(165)

(167)

(168)

(169)

(170)

(171)

Ibid., p. 10 f.n.

e.g0 CC 23.6.20, 10.8, 14.9.21 (in the last issue there is a list
of incidents in the village between 1808 and 1818)

The Northern Sars, 16 Septenber 1847, See also the issue of the
Northern Star for 25 Septenber 1847 on incendiaries in Canbridgeshire
at that tine

A J. Peacock, 'GCaptain Saing in East Anglia', Bulletin of the Society
for the Study of Labour H story, No. 8. Spring 1964. H J. Hanham
El ections and Party Managenent, (1959)9 P.16. f.n.I.

CC 7.5.19

CC 17.8.72

C C 24.1.74. Letter fromON LOOKER

CE 28.9, 12.10.72, 12.7.73. According to Kelly's Post Cifice
Directory cf Canbridgeshire 1875. the Wterbeach charities

were worth £270 a year. Toller owned 516 acres of land. Return
of the Owmers of Land 1873. op.cit.

CC 28.3.74

CC p. 4.4.74, CI.P. 4.4.74. The libel is in the Labourers' Union
Chronicle, 3 July 1873

CC 11.4.74, Cl1.P. 11.4.74

CE 28.6.73. Cl.P. 21, 28.6.73. The Cottenhamcharities were said
to produce "about £450, for education and apprenticeships, Charity
Houses, gifts for the poor, of noney, bibles and prayer-books". Kellys
Post Ofice Director of Canbridgeshire 1875. op.cit. Todd owned only 26
acres of land. Returnof the Owmers of Land 1873, op.cit.
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(172) CE 29.3.73

(173) CC 20.4.72, where Saunderson is described as "night soil man".
The Brighton Daily News, 19 April 1872 has himsinply as"a single man",

(174) CE  28.6.73

(175) Cottenhamhad been fanous for its cheese products a fewyears
earlier, but just before the events described in this article took
pl ace the pastures had been taken over as arable land, ana this

nmay have led to a demand for labour.. On cheese making in the village
see Val (Cheke, Cheese Miking in Britain (1959)" PP.15 and
154

(176) Details of wage rates, harvest rates, cottage rents etc. at Cottenham
in CC 20.4.72

(17?) Todd and his col | eagues won the first Board el ections overwhel mngly,
with Todd at the head of the poll. Janmes Toller simlarly won
in the election of 1875 at Waterbeach. CE 23.1.75

(178) CE 8.6.72

(179) C1.P., a statenent "fromcareful and inpartial enquiries" on the
origins of the lock-out 4 April 1874

(180) op.cit. p.35 The Daily Tel egraph called Dobede"s cottages in Exning
"pigsties". Quoted in a letter fromBenjanmin Brown, Burwell, in
CC 2.5.74. For the way tied cottages were used against the
| abourers in Exning see f.n. 50. See also a union song on housi ng
i n Josiah Sage The Menvoirs of Josiah Sage (1951) P.29

(181) e.g CE 6.6.74, report of case wherein John Gault of Dullinghamis
charged with assaulting Robert Sanderson. The case appears to have
been brought by the Farnmers Defence Association

(182) CC 25.4.74. As in many other alnost revolutionary situations
(for instance in Bradford in 1840) at the very critical point there
occurred an epidenmc to heighten feelings. This happened in the
Newnar ket area in 1874 when snal | pox appeared in a serious form the
result of bad housing it was clained. CE 8.15, 22.8.74
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(183) The strong union centres, it seens too obvious to stress., were
nearly always the larger villages. Sawston had a popul ati on of
|,729, Wittlesey was very large indeed, Waterbeach had 1,619 and
Littleport 3,869- Census of England and Wal es 1871. 33 and 34 Vict.
C. 107. R chard Jeffries, Hodge and Hs Masters (1949 ed.) nade
the sane point, that densely populated comvillages were those where
"agitation takes its nost extreme formi. pp. 289-292

(184) Smth H Row ey FarmAccount Books. Reference 300/A 2 to 300/ A/ 12.
On the "horkey" in Suffolk see J. Thirsk and J. Intayy op.cito. It
is also described by R chard Cobbol d in Margaret Catchpol e (1845)

(185) J. Stanley Chivers, H ston Baptist Church 1858-1958 (n.d.) gives
sone details of village life in the fifties, and of the Chivers
famly

(186) Harrods Directory of Suffolk and Canbridgeshire 1875 ,, cit.
Kel l'y' sPost OfficeDirectoryof Canbri dgeshirel1875. op.cit. Al so
T.F. Teversham H story of Sawston, (Sawston 1942) Vol . 2

(187) op.cit. pp. 37-38

(188) Harrods Drectory of Suffolk and Canhridgeghire 1873. op.cit.

(189) CC 8575 for a report of trouble at Sawston over the School Board.
Letters on the business fromE. S. Daniel and JJ.M Ufon in lbid.,
and issue of 15 May 1875. End of the trouble reported in Ibid.,
6 Novenber 1875

(190) Jamnaki ng commenced in Hston in 1873, and Chivers' factory was
set up two years later. H R der Haggard, Rural Engl and, (1902)
Vol. 2. p.51. Article on Stephen Chivers in Ernest Gaskell,
Canbri dgeshire and Hunti ngdonshire Leaders, (no date probably
19@8-10 . Short history of the Chivere famly and the factory
inthe firms publications, FromQchard to Hone (n.d.) and Anot her
Chapter (n.d.)

(191) For an analysis of the union's finances in the Exning district
of the NAL.U from4th April to 6th July 1874 see Capital and Labours,
19 August 1874

(192) CC 20.1.75a report signed "Little Abingtont.
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(198)

(199)
(200)

(201)

(202)
(203)
(204)

(205)

(206)

(207)

(208)
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CC 09.10.75

CC 26.12.74, report on the Wsbech Steam Qultivating Conpany

East Anglian Handbook for 1875, pp. 8-9

See f.n. 50

27 February 1875

e.g0 CC 6.3.75. Aso GE and KR Fussell, The English Gountrywonans
(1953), PP. 76-60

See Arch's comments at a neeting at Sawston. CE 1Q7.75

10 Cctober 1874 quoting the | psw ch Express

CC 3.10.74. On the Canbridgeshire by-election see also HJ. Hanham
op.cit. pp.20-21, 29-30

CC 19.6.75, obituary note on Wlson in Ibid., 11 Septenber 1875

Capital and Labour, 19 August 1874. C C 23.1.75

CE 12.4.73

CE 26.4.73

CC 27.2.75. It was reported in August 1874 that the county court

was to be applied to "to test the right of the Union to stop the
| ock-out pay after taking subscriptions". Ibid., 1 August 1874

Capi tal and Labour, 26 August 1875

C.C 8176
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(209) Simons was | eader of the Kent and Sussex Agricultural and General
Labourers Union. Details of his scheme in CC 11.9.75

(210) CC 7.8.75

(211) CE 4.11.76

(212) E Moore Darling, 'AFair Deal for Hodge', The Listener, 14 June 1956
and correspondence in the subsequent issue fromRex Russell, E D
Jaques, and Nevill, Masterman

(213) Bulletin No10 of the Canbridgeshire Local H story Council Autum
1956




THE
HI STORY  GROUP

MEMBERSH P OF THE H STORY GROUP
OF THE COWLN ST PARTY

is open to all nenbers of the
Communi st Party interested in
hi story.

There is an annual subscription
of 10/-, for which menbers
receive free copies of "Qur

H story" and of the occasi onal
publications of the Goup, as
well as notice of all neetings,
public and private discussions
arranged by the G oup.

The Group exists to forward

the study and witing of history
froma Marxi st standpoint, to
put its menbers working in the
sane fields in touch with one
anot her, and to organi se

di scussions of nutual interest.

NON- MEMBERS OF THE GROUP

may subscribe to "Qur H story"
t hr ough! -

Central Books Limted,

37 Grays I nn Road,
London,, WC. I .

10/ - per year post free,

Page Thirty E ght

MARXI SM AND HI STGRY

The bi bli ography by Lionel M

Minby and Ernst Wanger mann,

under the above titles, can be
obtained direct fromthe

H story G oup (15/- and 8d post age),
This is a bibliography of sone

t housand hi storical works in the
Engl i sh | anguage, whose aut hors
have used the histori cal

met hod of Marxi sm

Al correspondence to: -

Secretary,

H story G oup,
C.P.GB.,

16 King Street,
London. WC. 2.

The Hstory Goup would like
to hear fromanyone interested
inrecording interviews with
veterans of the Labour
novenent .

Pilot projects on the General
Strike are taking place.



OUR HI STORY - titles avail abl e

The najority of the forty-nine titles

Post age are out of print and sonme of them are
in great demand. The H story G oup
Single copies - 6d. has decided to select titles for
reprinting and the first six are now
Each additional copy avai | abl e.
add 2d,
No. 7 Encl osure and Popul ati on Change (reprint) 2/ -
No. 18 Sheffield Shop Stewards 1916-1918 (reprint) 2/ -
No. 20 The Common Peopl e 1688- 1800 2/ -
Nor . 22 The CGeneral Strike in the North East (reprint) 2/ -
No. 24 The Lancashire Cotton 'Fanmine' 1861-65 (reprint)
(Stanl ey Broadbridge) 2/ -
No. 26/ Tom Mann and Hs Ti mes (reprint) 3/6
27

No. 32 The Vorld of Honer (RF Willetts) 2/ -
No. 33 Shakespeare's ldea of Hstory (AL Mrton) 2/-
No

35 Save society @ - sone  probl ens (reprint) 2/ -
(Robert Browni ng)
No. 36/ Prints of the Labour Moyvenent (illustrated) 2/ 6
37
No. 38 Tom Mann in Australasia - 1902-1909 2/ -
No. 39 The Organisation of Science - A Hstorical 2/ -
Qutline of Science as a social activity
(S. C Coddard)
No. 42 dass and ldeology in a Provincial Gty (Bath) 2/ -
1800- 1850 (R S. Neal e)
No. 43 1916- 1918 The Easter R sing as Hstory 2/ -

(G Desnond G eaves)

No. 44/ Hstory and Social Structure on the East African 4/-
45 Pl at eau

No. 46 A Contenporary View of the Napoleonic Wars 2/-
(Frida Knight)

No. 47 The Second Ref orm Bill 2/ -

No. 48 Al exander MacDonald and the Mners (Raynond 2/-
Chal l'i nor)

No. 49/ The Revolt of the Fields in East Anglia 4/ -

50 (Af Peacock)



