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An examination of English industrial history, during the
period when social effects of the industrial revolution were
beginning to be so apparent, when cries of the workers for assistance
were risiﬁg so loud, and when it seemed as though whole industrious
clagsses were doomed to 2 modern slavery set round by freedom, and to
starvation in the midst of plenty, reveals no class of workers whose
condition was quite as forlorn as that of the hand-loom weavers.

It will be the purpose of thi§ essay to show the conditions of the
veavers in the period of the opening of the industrial revolution,
the attempts at amelioration, and finally the condition of hand-loom
weavers during the second half of the nineteenth century.

Very early in the eighteenth century it was becoming menifest
that England's itrade in woven goods=-as ut was in textile generally
was increasing very rapidly. A contemporary writing in 1739, said
of Xanchester that the town was growing rapidly because of the
manufacture ef cotton goods, nmixed and plain. The export trade was
developing® Defoe, in his works concerning his travels through
. England a few years later, reveals the fact that textile work, in-
cluding weaving, was a common occupation. The number of weavers
engaged in making woolen goods filled him with amazementi* In
fact he wondered that the ngticn was able to supply the manufactures
with wool. The active weaving industry in Westbury and Varminster
in Eiltsvcaused these remarks} the woolen trade at Sudbury was re=-

pérted‘by'him to be in a very flourishing condition%®*

* Daily Advertiser Sept. §, 1739 = From Baines E. "History of Cotton
Henufacture®. 108,

#* Defoe D. "Tour through Creat Britain®.

=22Defoe op. cit. 1.32.
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Yerwich in those days was an active manufacturing town. The
habit of having weaving done in the city itself had by 1745 begun to .
t&?apparent for Defoetls estimate of the population of Norwich and |
vicinity 120,000 was based on the number of looms in the city.

Durin the day he found the city to be deserted "for the 1nhabi£ants
being all busy at their manufactures, dwellin their garrets at their
looms." ZEvidently this growth of city monufacture was not yet a
growth of concentration in factories, but of "out of door® labor,
that is, work done in the weavers ovm homeg%

There is more light given on the nciuldl condition of the weavers
toward the end of the eighteenth century, for which A Young, the
Secretary of the Board of Asriculture, an enthusiasticubeliever'in
tﬁe extension of agriculture, and an extensive traveler must be
thanked, Although his main interest was the use of the land for
productive purposes, his active eye and mind ecaused him to see and
comment upon other phases of life, In his "8ix lonths Tour" the
condition of the hand-loom weavers is indicated in several places.
On the whole their condition was good. The manufactures gave out
work to be done without waiting for orders, basing that action on
expectations of spring orders%*® The cotton trade was growing rapidly,
in places rivalling wool. Theinerth of England was then growing
r&pi&lyfinto a great manufacturing?&istrict.

The salaries of the hand~loom weavers were not high according
to Young. At ﬁen&al in the Lake District cotton weavers, mostly

women, recelved an average of 4s.3d. 8 week, but the linsey-woolsey

* Tbid I 59.

% Young, A. "Sic Months Tour®., III. 189. | .
##®Aiken, J. "Description of the Country around Habchester.
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weavery-received as‘high as nine or ten shillings. This ﬁeaving'
was done in the town% At Sudbury weavers of “sayé“ -a. woolen cloth
earned ten shillings ver weekI® At Varrington weavers of sailcloth
received nine shillings for men, five shillings for women; and three
shillings for boys. Veavers of sacking recelved nihe shillings.2**
It is on the qguestion the interreiation of agriculiure and
weaving that the mogt evidence has been lefti. Attention is Drought
to this cbnnecticn by & calculation in 1784 of 2ll the earnings of
textile workers in Suffolk. OCne~twelfth of the earnings of all
‘elasses was deducted to allow for work done in the fields during

the harvest periad%**' In fact, Young Fealous of manufacture as a

rival of agriculiture, complained that the former is one place at 1east, |

while carrried on in connection with it, overshadow the latteri®®**
The developement of this system of weaving and ferming had
reached the point where it had considerable economic effect. Rents
went up,regarkahly, in one place from ten shillings to seven pounds
seven'shillings;k This rise’ Young would have us believe, canme |
from manufacture. The weavers could afford to pay these rents,
in order to live in the couniry or suburban diéﬁricts; throught the
union of the earnings from a2griculture and those from the looms.
These weavers bcuéﬁt their wool, spum and wove it, and sold it at
the marketi***#** The picture which this raises is a pretty one of
an exigtance slmost idealic, and‘paints the weavers life in colors’.

of somewhat rosy hues

¥ ’:;!YQung»‘ Ibidt III 1 350

- Mg, vGeneral View of the County of Suffolk.
L35 Do "Six Honths Tour". 163

kb Do teneral View of Suffolk?

hdd i #Annald of Agriculture” IV. 157.

ENRURE g, AXVIl. 309.
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Vhether or not it was Young's 1Eking for agriculture or not
would be hard to say, the fact remains that he considered these
coumtry hand-loom weavers to be fortunately situated. Some of
them owmed a small lot or farm "merely for the convenience of
keeping a few cows for milk for their children, apprentices and
inmates, and a horse to job %o and from the mills, markets, etc,"*
But the condition of all hand~-loom weavers just at the dawﬁ
of the nineteenth aentﬁry was not quite so rosy. Those who could
own a cow and ride to market behind their own horses were, on the
whole, woolen weavers. The cotton weavers were not so well off.
They were already beginning to gather in the cities. It seems to
have given Young considerable satisfaction to note that the country

weavers were so much superior in physical condition to the city

weavers. The former could employ their free hours in "care of
their gardens and other portions of ground théy night possess',
This csused them andvtheir children to be stronger,"and«ia‘imbibe
more virtuous principles® than were commonly met with among the

city weavers%t® The condition of the former was gsuperior also.

through their having steady work, since agriculturel pursuits and
weaving in the farm-house cpuld be made to dove-tail very profitably.

Not having such a safety valve the city weavers more often took
paﬁt'in *nopular riots, insurrections and complaints® a fact to
Young, clearly'indiééting that they did not meet with such steady

work as their regular maintenaho® Tequiredi**

The fact weavers had so much time at their disposal indicates

an interesting phase of their lives up to the latter part of the

*  nnals of Agriculture" XL 135. Quoted from Cumningham®Growth
' of English Industry® II 565.

#®  Ibid, XXXVIII. 548.

*#¥® Young "Farmers Letters® I 22,
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eighteenth century. In order for the weavers to be kept constant~
ly at work a steady supply of spun yarn was essential. In the
days before any mechanical inventions had increased the output

of the looms the weavers had been able to sccure yarn to eliminate
any great anount of lost time. VWhile any pressure there was came
from the weavers yet a feascnable gauilibrium was maintained be-
tween spinning and weaving. This was changed when John Xay ine-
vented his flying shuttle in seventeen thirty~eight. 3y the new
plan the ghnttle was caused to mechanicelly shoot across the loom.
Not only did this czuse a weaver to work more rapidly, Qut it dlso
gset at liberty ihcse who had been necesgary vhen wide cloth was
woven. ILach weaver so liberated set up a loom of his own, and
those increased the outpubt. The speed of weaving was agein increased
by a member of the Kay family when Robert Kay in seventeen sixty
invented his "drop box%¥ arrangement to allow the use of different
weft without stopping to change the thread in the shuttle.

Sevefﬁl shittles in boxes arrenged in tiers, and operated by the
left hand as the loom worked, accormplished this saving of time.
?aturally this increased the speed of weaving.

>, Az o reanlt,a great nced for yarn arcse, The single thread
spinning vheels in the form houses were still the main source of
supply, and it was not strange these unimyrovéd methods scon fell
behind the improved weéving loom, for to guote Baines,"the one

- thread whéel though turning from morning till ﬁight in thousands qf

cottages éoul& not keep pace wither with the weavers' shutile or

denands of the merchant®.*

* IBaines -ope cit. 117. : "
Young ~ “Farners Letters" I 22, & "Six Months Tour. 163
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This condition was productive of many schemes to once more
balance the two chief branches of the textile industry. Lewls
Paul and John Viyatt patented a mechanical gpinning contrivance
in 1738, of which littlec was heard. Arkright's water-frane ap-
peared some years later- his ideas may have been cépied from Paul

and Wyatt,* and his rollers greatly increased the ocupplys His

machine was supplemented in 1767 by Jomes Hargreaves cpinning jenny, -

and these were united about ten years later by "mule” of Samuel
Crompton, ¥rom then the spimnning of yarning became an increasing

of the nunber of spindles on a machine, and of connecting sufficient
‘driving power with the requisite number of machines.

With these’changea in the spinning of yarn the weaver had,
instead of human individuals, many mechanical men toiling to keep
him supplied. Hand=-loom weavers entered upon 2 neriod of compara=
tive prosperity. The older witnesses who testified before the
committees of 1834=35 looked back at the peried of 1800-1815 as
one of plentye

It ought to be remembered that it is not wise'to place too
much credence in statements of what happened thirty before a
witness was speaking. A tendency wvery commdnly found is that of
lauding the times that were at the expense of those that are,
and therefore, 1o turn backward and gigh for the days of old.
Haturally such a tendency e stronger when the early dayé in
general really wereibettera

- Even allowing for axaggerations of witnesses the woolen
weavers at least were well off\at the beginning of the nineteenth
century: The testimony of ¥r. He lackenzie swmarised the probable
condition at the time: YThe hand-loom weavers were a frugal

yeople, ihdustrious. supporting friendly socities, building their

* Baines ope cite 140




own homes with their ovn saved up means, supporting their families
in the usual comforts of life, living upon reat, oatmeal, bread
and milk, rearing up their family in good clothes, and educating
them in Sunday Schools% 4 statement from onother witness was even
stronger. He 3r., Fakin - spoke for the cotton weavers and refered
to a timé just after the attempt of weavers to hove a minium wege
bill passed. His Staﬁement therefore cppears to have been too
favnrable,.but it shows the impression which the peried made on
the people in comparison to the doys vwhich were to follow. "At
thet time,® the witnees sald, "it wés the trade of a gentlemen;
they brought home their work in top boots and rugeled shirts; they
had‘a cane, and tock s cooch in some instances, and appeared as
wiell as military officers of the first degree when they appeanred
alonel%¥®

That such an aceeunt of conditions among cotion weovers was
inaccurate is clearly shovn by the records left by law and parle
izmentry discussions Vhile the weavers condition was not as bad
as it became latexr, the differences between masters and workers
necause of reduction of wﬁges ettracted attention. In 1800 an
Act, cormonly called the Arbitration fct, pmmsed Parlianment,
Part of the preamble read:~ "Whereas considerable abuses have
for several years past subsisted in the trade or manufacture of
'*ést*anxveaviﬁg in that part of Great Britain called England, to
the ?reat oppression of the persons engaged in the manufacture
thereof”‘ 1t then proceeded to establish Arbitration Beards to
be selected by both sldes in cage of any dispute between workers

and masters. In case no agreement was reached by the Boord

* Reports 1835 X1l 4
*% Do 1834 X 418
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the question was to be submitied to a justice for decision.* In
gpite of the Act wepges continued to decrense, and, thofdrh asmend-
ments to the Aet were tried within five years conditions rcrow
worse.

The next atiempt to remedy conditions was throush the use of
that panacea now looked upon 28 beings almeost ultra-modern the
miniun wage. On sy 19, 1308 “r. Rose asked leave to present a
bill to 1imit the depression of wazes of persons employed in the
weaving of cotton. He himself wes not certain of the propriety of
the measure, but acted "in complisnce with the wisheg of a numebous
and respectoble class of persons vho were now suffering peculiar
hardships, and who were ot the same tinme supporting them with a
paticnce and resolution which did them credit, "**

The reception such a request would be given in an eaxyly
nzncteanth century House of Commons can easily he imagined. A
measure so cWeerly'mnd radically violating the =a red doctrines
lassenfaire could not be tolerated. The opposition did not condemn
nerely because of possible injury to the manufacturer, but because
it would injure employees alike. In opposing the request one
gentleman remarked thet wages had been too high resulting in too
many eﬁtering the bﬁsiness, and consequent depressiony to fix
wages by law would be to induce ignorant persons to bring uvp their
children in this line and still further over stock the market%*¥
Lord xilton thought the bill would have a direct &endency to ruin

manufactures and further increase the distress of those employed

in them' while Sir Robert Peel, the author of the first act to ameli

- ameliorate the evils of child work in fact&ries, heartily disapproved

* AQ Ceo. IIX. ¢ 90

**  Yancerd xI. kay 19, 1808.
: 2 X)) 1}0

Eaan Do




..9_

through a true"regard to the interest of %he work people themselves"%t

However a committee considered the proposal, But it was
eqqally opposed to anything likely to fetter.the freedom of
competition, and its report was adverse. The proposition was
fynolly in admissible in prinpipla, incapable of being reduced to
practise by any means that ca#rpoasibly be devised, and, if
practicable, would be productive of most fatal consequences®,*®

Two years later a committee which had looked into the advisi-
bility of restricting the number of apprentices as a means of ime
proving conditions, called the scheme inadmissible, and productive
if passed, of the greatest mismery to the manufactures as well as
toithe laborers.*** '

fhe weavers, after this set back, tried in another way to
‘remedy the evils they fell were oppressing them. The law 5 Eliz,
part of which is commonly called the Statute of Artificers; and
which contained sections pertaining to the aasessmentAQf wages
was still on the statute books, and the cotton weavers turned to
it for assistance. They began to appeal to the justices of the
Peace and Hagistrates, as the law specified, to have their wages
regulatéd; This appeal to acts passed in the days of an outlawed
political economy promptly aroused the devotes of laissez-faire,
and an act was introduced into Parliment to repeal that part of the
laws of 5 Elizabeth which éllOWed such an adjustment of wages.
Petitions against the tepeal promptly began to come in., That of
the cotton weavers particularly was a Very human document from
which some quotions will be of interest. "The petitiongrs are
rned to learn that a bill has been brought intd the

much conce

House to repeal so much of the Statute 5 Elizabeth as empowexrs

*  Do.
#+ Reports 1809. From Vebb B. & S.
#*2 Ibide

#Pyrade Unionism”.-49 (Original
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gand requires magistrates in their reapective jurisdictions to
rate and settle the prices to be paid to laborers, handicrafis,
spinners, weavers, etc., and the Petitioners have endured al=-
most constant reductions in price of their labor for many years,-
during the last t@irty months they hove continued, so low, that
the average of cotton weavers do not exceed five shillings per
week though other trades ezrn from twenty to thirty shillings
per week", The petitioners proceeded to state that food prices
were very high: They then told of the attempt at relief seen in
the Arbitration Act and its amendments, and of their failure;
that now the act in gquestion had been restored to with a cértain
amount of success in some cases, and concluded by saying "altho

the laws of 5 Llizabeih were wisely designed to protect all irades

and workmen yet none will gssentially suffer by its repeal but
the cotton weavers. The silk weavers have law to secure their pricee
as have other citizena. Tradesmen generally receive their con=-

tracted wages when their work is done, put the cotton weavers know

not what they shall receive,"*

This and other appeals showing conditions of suffering daid
‘not have the weight nécessary to overturn carefully thought out.
rules of economy. The individual had to be ieft free to compete

in open market, whether in the market of laber or in that of

manufactured product. Therefore the appeals of the coiton weavers

came 4o nothing, and the parts of 5 Elizabeth in question ceased

- 1o be lawt®

Prices had been rising greatly during the first years of

nineteenth century, and undoubtedly this had much to do with the

suffering of which the weavers complained. The figures on wheat,

-

*# THouse of Commons Journal Feb. 25, 1813,
** 53 Geo. II1 58.
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ybarley and oats will serve as an Indizatior of the upward trend.
In December 1803 wheat was at §2s.6df, barley at 23s.11d., and
oats at 21s.1d%"* by August 1812 vheat had risen to 159Ys., barley
to 79s5.104., and oats to 568.2d. At ‘the same time wages of hand-
looﬁ weavers, with some fluctuations, declining. YVeavers of
cambric in the north of England, who received 29 shillings in 1802,
in 1812 received 14 shillings%*

Although the wages of the hand-loom weavers were anything but
satisfactory, they were not bad enough to make an investigation
of them of first importance. In the third and fourth decades of
the nineteenth century there came a realization of the seriousness

| of ccnditibn of the children employed in factories. After an
investigation an 2¢t was passed which applied to children working
in power driven mills and factoriest** This had no direct bearing
on hand-loom weaving.

Ao the decade of the twenties passed into that of the thirties
the condition of the hand-loom weavers became steadily worse.
Early in the thirties pétitions from weavers and from those who
observe& their condition became more and more frequent. In 1830

 8ir M. S. Stewart presented to the House of Commons a petition
from the Operative Weavers of Glasgow. Tihese people prayed for

some relief from the sinking distress under which they suffered.

Although 4,600 individuals had signed that was, Sir Stewart de~

clared, but a small portion of the nurber of weavers affected by

suffering because of the extremely low rate of wages. The petition

siated "the average income of each fanily, according to gtricteat

investigation, amounts only to about 3 shillings six pence of

»  gooke "History of Prices” (Bdition of 1838)41 238

*® Tooke, =~ I - 336
‘% 2 Reports 1840, XXIII. 592.
®*® wg4 Will, IV, c.103. -
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clear money per week, or does not exceed four, and that after

96 hours incessant labor."* By 1833‘ghe number of petitions

reached 53; in 1834 it mounted to 87, and the total from 1833 to
1837 was 288. These were not allyfrom entirely aifferent places.
Glasgow an partess or organizations of that city sent éight pe=
titions, Bolton four, Airdrie three, Aberdeen two, etecs The largesi
number received in any year was 90 in 1835.* These petitions were
not all from workers themselves. One bf them came from the Provost,
| Yagistrates, Council of the Borough of Calton. It called attention
to the sympathy which the petitioners had long felt for the numerous
operative hand~loom weavers whose remdneration was in sufficient,
for the ,ost laborious earned with dlfficulty the means oﬁ scant
subgistance.** Another petition of‘Landowners, Constables, Owners
of Cottages, Shopkeepers and others of pull prayed the louse to
institute an inquiry into the ”distressed state of persons employ-
ed in the business of hand-lcom.weaving¢"**' All petitions appealed
for some definite action. The majority looked for assistance
tﬁiough,a Board“of Trade; others wanted direct legislative enactment

as seen in a'petition from Bethnal Greeni*** while cthers merely

requested an inguiry.

As @& result of such petitioning it was moved on the eleventh

of June 1834 that the petitions presented by hand-loom weavers be

referred to a select committee to examine the sane, and to report

their observations to the House. The motion was carried by a vote

of 70 to 42%%*%* The committee appointed numbered originally fifty,

to vhom at various times nine others were added. It included such

men as Sir Robert Peel, Er. H. Lytton-Bulwer, Lord Ashley, and

¥r, E. Bainegtrasrss

‘ i 4
. 1 LXXXVIII-XCII seeeDg, Vol 90/ 367
o House of q;iTens Jourggi. 9, 1833 (vol. §8)wemsano, Vol 90, 381

e ~ Dp. Vol. 89, 283 sweerxi835 X 1

o i i e ey e i 5 P
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The committee made a long exuminziion in which they con~

sidered the truth and extent of the alleged distress; its causes
and the possible neans of improving conditions® During the
course of the invectigation they summoned masiers, operatives,
and persons described aé *gbgerving by-standers”.** The fifty-
geven wiinesses could be divided into three classes. Twenty '
were dignified in the lists of witnesses by having "Esquire add-
ed to their namea = of these four were members of Parliament; 3
sixteeit vere called "Wister”; and twenty-five, a plurality, were
me;ex; named, and were evidently ordinary fé;k of the nasseg,.**¥
Such a distribution is of intérest‘ The cammittee’was, it would

seem, determined to hear all sides of the question, and to have

ground sufficiently broad to base conclusions upon.

The investigation showed that the conditiona among hande .

loom weavers were utterly bads. The atatements concerning wages

wer of that class of workers to purchase
litatively, was

at once showed that the po

necessaries, adeguate either quantitatively or qua

entirely below what it chould have been. IHowever, in reference

to statements of wages care must De taken to aistinguish between

' . : reg Lo
gross and net wages. weavers gross wages included charges 1oT

loom hire, cloth dressing elc. vmile this was not so important
in the case of weavers who owned their own looms; in Sﬂée cases
it amounted to @ difference of as much ag two shillings¥***

a'wage is o comparative matteTs 1ta power to sustain life

in a given way or up to a given standard is that by which it 1is

e United States at present +10uld ve

judged. 4 sslary vhich in th

*  Reports 1835 X111 IIl

b DD

 *%¥ Renorts 1834 XII & 1835 X111
rewn 0 1841 x(296)14
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poor, keeping its recipieni on ihe verge of starvation, in
England hundred years ago would have been a very good income,
making its recipient a moderately well to do man. Such z state-~
ment is a truism and emphasis seems hardly necessary, but to-
renember it is vastly important. The fact that a weaver received
5,6 or 7 shillings means nothing until it is discovered just how
well he .eould live on such an income.

While wages had been going sown more or less steadily, the
prices of many commodities had been doing likewise. It has been
shown how high wheat, berley and cats had risen toward the close
of the Napoleonic wars.* In December 1833 wheat was at 515.44d,

barley at 315.2d, and oats ai 195.94,** while in pecemver 1835
345 and 11d.%**
hiiling

wheat had reached the abnormally low figure of

At Paisiey butter, from 1824 to 1834 had gone from one 5

to seven pence; tea from six shillings eight pence to five shill-

ings eight pence. The authorities at z hospital mear Paisley

vouched for the accuracy of the following figures.
1814 1824 1834
Heal 1;.8d 15.64 1134
Butter 15.84d 15,14 104
Cheese 11d S 9 5kd

.the weavers were

Not withstanding the reduced cost of 1iving
in an abominable condition. A1l witnesses told the same talée

*
diti
The gilk and cotton weavers particularly emphasized the con

* Above page 11

** Tooke ii, 231 o
o ii, 234
't*2Report 1834 x 92
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gnder which they lived. The continual falling off in the food, |
clothing, -and furniture of the weavers was repeatedly brought out.

They almost 21l looked back to other days a decade ot two before

‘when times had been good and wages more adequate to meet high

prices than present ones were to meet low ones. One witness made

it clear.. It was.qﬁate cormon for a hand-loom weaver to lay in as

much meal, potatoes, cheese and butter in harvest as would serve

$ill spring, coal was laid in, in large quantities, and very‘commonly X
hand-loom.weavrés salted meat at Martinmas for the winter, now it
requires the clubbing of all the little earnings of the family on ééﬁ
a Saturday night to make provision for the house-keeping. The 5
principal articles of food were oatmeal, potatoes and bread, not

much meat - tqice or three times a week in small quamtities. They
used sugar, in considerable quantities, and tea in place of other

food.*
A ¥r. Ashworth, woolen manufacturer of Janchester gave vhat |

he considered a comparison between the wages and expenses of &

Weaver.'ai'that one of the best, He gelected a man and wife and

two. children in ginghem weaving, and supposed them to be able to :E

He took $wo shillings, three pence for
or a total of

earn flfteen shillingﬁ'

" rent, one shilling for £ire and light to Wwork Y,
1eaving eleven shillings nine pence

three shillings, three pence,
g than three shillings & head

which divided amongst four, lefi les

fcr»meat; drink, clothing and bedding:- but very few families

tould earn above ten shillings a week then, g work was not S°1§§?d‘
r-
The witnesses were very emphatic in declaring that the P

ple was deteriorating very repldly. This

tual condaition of the pro | |
4 of rest on 4

work during the week and nee

was partly due‘to over-

e 1835« x:xz VI

B
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Sunday, but the chief reason assigned was that the weave : |
presentable wearing apparel a2ad had no means with which :: o {‘
it. The committee on presenting its report cbmpiained that ::cure

and usual attendance at Diviaevﬁorship is neglected, this aro:e

from shame in the first instance at appéaring at churcﬁ in rags:

thw ritings of Cgrlile and Taylor had obtained a great spreadk"

and the witness had seen companies of men applauding those whgghave
a?éued against the existence of a God. The wiiness attributes

this awful state of things to no innate vices and infidelity of the

people thems '
le themselves but solely to that reckleasness vhich originates |

in want and despaif.*

Int s i
Intemperance was increasing due to the distress of the time.**

General
degradation and lack of well equipped homes went along with

this t ‘
hough, of course, no rule can be laid down that all squalid

. homes w re + s
we ' {
hose of heavy drinkers. Furniture had in some cages

woxrj o
J out and the weavers vwere utterly unable to buy new at that

time, *%*
Theixr heuses, on thw whole, were poorly furnished, and

one wec s
eaver categorically said that some houses hed no furniture in

thems»s»

larcely neglected. Weavers Co

did . co
not have sufficient means to send sll the children of the .

der children earned .

The education of children was

Tan : ‘
ily to school, not could the pittance the ol

uld enough good clothing be gecured. In

b
¢ easily spared, nor co
ime for a short

aon
e cases one child was sent to school at & t

pe
Period while the others either remeined 2t home idle, or else

ing the father. An easier

ok »
‘”kEd in the mill or at the loonm assist

. 1835, XIIL.V
v, 1834, x-80 ana 1335, X1l VI
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‘way; Qnd one more frequently followed, was to give the children
no- education at all.*

The cloﬁhing,issue was indeed a serious one. One witness
had to borrow clgthes in order to appear before the committee in
respectable garbj* while another maintained that even on work;ng
days they went to the warehouses on the back roads to avoid fbrmer
acquaintances bad was the condition of their garmentsi**® It is
perhaps superfluous to add anything more to such a statenent of
conditions, and to say that they were abominable is more repetition.
In their own day, the comment of those well fitted to judge was that
the hand-loom.ﬁeavers were in an awful plight. In gact, the Oferaeer
of the towvmship of Gorton =~ near Hanchester - stated very spepiﬂi&ww
| cally that the handulbom,weavers are the most miserable part of
the population, they scarcely see meat once & week%#*#* Baines, &
contemporary witness, remarked in his book published in 1835 that
the hand-loom weavers were 80 different from the other laborers
employed on cotton they needed disfinct notice. Their implements
of 1éboi had been static, rather than constantly being improved,
and that was the class which had sunk into distress and degrada=
tionteres

After such a revieﬁ of the actual conditions of the weavers
it is har&ly necessary to go into a discussion of the actual
amount. Tﬁat they ﬁere woefully inadequate ijs fully apparent. It
nay be of interest, however,\to show the earnings of just a few.

"Thé:silk weavers wages were very lowe This class of weavers

. 1534. X - page 60 and question 1290
s+ 1835. XIII VII
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present a particular interest. In the eighteenth century the ;;

great bulk of the silk weaving was done in the Spitalfields

district. An act was passed for the regulation:pf prices of silk
weaving in Spitafizlds and the vicinigy of London% The weavers of
the district looked on the Act as their ¥agna Charta.** Certninly

they had been gemerally prosperous under it, By it committees éf

were selected by both manufactures and weavers if these could not
agree the Sessions deceided on wages by determining the living
| ~cost. It continued in force till 1824. In the mean time there
were several periods of distress. One of these - in 1812 was at~

trzbuued to their noi being a young queen to hold drawing roomns,

:and promote fashionable expenditure in silk. A memorial was sent

to the prince regent, setting out the cause of the distress and

praying him to promote the trade by holding drawing rooms. He did ;é

interfere, and it had a very desirable effect. ;f

When the silk industry'grew up in Manchester and other places
away from London, Parliament had either to repeal the Spital-

fields act or extend it to cover all manufactures. The action of
>

2 Parliament in which Ricardo was a ruling spirit could not be a
‘ YY)

matter of doubt. The Act was repealedt** Ricardo spoke for the repeal.j

By the time the Hand-loom meaver‘s Commission investigated
it was evident that the silk weavers were in a bad condition
financially. For weaying a certain kind of silk the pay was nine-

pence in
’ o half or eight shillings after six days

weekly wage of seven and

*  {30e0 III C.68 g

#» 1840 XXIII. 539 s4.
e Geo. Iv C
**iv‘is Hangord M. S. IX. 381
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1825 and five pence in 1834. The latter’ figure meant a gf

S R A o i T s S P .




.

- 19 =
toil for twelve or Tourteen hours a day. That amount of labor in
4824 would have earned twice that amount. In 1826 a weaver could
earn twenty shillings, from then there was & decided a fall in
prices.*

Vages were poor all over. The committees presented figures
showing the average wage of weavers in various places in 1835.

Oberdeen 38 6d to 58 6d.net.

Bolton 4s 14d "
Dundee 68 to 7s "
Forfar Os "
Glasgow 4s to Bs groes

Fuddersfield 4s.6d. to 9s
Lanark 58{ 1d net
Lanchester 58 to 7s8.6d

Paisley 6s to 7s8.94 gross
Perth' 48,94 to 7s.9d net
Freston 48,94 to 69.6d gross
Spitafields 74.64 to 8s
Stockport 9s

Goventry  7s.6d net

It has been remarked that the wage a person has is large or

smoll in proportion as its purchasing power is lorge or smalle

The committee in presenting its report - 1835 gave some figures

throwing light on this aspect of the situation. It was stated Very

definitely that the wage decrease had been much more ropid than the

decrease in the cost of 1ivingt** In that regard the committee

* 1834. X Questions 87-95
»s+ 1835 XIII ~- XII
wre 1835 XIII - XIII
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included in iis report a table of the purchasing power of salaries.
This was compiled by Yr. R. Needham. From 1792 to 1304 a weaver
could earn 26s.8d per week, which would buy him 100 lbs. of flour,
or 142 lbs., of oatmeal, or 826 1bs. of potatoes, or 53 lbs. of
butchers meat an average of 281 1bs< From 1804 to 1811 the wage
average was 208.3d and it would buy a food average of 238 lhs. ;@
From 1811 to 1818 the wages had gone down to 14s.7d and the food |
averages to 131 lbs; for 1815 to 1825 the average respectively
were 8s.9d4 and 108 lbs. from 1825 to 1832 6s.4d and 83 lbs. In
the first of the specified periods six prices of woven cloth would
pay the rent, in the second nine pileces, in the third twelve and
one third, in the fourth sixteen, in the fifth twenty~tvo, in the
‘last twenty five pleces.*

In presenting its report the Cormittee said, Your committee----

have made inquiry into the facts and alligations contained in the

Petitions of the handeloom weavers,-----and they feel deep regret
at finding the sufferings of that large and valuable body of men,
only not exaggerated, but ihat they have for years continued to

an extent and intensity scarcely to be credited or conceived and

have been borne with a degree of patience unexampled-=--**

To go into a discussion of the causes of these conditions

would be to lengthy, too involved, and not sufficiently a propos.

It is intercsting to note that, contrary to the usual opinion, |

the use of mechanical power was not assigned as though one great

fun&amental causes One cause was over production. Other causes

were increased competition, foreign shipments, lack of union among

atated their belief

weavers, ete. A surprising number of witnesses

* 1834 X.III
e 18%4 X Questions 548-557,625




Gt

- 2] -

that pover looms had not adversely affected them, alt least not
to an appreciable degree,* Cthers, however, were equally emphatioc
in declaring their fim convictioﬁ that the power loom was at the
bobtom of the trouble to the greatest extent.**

Yo definite legislation resulted from this ingquiry, although
there was an attempt made to have legislative action taken. A
bill was presented to the House of Commons on Decerber 21, 1837;
It read, "That there is‘in this Kingdom an irmense body of hand-
loom %eavers suffering unparalled distress, and that this distress

arises through unprecedented low rate of wages that the weavers

"are pazid for their woxk, and from the heavy taxes imposed by this

House on thé food and other necessities of life, a sufficiency of
which their wages should enable them to purchase; that the work
a large proportion of these weavers execute consists of articles
indispensibly necessary to the personal comfort of the higher and

middle classes of the community or of articles esported to foreign

eountries, and these exchanged for comforts or necessities, to

scale adequate to maintain thenm comfortably, or tha

‘or indirect taxation on

increase the comfort and affluence of those classes; that it is
therefore the interest as well as the duty of the Representatives
of the people in this house; jmmediately to devise and enact such

laws as ghail roise the wages cf these distressed Vieavers to a

the Taxes imposed on the becessaries of life, and to alter the

inde of collecting such Taxes; as that no part of the wages paid

: y o ‘ her direct
1 3 hall be abstracted from then, by eit
b e ot taxmti those necesgariest*® The motion was.

»

| : -128, 465-603
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supported very vigerously by My, Flelden a member of the Committee

P

1834-35. Referring to Manchénter, he stated that there were at
least 6,000 weavers some of whom had been visited by perscns ap-
pointed for the.pﬁrpnse. The results showed 876 families whom
they had visited containing 3,274 persons dependéd on the income
of 1,740 lcoms employed. The average carnings of these looms did
not exceed 3321 68 34 weekly, leaving an average of 28kd a week
for each person, and deducting 1s 2d a week for rent, fuel candles,
and ﬁoap, the average for the support and clothing of each person
per week would be only 10%d or 1} eer day. It hnd been proven
that these rmen worked twelve to fifteen hours a day, and yet they
ware unzble to support themselves by their lahor. Hf. Fielden
thought a minimum wage to he the correct sblution to the problems*
Hr. Fleetwood in aeﬁonding atated that he loocked to o reduction

of taxation as the solutionj the conditions to be had for smong
his constituants were found numerous families who worked sixteen
hours & day in damp places undergrourde

Cppesition of course was 2% once voiced but even those who

advanced strong opposition admitted that it was impossible to ex~

aggerate the distrecst * Some, tho they admitted the distresns,

ancemed bhent on laying the bleme on the weavers themselves hecause

they were too numerous, Or on general conditions that made re-

medial action impracticel if not possible,***vhile others blamed

2y, Pielden for vresenting the motion in such a form &8 not to

admit to those who wished to do jnstice to the poor hand=loon

weavers, to give him their supporti**s The proponal was rejected by

a voie of eleven %o geventy~three.

#  Haneard Vol, 39 1405-6
#¢  Ipid 1409-~1411
»»% Tbid 1410-1414
sx#*Ipid 1413-1417
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One step toward a still clearer understanding of the conditions
of hand-loom weavers was taken when Commissioners were appointed
10 actually go and see how the people lived and thereby obtain first
hand information. These investigations were carried on during 1838
and 1839, their reports were presented to Parliament and were print-‘

ed in 1840 and 1841.

The accounts set before the country, by the Assistant Commission-fﬁi

ers who were actually on the field in the fulfillment of their duty,
and by ¥r. Hinkson a Commissioner who took it upon himself to tour
the country in order to be better fitted to deal with the reports
of the Assistants, were certainly full of facts the truth of which
was hardly conceivable in such dire straits did they show the hand-
| lsom weavers to be. The accounts given color the ordinarily pro=-
taic and dull bdlue books with a vital human interest which, as page
after page is read, grows constantly more intense. In fact it be~
comes hard to believe that the people discussed could have lived

in Bngland in the seconfl quarter of the nineteenth century.

The condition of the silk weavers in the Spitalfields district
was deplorable to a very great degree; The people were short of
gstature,a condition éhich had become notorious, a few of the young
menhhad finely developed bodies, but those were few, Those were
days when visitations of cholera were by no means rare, and the
feebleness of the weavers cons stitutions and their general unfor-

partly shown by the fact that the disease
while

tunate surroundings were

always attacked them first and did most damage amongst them,
a fever epidemic found among the Spitalfields weavers its earliest

and easiest victims. The description of the environment of the

weavers was a classic of its kind. The streets were stated to be

the worst that could possibly be imagined; they had no common sewern.




The houses generally of two stores, had foundations on turf and

vegetable mold, and po

end the floor of livin

sseseed no ventilation space between earth

g rooms. Such houses were alwnys domp except

in the driest of weather, and in the wet weather these conditions were

worsened by the fact that the roofs were practically all in a leaky

condition.*

The weavers were

a2 unit in looking back at the old days of the

Spitalfields Act as those of prosperity and happiness. The Act itself

they regarded as their lMagna Charta, gone for the. time being but,

of absolute necessity,

bound to return. The decline of wages bezan

as all examined declared, immediately after the repeal.** The high-

eat paid class the Ass
of about twenty shilli

istant Commissioner reported received an average

ngs, the lowest about hzalf thatt** These

figures appear to be high in proportion to what was carned at a

distance from the Metropolitan district. It shoudl be remembered that

if wages were higher so was 1iving hence the bad conditions even

where wages were slightly higher; At Braintree a Silk Veavers Cbmmittee,~

atatéd that weavers wo

rked fourteen hours a day for from six to nine

‘shillings a week, while those engaged in crepe weaving worked the

same éime for from five to scven shillingst*** In tanchester the

the average sum earned per loom per week, with all deductions made,

In connection wit
up, Mitchell threw 1lig
difficulty of deciding

A Acctt's & Papers
"% Ibid 359
* % Ibid 229
s=sux  Jbid 400

was eight ghillings six pencel**ed

h Spitalfielas the Assistant Commissioner -
nt on two interesting poinis. lie showed the

on the recal number of hours worked. The
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work was done at home, and the weavers naturally bezan and finiszhed
when he pleased. Some, whoe toiled under greatest pressure, were
exhausted before those who were more deliberate in thelr endeavors.
The accounts of sixteen or seventeen hours work in a single day were
possibly treacherous misrepresentations, while'such work might at
times be done, it was only at times of unusual stress. Yhen meal
time was deducted from the twelve or fourteen hours so glibly talked
about, the actual labor was shown to be not longer than ten or twelve
hours, but that was a longer time than had been necessary in the
good o0lf days, in which times the necessity of Sunday work was prac-
tically, if not entirely,unknown.”*

" Thé second point Yr, Mitchell brought out was in regard to edu~
cation. It was hard to get any figures except to show that education
was woefully inadequate and insufficient. Statistice given did not
apply especialiy to the hand-loom weavers, but to the district as a
whole where not more than 2,000 children enjoyed the "advantage of
daily instruction" according to the Apsistant Commissioner 10,000
were left to wander during the week in ignorance and gin.**As it
wag shown that the hand~loom weavers Were in the worst condition of
any of the classes,it is perfectly fair fc agsume that they did not
have a larger percentage of chilGren in school than did the other
claspea. Thus it is reasonable to say that of the weavers' children
not more than one in gix enjoyed any continuous week day training.

. Bad as was the condition of the silk oper&tiﬁcs that of the

cotton Wés worse. lLir. Hinkson expressed this from personal observance

in highly graphic language. Domestic weaving among hand-loonm weavers

' 4 i i Lotances more prejudical to heaith
"he said", is carried on in circums

* Acctls and Yapers - 1840 XXII1. 237
#% Acci's and Papers - 1840 XXII. 295
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'and at greater sacrifice of personul comfort ihan weaving in any
other branch. The Lreat majority of hand-loom weavers work in
cellars, sufficlently light to cnable them to throw the shutter,
but cheerless because seldom visited by the sun. Th reacon cellars
arc chosen is that cotion requires to be woven damp. The air there-
fore must be cool and damp, instead of dry and warm. I have seen
them working in cellars dug out of undrained swenps, the streeté
{formed by their‘hauses without sewers and flooded with rain, the
water therefore rumning down the bare wallaz of the collars and
rendering them unfit for the abode of dogs and cats. The descent
to these cellars is usually by a broeken step ladder. The cellar
iz but seldom boarded or paved; a proper place for coazls and ashes,
but less fitited for a workshop then even an Irish hevel. This
description is nét universal. In some instance cmall modern built
houses have canv&nienﬁ, light apartments in cellars, in others
wegvers work oavthe ground fleoor in an umboarded room.*

The evidence given by manufactures and employees alike showed
that the income of cotton weavers would not allow many of them to
live in apartments any more prosperous in appearance than the
above description showed; Cne firm in the south of Scotland stated
that the avergge wage was four‘shillings and gsix pence, For seven
Years wages had fluctuated somewhat but had always been low;% The
lowest had been in 1832 when the averzge was four shillings three
‘pence, and the hifhest in 1836 vhen six shilings and six pence wagp

: 3 - v 4 )
reached, from these figures deductions averaging elght pence per

’ G weaver per week
week had been made., Thus the average net wage per P

‘ L% Thig glatement
was, in 1838, three shillings and ten pence T

* 1840 XXIV (639)7
1521
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should not crouse teo much sympathy. It is on average of the wares
of the men, wvomen and children esnloyed by the firm, Yhile vemen
ané children did nct occuny the nlace in thot bDranch of the ter-
tile industry,vhdeh thuey ald in others, yol hicdr snnller wnges
reduced the men'n‘aver;ge couevhat. The nen's wopes in Glocgow
show the soundness of that fiew. A Glagrow witness stated net
viages to be Tlve shillings and nine pence, his pross vware vas one
and.four pence more. The sane nuwwber of hours in 1814 would have
produced about four times the voge.* The lowest wnoen 'r. Hinkson
found among cotton weavers werc in Irelnnd where o young lady
worked for itwo shillines six pence per week and o nmon twice thot
sum, The highest Ac¢ diccovered were at Preston in Lancrchire vheroe
ne found a wersn paid as hich au twelve chillings 2ix pence and
gome men receiviug sixteen to nincteen chillings. Lancnshire places
showed o decided variation.*® The farmily overrpe at Aghton-under-
Lyne vias five £hillings lecs 2 fraction of o nernny while ot Patri-
croft ncar !'snchiester hand-loom weavers working in o fnetory re-
ceived nine shillings and thoce working at hone reven shillingn.t**

Comparatively speaking conditions were better in the linen
and voolen weaving branches of the industry. Some places conditions
vere almost good. In Newark, Nottinghomshire, the manuvfacturen
built houses for the work peoﬁle and fitted looms in them, then
the nouse, thus equipped woe let to weavers at o reasonable figuret*s
Undex favor&blc canditionsg .the weavers of Dorret czrned neven to
fiftecn ghillings 2 week. A very few were able to obtnin from :
fifteen to eirhteen or even twenty shillings. But thege favorable
conditions had not prevailed for years, and the diminishing de-
mand caused the labor matkeﬁ t0 be over crowded, and wages had been

reduced even in linen the workers claimed the hand-loom weavers %

+  Ibid sax 1640 XXIV(635)10

-
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demand caused the labor market to be over crowded, and wages had been
reduced.. Evén in linen the workers ciaimed the hand-loom weavefs

to be worse off than workers in the other branches of the textile
industry.*

Wages in Gloucestershire had decreésed‘greatly; The average
from 808 to 1818‘wa3 put at 18 shillings; from 1819 to 1828 at
thirteen, from 1829 to 1835 at twelve, in 1836 at eleven, and in
1638 at tEn;;:Thumathe total decrease in that county was thirty-
seven and a half percent.*’

- Hot every where was the conditions of the weavers and the
moral life stated to be\very bad. In Coventry it was found that
the status of the weavers was higher. There the proportion of
those dissolute was stated to be 10W_~ 6nly about one~sixth. The
betier class were decent, well doing people whose habits were
generally goqd and who, in poor times kept off the rats; while the
more dissolute were promptly thrown on public charitj as soon as
trouble came: Both the men and women had savings clubs altho
these were centered at the "poor man's club” the public house.

The figures for the earnings of woolen weavers indicate differ-
ences in wages between various places: In Bradford - Wilts -
there were 68 woolen hand-loom weavers: Of these the Assistant
Commissioner for the district made a careful census.**

4 earned between 1 shilling and 3 shillings a week

2 " " 3 L "ooA n " "
11 " R 4 " LI " n "
4 " NA 5 ’ " f 6 . " >u "
*  Ibid
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22 earned between 6 shillings and 7 shillings a week

3 » noop " 58 " noon
11 n " g " " g " " n
7 u : f 9 " 810 " k) #
1 ) " 42 " |
2 " " 12 " ni4 B " u
a1 * above 15 " |
~

At Leeds the gross factory earnings were from sixteen shillings
to d;é pound six shillings; those who worked at home earned from
- eight shillings to about é govereign v those are net amounts. In
an investigation* of home weaving which included thirty-three
workers it was found that '

4 earned over 20 shillings

9 ¥ from 16 . to'zo‘shillings
13 " i {2 ] o 16 ‘ #
4 5 " 10 " 32 "

3 "  under 10 " |

These figures applied to full time work only. Vhen the inves-
tigation was made it was necessary to allow from one shilling three
pence, to two shillings and five pence to accouht for time un= .
‘employedt But even deducting two shillings; a generalization from
'these figures shows that the big bulk of the weavers actually
earned, at the time of the inguiry, over ten shillings with a goodly
 percentage over'tﬁélve shillings. That is certainly an higher
a&erage than could be claimeé for the cotton weavers, if not the
‘silk and linen workers:

Up until 1842 conditions had not improved-at least not in

* 1840 XXIII.533
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Lancashire. In 1842 Kr.'ﬁ.'C.wT&ylor traveled through Lancashire
with the purpose of investigatﬁﬁg conditions there.. Conditions
of all texiile workers were then vad, but Mr. Taylor found conditionsa
worst in.a town whose textile workers were all hand-loom workers,
The proprietors of that viilage - Padiham refused to allow any mill
or factory to be built there. The complaint was raised that mill
owners would work at a loss rather than let the capital be.entirel&
idlé, but the emplcyers of labor such as that at Padiham were |
“knocked up" at every temporary crisis, and left the hands starving.
Mr. Taylér found an attitude prevalent which gives an other side of
the weavera'condition, a szide which for obvious reasons would not be
shown to a Parliamentry Committee or be expressed in a petition to
Parliament asking help. That phase was the bitternesé of the people
toward the OWners,'manufgcturers and others who were industrially
above them. This applied to 2ll trades, but Mr., Taylor did say that
+he hand-loom weavers were more patient and submissive than the
workers in other trades.* |

As this attempt to show conditions of handnlbom weavers is to
be restricted to the first half of the nineteenth century, it will
not be possible to follow their fortunes or misfortunes any further.
But what has been said furnishes ground for =t least two genera-
tions both of which gave the writer 2 new impression of the subject.

| Previous to the study the impresion was strong that relatively

early in the ﬁériod of the industrial revolution all worklof weavers
in their own homes had ended, that mills and factories, springing

up like mushiooms in towns and cities drew into their wide-yawning

doors the people from the valley, hillside and plain to satisfy the

* {, C, Taylor - Notes of Tour 94.
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insatiable‘appetite of indusiry. Another notion was that the labor
of the hand-loom weavers was ended by about the third decade of the
.ninéteenth century, the tiring human muscles and sinews having given
way before the tireless mechanical men who needed’little fuel and
less rest. The new impressions gained in this investigation shoﬁed
both ideas to be utterly ﬁrong.< |

Instead of the old domestic system ending soon after the de-
velopment of textile manﬁfacture-because of inventions, }ts hold was
not relaxed for a long time. Arthur Young in the last %olumes of
the Annal of Agriculture showed it to be still fizmly'established in
some country and suburban districts?® In their report - 1826-27 |
Vol.5 the,special Commission on Emigration called attention to the
‘bsuggestion that certain low-land Scotich hand-loom weavers would
makeréood enigrants because they were accusiomed tb agriculturaly
pursuits, and had been accustomed to the cultivétion of small pieces
of ground.** These people had been accustomed to putting aside éheir
weaving at harvest time, and to gding into the fields as laborers.
Even as late as 1838 Xr. ﬁinkson Wés responsibie for as surprising
a stétement as the following: "The men who earn nost inconsiderable
sumé at weaving are family men above the age of forty, too much ad-
vanced in life, or too infirm of constitution, or too fixed in their
habits to think of changing their trade for a better. When younger
men they are rarely persons having no other resources than the 1odm.
They calculated upon field work in harvest time, upon the product
of their potato settings, in some districts upon fishing, and upon

occasional employment in various capacitiesi®*®

*  Annal of Agriculture - 34 = 244-259 38.546
£ 1826-27 V.-62
#»%1840 XXIV (639)11
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The conception that workers were @athered into faétories
and milles was also erroneocus: Though connection with other labor
had undoubtedly died away to a censiderable extsnt{ the custom of
weaving at home was - in 1840 - still very popular, in fact it was
but little touched by factory concentration, The evidence of the
Asgistant Commissioners was too strong, on that aspect of ﬁeaving,’
not to be believed. Iﬁ silk manufacture at Norwich there were, in
1839, 4,059 looms employed, of these only 656 were in factories.*
In Gloucestershire among approximately 3,000 weavers but 911 were
in factories%® The some report stated that the cottion weaving was
carried on to the greatest extent at home, but that the custom of
factbry work was beginning to extend itself to that industryt**® |
The 53%&1 nunber of hand-loom weavers south of the Forth and«Clyde
wasv37,189 of whom only 3,505 worked in factoriegt®w®

In 1641 the final report of the Commissioners, based on the
investigations of the Assistant Commissioners was published. One
yaragraph is eépecially valuable in tﬁis‘connéctién. At first the
weaver was both capitalist and‘labﬁrer, as linen weaving is still
carried on in many parts bf north Ireland. 1In every other branch
o§ ﬁeavingf——hin Great Britain the material is supplied by the
capitalist or manufacturer to the weaver and he is paid on return-
ing a given quantity of finisghed cloth, In!@ost cases the looms
beloﬁg to the weavers or are hired by them. If he has not a loom
he must work either at a loom belonging to some other weaver or

at one belonging to a manufacturer. In the former case he is

* 1840, XX1IX
e 1840, XXIV
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called a journeyman, and the weaver at whose he works the master
weaver, He is pald by the master weaver, The weaver who works on
the loom belonging {to the manufacturer is called 2 féctory weaver
or shop weaver, Neither factory ﬁeavers noxr journeymen form large
portions of the factory population. #The bulk of the hand-loonm
weavers own or hire their own looms, keep them in their own cottages
and perform themseives, assisted by their wives and chil&ren, both
the weaving and the operations subsidiary to it.Ll |

It is unfortunate but no adequate idea could be gained from
any data observed of the ﬁﬁmber of hand-iaom weavérs at any time
up as far as this investigétion £0€85, Thgre was no census taken
of them. The number of factory workers Qés given, but as this
total included only workers in power driven factories it was not
of any use in regard to hand-loom workers.** Iven had hand-loom
weavers been included in factory enumeration that would not have
included the out of door workers, the great bulk of the hand-loom
‘workers. The scheme of going over the Assistant Coﬁmiseioners
reports place by place to find the total from the number reported
from each place had to be abandoned since the number of towns for
wnich no figures were given would have utterly vitiated the reli~-
ability of any total found in this way. Yet in some districts the
total could be approximated or stated guite positively.

Assistant Commissioner Iiitchell reported that the Spitalfields
district had 10,146 looms%i** Ve have seen that the southern parts

of Scotland had &ver 37,000 hand-loon weavers in 1838, that at the

+ 1841 X (296)2
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game time Gloucester had 3,000 weavexrs, and that in the silk trade
at Horwich thére were some 4,059 looms employed. But these state-
ments are rare, and only of local interest becausc no total can be
secured from them. In giving some figures on Leeds the Commissioner,
ir. H. S. Chapman, added that no note had been made coincerning the

aurber of linen hand=loom weavers. Another, and important, draw-

i

back to the use of these figures is that they are neot all gathered
on the same zethod of elassification. Some reports stated the
numser of weavers, others the nusber of locms, and in the latter
cage the observers at times forgot to report the very interesiing
data concerning the nuﬁber of louvms that were busy.
ance the problenm of determining the nwaber of hand-loom weavers
geems lilke an impessivle one - at least as far az we have gone.
Here and there a flask of light is seen threough the gloom of uncer-
tainty. It is but a flask gerving to light merely some small space,
and 1o accentuate the surrounding dariness.
to Ledve
t is at an uncertain period thai we have, the hand~loom weavers
Their extinction or survival appears to have been in the balance
just before the decision, expressced through the zgency of economic
forces, that they should decline. One who has traveled in ﬁnéiand“
vealizes how full the change has been, dbut to follo?;xhat-change

to ite completion would be to go far beyond the pefiod set at the

cormencenent of this study.
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