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ABSTRACT

This thesis draws upon evidence from over twenty archives in the LK and LS. It
uses the context of Liverpool, arguably the "second city of empie” because of its
extensive social ecomomic, and polticel networks overseas, to enhance
knowledge of British imperialiem dwring the American Revolutionary era [1763-

1783).

Part One analyses the ‘gentlemanty capitalist’ paradigm of P.J. Cain and A.G.
Hopkins. In brief, this theory argues that the landed elte and financial -commercial
services, concenfrated upon the City of London, held sway over British imperial
policy-making. This was chiefly beceuse these interesis were regarded as being
'‘genflemanty’, or socially acceptable, 1o the landed elite. In confrast, northem
manufacturers were leas influential in the imperial decision-making process. By
working lenger houwrs and being associated with lebowr unrest, industrizlisis were
not perceived as being sufficiently gemlemanly by the ruling order. My dissertation
tests this theary within the context of the late-eighteenth century. This is an original
contribution to knowledge because maost, although not all, studies of Cein and
Hopkins focus wpon later periods. Hanowverian Liverpool is an ideal test case
because the town had a mixed economy. It contained & menufacturing base,
served 3 wider industrial hinferland, and, because Liverpool was linked o the
Atlantic empire, spawned 3 mercartile service seclor community wih interests in
commerce and finance. This thesis generally supports Cain and Hopkins, but with

some modifications. One of these is to view the late-eighteenth century as 2 period

of emerging genfiemanly capitalism, refered to here as proto-gentlemanly

capitalisny’. The fact that Liverpodl merchants and the local landed &ite were not
yet fully socielly integrated, is one of several reasons why the town lacked success

in influencing imperial policy-making between 1763 and 17383,

Wardare was synonymous with the Hanoverian empire. Therefore, Part Two
expands ow knowledge of the empire at home, or how the American War (1775-
1783) impacted upon Liverpool ecomomically, socially, and culturally. Previous
histories of the economic impact of this corflict upon Liverpool concentrated upon
overseas trade, and therefore stressed its negaflive consequences. However, this
thesis looks at both overseas frade and domestic business. It paints a mare
nuanced picture, and, by using Liverpool as a case study, shows that the impact of
warfare wpon the UK economy preduced mixed results. Finslly, this thess
considers the socio-cultural impact of the war upon Liverpool. In the process, #
demonstretes that military conflict affected both the northern and southern regions
of Britain during the eightesnth cenlury, Miltarisstion of the bocal community
prompted discussions regarding the boundaries of national and local govermment.
The War of Independence split opinion, thereby revealing divergent trends within
Britizh imperial ideology. Finally, on balance, the American War cultirated s
‘British’ national identity in the town (sthough there were still other identities

present).
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VHS Virginia Historical Society INTRODUCTION

The introduction Hent#ies the original contribution to knowledge mede by this
thesis, oullines the structure and arguments of this work, defines key concepts,
and comments on methodology. In brief, this study looks at Liverpool, arguably the
second city of empire because of its exiensive oversezs networks, during the
American Revolutionary era [(1763-1783). It therefore enhances kmowledge of
British imperialism "at horme' during the late-eighteenth century. ' In paricular, how
accurate is the gentlemanly capitalist thesis in relation to imperial policy making?
What were the economic and socio-cultural consequences of the American War

(17751783} upon Liverpool?

GENTLEMANLY CAPITALISM AND ITS CRITICS

Cne of the most controversial debates in British imperial history is the gentlemanly
capitalist paradigm of P.J. Cain and A.G. Hopkins. This theory gradually emerged
through several aricles during the 1580s, and was published in the two-volume
Briish imperialzm in 1993, It was later reissued and revised ok one bumper
edition in 2001.* Cain and Hopkins began their analysis with the Glorious

Revolution of 1688 This event witnessed the replacement of the supposedly

''C. Hall and 5. Roge, “Inkoduction: Baing at Heme with the Empire, in C. Hall and 5. Rose, eds,
Al Home witl e Empie. Melropoilen Cultude srd le Impanis! Workd [Camaridga, 2008}, 1-31.
*PJ. Cain ard A G, Hopkins, “The Polical Economy of Briteh Expansion Overseas 1750-1914,
EMS, F3, 4 |1980) 48300, P.J. Cain and A3 Hopking, "Gentlermanly Capdalem and Brdish
Expamsion Charsaas 1: Tha Oid Golanial Syslam 16881850, EHR 39, 4 1586}, 50 -2£: Pl Sam
and A G. Hopkire, "G entle manky Capitalem and Brilieh Expargion Owersess |10 New Impesialism
18501025, EHA 40, 1 1957}, 1-26: PJ. Sam and AG. Hoghims, Snilsh ‘mpeniatiem: nmovalor
Frd Expatsion TEIS. T2 4 [London, 1993} P Gan and AG. Hogins, Salah impangiem: Cnsis
arngd Dwcowsinuclion 19141800 |[London. 1993 and PJ. Cain and A4, Hogoms., Salisit
impensiam 15552000 |Hadoew, 2001}

;.
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despotic Catholic James |l by the wvirtuous Dutch Protestant William Il J.C.D.
Clerk argued that 1658 did not merk a significant watershed in British history. For
him, the ancien regime of the landed elite and Anglican Church survived imo the
nineteenth cuntur}'-aTh:sl: social groups maintained their authority over the legal
system, public expenditure, and defence. Equally, the control exercised by the
peerage over the House of Commons remained largely undisturbed prhar to the

1832 Great Reform Act?

Howewer, Cain and Hopkins argued that the regime afler 1855 was "substantially
new'_* After allegedly libherating the English people from Catholic Tyranny’, William
Il sought o protect his native land from what he perceived as French aggression.
England now found itself increasingly drawn into European wars. This change in
circumstances paved the way for a massive expansion of "sewvices’. No
satisfactory definition of services hes been devised. However, Cain and Hopking
stated that services ‘tannot be stocked... This definition produces a substantial st
of activties, notably in banking, insurance, the professions, communications,
distribution, transpart, public service and & multiplicity of perscnal services.™ The
gentkemanty capitalist thesis pariculary emphasises the imporance of commercial
and financial services.” Indeed, these were required to fund and supply the larger
armies and navies of the period. Henceforth, the 1680z led to the genesis of the

Tinancial revolution’, This centred upon the Toundation of the Bank of England, and

* 150, Clak, English Scoisly 1688-T832 Weclogy, Scoilal Slvclwe ard Polifca Praciice dunng
tre Arciet Fagime (C arabeidge, 1935). Ako see R. Porter, "Englih Sociely in the Eighteenth
Centary Revsited', in J. Blad, ed.. Enlish Podilics and Sociely dom Wapels o Bl 17423 17088
lEaE-hg!-bku. 1990, 29-52.

wam and Hogkins, Bnlist Imped afsm 168822000, §6-T,
§ wwgl., 100
" Mg, 35T
Tt 35.

=

the creation of the National Debt. There was also growing use of morigages, the
appearance of afinancial press, end the rise of the Stock Exchange. The shares
from the EIC formed 2 sizable part of the stock market. Lloyds ako became the

international centre for und e rl.".‘rilfin-.:.l.le

Gradually, both the established landed elite and rising financial sernvices became
intertwrined. This was not a quick or smooth process. As Tory Viscount
Bolingbroke dercgatorily wrote in the early-eighteenth century: the landed men
are the true owners of ouwr poliical vessel; the moneyed men, as such are but
passengers in A" ¥ Monetheless, the economic and political argumerts for
incorporating the City into the upper echelons of power were compelling. The need
to combat the French abroad, a5 wel as Jecobites (supporers of the deposed
James 1) at home, gave rise to what John Brewer termed the Yiscal-military state'.
Here the bureaucracy of the English government was expanded, with clerks and
book-keepers ecording in detall the rising incomes derived from fexafion and
loans."” This increased desire for revenue led 1o the National Debt Valued at £14
milion in 1700, the National Debt mushmomed to C700 milion by 1815 "
Financial imerests could help service these sums, and fund the wars that upheld
the Revolution Settlement.  In addition, the landed elite had a tendency towards
generosity, which promoted indebledness. Again, members of the City could

service theze debts, ™

? Mg, 88, Ao eaa M. Braddick, Tl Mevvss of Siele Taafion smd dve Firercing of e Sagielr
Slate THEE 1774 |Manchaslar, 1995} and PAGM. Dickson, The Sirancial Beveivlion i Englard, 4
Sludly i five Develoomand of Pullic Credl 1688 1755 [London, 1987},

¥ Zam and Hogkins, Enlisl Impen aism 16822000, 72,

). Brewar, The Sitews of Povar: War, Money gnd the English Stple 1658-1783 [Camiidoa,
13EE, ovii,

"' Cam and Hodeing, Seilial impanriem TE882000, T3

' ik, T2<3

" doict, 41

;.
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Another factor that linked these groups together was that mercharts in financial-
commercial services aped the genflemenly life-styles of their lznded social
superiors. For some, the ward ‘gertlernan’ imglied either land ownership or a high
standard of moral conduct, which provided Iegitimacy to govern. It was not until the
expanzion of public schools in the nineteenth century that the notion of a
gertleman became ‘all-embracing’. Being called a gentlernan now referrad 1o
individuals who displayed courtesy towards women, fufilled their obligations, and
exercised leadership.™ For Cain and Hopkins, & gentleman placed duty above
self-advancement. After & long education, gentlemen commanded positions in
society that provided them with time to pedorm gentlemanly activities, such as
leadership, light edministration, end competitive sports. Significantly, 2 gentleman
would acguire money from a distance, as directly working for money implied
inferority and dependence. Employment in financial and commercial services did
not suggest performing manual work to acquire an income. Henceforth, working in
the higher reaches of the service seclor proved a suiteble ooccupation for
gr:ntbmt;n.'iﬂlncn incorporated imto powerdul el#e networks, merchants were
entrested with information, and cultvated social conneclions that boosted their
commercial success. Such merchanis gained in prestige and authority. ' To
faciltate the gentrification process, this New Money purchased land, inter-married
with the elie, and scquired titles."” Hence gentlemanly capitalism wes born. By the
end of the eighieenth century, lezding financiers and merchants in the Ciy were

accorded gentliemanly status. .

"' P Mazon, The Englist Gentenpn: The Sise srd Sxl of gr ldesi |London, 19827, 9-14.
"F Zam and Hodiine, Srilish impenziam TE28 2000, 353,

™ i, 41 .

" i, 73

¥ 1ot , 44

ir

Certain aspects of the Cain and Hopkins thesis require futher elaboration. Firstly,
this gentlemanty ethic ‘formed atight bond” between the landed elite and financial-
commercial services." It provided them with a common view as to how the waorld
should be ordered. By the late-ighteenth century, this ethic was decidedly
conservative in tone, ‘Mew conservatism' was established during the American
and French revolutionary wars, as the Eritish propertied classes closed ranks,
curtailed civil liberties, and put the pcomomy on a war footing. These strategies
overcame the twin chellenges of foreign republicanism and domestic radicalism.
By 1815 the British system of the landed order and Anglican elite (often termed
'Ol Corruption' by #5 critics) was reinforced. However, the advance of the middle
classes and provincial industry, of which more will be said later, dwing the early-
nineteenth century challenged this gentlemanly wnity. The decision to end the
ElC's monopoly over Indian trade in 1813 revealed fissures within the City. But,
eventually, the genitlemanly order introduced gradual reform to patronage
networks, the consfitution, and economic poley. The lstter wilnessed the
replacement of regulation and mercantilism by free trade, especially between 1840
and 1860.* Henceforth, the political rise of British provincial industry was curtailed,
and, far from weskening the gentlemanly elile, reform saw the Cily emergs as the
chief beneficiary. ¥ Cain and Hopking conceded that the gentlemanly capitalist tie
did not necessarily equate with unanimity. Indeed, disputes still occurred within the
City. But, crucizlly, unity was preserved as difierences were confined amongst the

gentlemanly capialist family. This consensus cast a long shadow, as British

" it | 43
N s, 45, BO-T
ik, &

;.
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officials at home and abroad were largely drawn from the landed elite and

- 5 . . g
financizl-commercial services,

Secondly, whilst the gentlemanly capitalist network was enduring [affecting even
British decolonisation efter 1845), ite composition was naot static.™ Between 1E8S
and 1850 agriculture emained the maost imporam sectar of the UK economy, and
therefore preserved the lofty status of the landed elite. By 1790, no less than
ttree-quarters of all agricutural land wes owned by 4-5000 aristocrats end
gerrtr!.'.?‘ However, by the mid-nineteenth century, the position of British agriculture
was in decline. The worldwide application of new technology and agricultural
technigues ensured that cheaper cereels from overseas flooded the UK market.
Henceforth, agrculture’s share of the Brlish econdmy declined from one T8h In
1850 to one sisteenth in 1500. In contrast, the share of services in emplbyment
was higher in Britain than enywhere else, except the Metherlands. ™ Thus, ‘After
1850, a5 one form of gentlemanly capitzlism began to fail another srose to izke its
place' ¥ Landed wealth steadily gave way to wealth generated in the senice
sector™’ But, for the purpcses of this thesis, based in the eighteenth century, the

landed interest was still the chief component of the gentlemanly capitalist order.

Gentlernanly capitalism ‘undoubtedy helped fo promote expansionist forces of

imyestment, commerce and rmigration’.  Indeed, global business was 10 be

= )i, 43.

:J.ﬂﬁ!. &19-53.
Ind, &5,

= i, 109-12.

™ )id, 103,

T ot , 42
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transported and insured by British firns.® This was evident in the Hanoverian
empire prior o the Americen Revolution. Members of the landed elie hed
migrated to the Americas, and espoused a gentlemanly lifestyle on their plantation
estates. The needs of the City were also reflected in the colonies, as the terms of
overseas trade were legisiated through the NMavigation Acts. *® When business
failed to grow at a pace that satisfied Brilish commercial lobbies, this encouraged
mil#ary corflicts and terrtorial annexations. For example, the outcome of the
Seven Years War in 1763 increased the British geo-political and economic
presence in the Americas. Similar commercial imperstives operated in the East (oo,
By the 1720s, the EIC was challenged by the breakup of the Mughal Empire and
French commercial rivalry. The result was British expansion in India led by Robert
Clive. These teritorizl acguisitions helped fransform the EIC from being a
monopalistic trading organisation into a fiscal-military state. Hence the Company
had its cwn army, buresucracy, and tax-raising powers. The search for revenues
to pay off the EIC's considerable debts became a constant EIIUMEE‘_N Hunger far
revenue also arguably contributed towards the ariging of the Amercan War of
Independence. With the addition of new territories after 1763, increasing financial
strains were pleced upon imperial governance. London therefore imposed tighter
controls to pay off these debts. As a result, Britain lost the allegiance of wvital
sections of the colonial elite ™ Although the assedivensss of the 1760z and 1770s
resulied in the loss of the Thiteen Colonies, it did rot discredit imperalism in
Britain. The continued threat posed by France ensured that the process of imperial

centralisation continued. For instance, authortarian governors were appointed to

™ ioid , B8

it , BT -5
i, 924
B it , M4E.

;.
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the penal setiement in New South Wales. The established lbnded order also

continued a8 a bastion of empire, for the Indian Raj became a citedel of landed

values and agricultural improvement during the nineteenth century ™

Imperial expansion 3% a resuit of gentlemanty capiialiem also created ‘an
internationa trading system cenfred on London'. ™ Before 1688, the capital was
already a large and expanding urban area, but the financial revalution served to
catalyse this process further, As the leading English port, London wes
disfinguished by the wealth and cosmopolitan character of its merchant community
Mo other English town developed such refined gradations of status as were found
amongst London's service sector gentlemen, True, ofher urban locations such as
Bristol and Glasgow were involved in the imperial project, and their merchanis
engaged in commercial acthities. Nonetheless, Cain and Hopkins noted that there
was only one Bank of England and one National Debt - both of which were in
London. The Gity also enjoyed the additional benefit of being physically chser to
the argans of state, such as the Monarch and Parliament Henceforth, this was
where the mercantie and landed elite congregated. Provincial business had nmo
choice but to fallow their example. Eu if the provinces attempied to imitaie London,

this merely flattered the centre of power, rather than diluted it 3

Finally, the gentlemanly capitalist thesis considers the role of industry in British
economic development and imperial history. Cain and Hopkins acknowledged that

industrialisation was ‘'undoubtedly certral to modern British history.' ™ Even before

2 ioid, SE-100,
it B

™ ioid, 870,
" ik, =5

il

the Glornows Hewvolution, the woollen indusiy contributed fowards domestic
employment and export earnings. But the growth of industry was less impressive
than once thought. The spurt of the 1780s was largely confined to colton goods.
Equally, MN.FR. Crafts pointed out that it was not until the 1820s that the
quantitative weight of industry imposed itself. Cain and Hopkina also argued that
industrialists were less socislly influential. The number of lange fortunes amassed
by manufacturing did not compare with those derived from land and services. Nor
did industrialists earn money in ways that were acceptable to the landed elite.
Manufadturing was associated with long howrs and labour disputes. Hencefaorth,
industrialists had less time o pursue gentlemanly activities. Furthermore, the
direct political influence of industry proved limited. Attempts at lobbying by this
sectar in the lale-eightesnth cenury, such as the founding of the General
Chamber of Manufacturers in 1785 had limited success. Even this chamber
declined a mere two years after & first convened ™ Still, with the gathering pece of
the Industrial Revolution, the decline of the landed interest in relation fo British
industry 'seemed a strong possiility” by the 18405 But instead, through a
process of gredual reform, the landed elte and commercial sector retained their
social and palitical hegemony. Manuizciured exports were obviously a large part
af British global commerce. However, industrialists did not draw this design, and

their inferests were not paramnunt.m' Whilst the landed efkte did supply wool to

b tad., T4-8. Also ssa M.F.R. Cralls, Srilisir Economic Growllt duning e dvelng Rewciuliom
Qb 1988) R.M. Harlwall, ad., The Causas of fre indusing Bevaldion i Sngizrd |London,
1987} P. Huodean, Tie iodvsng SevelufionT [Londan, 15925 md F. Malhisz, T Tenmaicrmmd o
of Srgland: Essays n iwe Social and Ecoreomic Hisbyy of England in dwe Sighleenilc Camuny
Landon, 19730,

" Cam and Hodins, Srilish impenzlsm 1888 2000, 85

® ik, 55

;.
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textile manufacturers, and leased mineral rights, aristocrats and bankers generally

used money derived in London to improve their country estates, ™

Since its original publication, Brifish Imperiafsm has been subject to intense
scrufiny. Both vwolumes considered over 300 years of history, and incorporated
case studies from around the globe. One academic wrote thal it was The most
ambitious attempt wet to explain British irr?q'.:|Es1’iauisrrl'.'“:I Monetheless, there hove
been several criticisms. Dane Kennedy suggested thet gentlemanly capitalism
relied too much upon older models of Bntish imperialism, such as JA. Hobson's
attachment to financial interests in London *' DK, Fieldhouse also argued that the
Cain-Hopkins thesiz wes seemingly mono-causal tending to depict the

aentkEmanty capitalisis as almaost the sole factor behind Er='1|:|E:rFE|Iisrr'|.'2

Perhaps the most comtendious izsue surrounding Cain and Hopkins's work is the
debate over the role of services and industry in British overseas expansion. k.
Daunton questioned the extent to which the financial City was unified. Indeed, he
believed that there wasg “no cohesion' amongst this groop At the same tine,
Daunton challenged the motion that industry was less significant in pokoy-making.
Even if the industrial bourgesisie did not seek represertation in Parliamernt, they
were stil active in ensuring social stability within wrban areas. ™ | R. Ward also
pointed out that whilst industrial output was more modest than once thought, by
the late-eighteemh cemury manufacturing did play an important economic role.

The main sowce of Britain's balance of payments came increasingly from its

B Joick, T4

5 Watslar, The Dabale o ihe Bise of i Brilsi Emeing [Manches lar, 2008), 146-7.

o Wennedy, Impenial Hetory and Post Colonial Theory, GH, B4, 3 [1998), 345.

0 K Figldhouse, “Gentleman CapRalsts and the British Empire’, JICH. 22, 3 11994, 53141

= b D aunton,  Gentlemanly C apitalizm and Biteh indugtng 1820-1819, P&, 122 |1 9859), 1 55-5.

P

domestic exports, which were principally manufactured goods. This figure rose
from £13.6 million per annum in 1784-178E, to £41.2 milion in 1804-1806.* Eric
Hobsbawm, oo, moled that aithough by 1750 Britain was a nation of commernce
and trade, the pconomy benefited from a manwfacturing base. This ranged from
the production of cloth to metal goods. Henceforth, some agricultural vilages
everuzlly changed into full-time industrial willages. This change had two
consequences. Firsty, landiords had a direct interest in the mines and
manufacturers in thedr villages, Secondly, manufaciuring  ‘could, . determine
government palicy'. Trade did seem more erative and prestigious than
manufadiuring. But, whereas merchants mobilsed only London and a few ports,

manufadurers had large stretches of the country behind them **

Most significartly for this thesis, David Cannadine suggested that the years 1E888-
1850 ware freated wery schermaticallty, and occupy scarcely fity pages of text’ in
British Imperiaiism*® This pattern was subsequently replicated in many works on
gentlemanly capitalism, with mast focusing upon the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries. * That is not to say that gentlemanly capitalism during the Long
Eighteenth Cemtury [1B655-1832) has been ignored entirely. Anthony Webster
considered the decling of the EIC after the 17905, and its implicatins for the Cain-
Hopkins thesis. He concluded by offering & modification fo gentlemanly cepitalizm:
industry and City financiers were not estranged from ezch ather. If anything, the

latter actively solicted the views of provincial industry. However, Webster still

HIR. Wrand,’ The Indusfrial Revolulion and Brgh Impe falem 1750-18507, 8-, 47 |1 924}, 55-82.
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supported the general agument of Cain and Hopkins. Whilst there were
undoubted divisions, the City managed on the whole o offer & consistent voice on
imperial £ economic policy. The City tended to be dominated by a relatively small
number of genllemanly capitalists, who often acted in unison. Hencefarth, the
gentlemanly capitalist order esteblished itzelf as the semior partner amongst

commercial groups by the 15505 4%

H.V. Bowen also commented on gentlemanly capitalem during the eighteenth
century. He stressed the cenfrality of gentlemanly ties to the Hanoverian empire.
Whilst thousands of ordinary men and women took part in British expansion, the
governing pelitical and business elite in London were involved ioo. Metropolitan
imvestors aften sought to influence the direction of the imperial enterprise, but
distance prompted them to devohe affairs to the periphery. Henceforth,
imvestment, religion, and migration, integreted the certre and periphery of the
Empire. This gave rise to & frans-oceanic elte moulded by gentlemanly values,
which enhanced the stabilty of the British Empire.* Indeed, despite the loss of
America in 1783, this rupture did not destroy the whole. This was partially because
gentkemanhy ties that hed developed aver decades bound the remaining imperial

possEssions tn-g:.-ther.i":' Bowen noted fhat this system 'possessed many of the

4 b Wabslar, The Twiight of live Egel Indiz Compary: The Swiulion of Angio-Asipr Commarce
angd Polfics T/A0-1860 Woodaridga, =003, 15261, Ao saa Y. Kumaga, Sresting (mle e
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characteristics embodied in the metropolitan genflemanly capitalism defined by

C:ain and Hopking' *"

Bowen also commented on the role of finance and investment in the Empire. He
argued that whilst Brifish territorial expansion in India between 1740 and 1756 was
triggered by events on the periphery, the presswe from London fo increase
corporate imvestment helped sustain expansionist momentum.* Whilst recognising
the role of investment, Bowen crucially observed that British overseas sevings
were often imvested and directed bcally, rather than from Londan. The availability
of such resources gawve British provincial merchants the opportunity to invest in
empire themsalves. Henceforth, the financial context of British imparialism “should
not be seen as being shaped solely by the needs of the CRy and investors boated
in the south of England. ™ |n what appears to be yet a further modification of Cain
and Hopkins, Bowen showed that there were links between the EIC and
manufzdturing, Yes, merchants, clerks, and imMermedany camers assembled in
Landon, and transporied goods eastwards. Meverheless, between 1756 and 1800,
the EIC spent £28 milion on domesticaly produced manufactures and raw

materials for export. This included Cornish tin and Norwich woaol ™

Andrew Porter labelled gentlemanly capialism's precocupation with London end

itz emirons 25 'msular and parochial’. One cannol ignare the contribution made by

® H.W. Bowen, “Genfernanly Capialsm and the Making of a Global Bréish Emple: Some
wonmaclions md Conlaxle 1888-1815, in 3. Akila, ad, Gerfenamly Cemilgiem, imeaigism ard
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o HAF Bowen, I resbinent and Efpite in the Later Bighteenth Century: East India Stockholdin g
17561131, EHR 42, 2 15989, 204,

! Bowen, Siles, Enleqaise grd tire Meking of Ovarsegs Smpica, 100.

M H . Bowen, 'Sinews of Trade and Empire: The Supphy of Commodily Exports to the E ast India

C ornpary during the Late Eighteenth Centiny’, EHS, 55,3 | 2002}, 484.

;.



L]

the Celtic peripheries of the British Isles towards the Empire. Inderd, Scotland
contained one of the nation's largest concenirations of heawy industry, and from
this base developed extensive overseas connections. ™ [reland has also been
termed ‘the first and the last colony of the British Errvq'.:u'ﬁa'.i"el In addition, there were
Welsh migrants and missionaries in the Ernp]ra.“ Of particular importance to this
thesis, Porter noted that the northern regions of England played an important role
in imperial expansion. From the 1720s onwards, Lancashire proved to be the most
dynamic regional economy in Britain. This was because Liverpool participated in
the Aflantic ecomnomic system, and palitical lobbying from Lancashire and Morth

West compelled governments to heed the needs of industrialists and merchants

Buiding wpon these existing modfications, this thesis furdher expands our
knowledge of gertlemanly capitalism in several respects. Firstly, @ focuses upon
the late-eighteenth century, which, as we have seen, is & period relatively
neglected in the historiography of this field. Secondly, by drawing upon a particular
case study, it enhances ow wnderstanding of the role played by northern English
townsz in the imperial policy-making process. In addition, did the Liverpool landed
elte interact with the local mercantile community? What was the balance between

industry and [financialcommercial) sendces in decision-making?

¥ A Porter, "Genfemanly Capitalisr and Ernpire: The Briteh Exparlence since 175077, JCH, 18,3
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# Porter, "G entlemandy Capitaliem and Empire’, 278

GEORGIAN LIVERPOOL:
DOMESTIC SIGNIFICANCE, SECOND CITY OF EMPIRE AND

THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION

Hanoverian Liverpool was significant in several respects, Demographically, the
tosam's populdtion grew “spectaculark’ am over 5000 inhabiants in 1700 to
almost 80,000 by the end of the century. ¥ Whilst natural population growth
contributed towards this trend, inward migration fom surrounding sreas was
impnnanl.m Migrants were drawn 1o Liverpool because of its expanding economy.
Indeed the town was located in the Morth West, which Stobart termed the “first
industrial region® in England, This area was cheracterised by dynamic
manufacturing industries, and by the 17508 Liverpool was emerging as the major
industrial centre within the North West mineral economy. The town was renowned
for processing Cheshire salt and consuming Lancashire coal. Stobart also noted
that the region possessed a strong service sector, which stimulated new patterns
of demand. ®' Moreaver, like other towns, Hanoverian Liverpool enjoyed growing
links with its indusirial hiterland.® Thiz was made possible by & network of
turnpikes and navigable walerways, such as the Leeds-Liverpool Canal As we
shall see in Chapter One, the economic value and technological potential of this
infrastructure ensured that the Mersey ectuary became “the cradie of the canal age

proper 57
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Because of its status as a port, Liverpool was the principal link or enirepot
between the Morth West and wider Atlantic Word ™ The town subsequenthy
developed economic, social, and political networks throughowt Birtain's Allantic
empire. This section will begin to ilustrate why Liverpool has sometimes been
referred fo as the "second city of ampire’. The town's association with the empire
of the seas pre-dated the eighteenth cemtury. During the medieval period,
Liverpool was involeed in the transportation of troops over 1o Ireland. After the
Restoration of 166D, Liverpool vessels sailed to the West Indies to purchase
su;;a'.'ﬁ But this association with overseas initiztives was transformed afier 1708
with the construction of the Ol Dock, probably the first commercial dock in
Britain™ In 1702, the town owned 2500 fons of shipping. By 1788 the figure
reached 106,000 tons, Although these figures were behind London and Newcastle,

Liverpoo] was still ahead of other competitors, such as Bristol and HulL ¥

As @ hub for shipping, Georgian Liverpool faciitated the migration of people scross
the Empire. Bernard Bailyn noted that by the mid-zighteenth century, the town was
a point of deparure tor free migrants moving from Eritain to North America ¥ The
port was alsa involved in the oversess movement of un-free labourers, such as

comvicts. However, Liverpool's participation in this actiity was limited, as Morth

™ Saa 0. Awmnilaga and M. Braddick, ade. The Sntish A¥amlic Worid T500-T200 |Basngsloa,
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P.0. Mavgan, ads, Aaelc Hislony: A Sulical Anpraisal e lond, 20003,
¥ F.E. Hyda, Livarpoed srd line Macssy: Tie Devalgoment of & Perl 1 700-1970 |Nawlon Adbol,
1971}, 112,
™ itk 14.
" B. Davis. The Bise of lhw Srglish Shgping rdusiry iv de Sevemeenth and Eighleenth Carbinas
LLI:ITﬂi:I'n 198}, 35

B. Haiyn, Voyagars o e Wesl 4 Passage v lhe Pegelmg of Amenca on e Sve of he
SevedihionT | Waw Vork, 1985}, 568,

3

West England was removed from the areas with the heaviest concentrations of

felons requinng trans p-urlatinn.m

Geargian Liverpool was synomymous with the trans -Atlantic slave trade. In terms
of the number of vessels dispatched from England to Africa, Liverpool overtook
Bristal and London during the 17405, Several factors are atiributed to this, not
least that the town was less geographically exposed to an enemy during
wartime.™ Such is the perceived strength of the relationship between Liverpool
and the slave trade, that the town is often cted as evidence in the debate over
profitability. Gomer Williams suggested that there was a 30 per cent profit with
each trensaction. ©' However, more recent studies have revised this figure
downwards. Richardson drew wpon the records of Liverpood slaver William
Davenport, and found marked flucluations in profitabilty from one voyage to
another.”* Famously, Eric Williems used Liverpool to justity his view that the profits
of the slave trade catalysed Britains Industrial Revolution. One of the examples
Wiliams provided was the Heywood family. After profiting from slavery, the
Heywoods opened & bank in Liverpool in 1 773.™ However, the Wiliams thesis has
not found universal acceptance.™ It is also possible to over-state the importance of

slavery to Liverpool. After analysing the records of local businessman Thomas

o AR, Exnzh, Soumd for Amancg: The Trarsoonlaien of Bnish Gomiacls & e Coiemes 1778-
1 775 |Oxlovd, 1987}, 7B,
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Case, Sheryllynne Haggerty argued that Liverpool had such a diverse porffolio that

it did not need to rely exclusively upon the African market.”

Haggerty's argurment underscores the fact that eighteenth cenfury Liverpool had
links fo the wider Aflantic economy. Indeed, the town wes connected o what
Breen refermed to as the 'Empire of Goods' ™ Beginning in the late-seventeenth
century, the locus of Britain's commercial gravily shifted westeards towards the
Atlentic, ewey from the fraditional linkages with continental Europe. Liverpool,
fortuitoushy located in the Morth West, was well placed to take advantage of the
Marth American and West Indian markets. Thus, the town imported coknial
commupdities such 25 rice, lobacop, and sugar, In return, it expored coal and salt,
Weslthy Liverpool merchants such as John Tarleton even owned plantations in
Jamaica. Meanwhile, Liverpool did not ertirely eschew its fraditional connection
with Ireland and the Continent. Agricultural and mineral commodities from Norway
and Archangel remained important, as did the wine trade with lberia. Monetheless,
by 1750, Liverpool stood second only to London in the volume and value of its
Anglo-American frade.™ In this respect, Liverpool was clearly the second city of
empire. The use of Bils of Exchange wunderpinned this commercial system.
Typically, a drawee [buyer) purchased a bill of exchange from the drawer or seller.
The paper note was then zent to the individual who dispatched the goods [payes),
who could submi it to @ merchant, bill broker or banker [payer). If the drawee

endorsed the bill they guaranteed it within the period specified. After being

™ 5. Haggerty, ‘Liverpool, the Slave Triade and the Brish-Allanlic Emaiva, ¢ 178078 in 5.
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ka8

cashed, the bill was returned to the ariginal drawer to show the sum had been
FEH.?E Thiz process was like 2 modern cheque, except that it did not necessarily
pass through a bank. The flexibiliity of Bils of Exchange was crucial for credit
supply. Often given at six months, by the [ate-sighteenth century it was becoming

common far bills o extend over a year.?q

Liverpoal's inks to overseas commercial empire also stimulated the development
of the ‘consumer society' back home, By the time of the Georges, more men and
women than ever before were enjoying the experience of acquiing material
pOESESSions. # The local Liverpool press ilustrates this trend, containing
advertisements for the sale of colonial produce at auctions in the town. There were
also advers for lusury items, such as Chinese fea and pettery sok by London
dealsrs ¥ This reference to Chinese goods in Hanoverian Liverpool s significant.
During the Georgian era, the capital city enjoyed monopely trading rights with the
East, but Emglish provincial towns such as Liverpool were clearly turming their
attention towards this distant market Chapter Two, in particular, shows that the
Liverpocl lobby was concerned about the manegement of the EIC during the
17605 and 17705, Thus, the eighteemh cemury background paved the way for

Liverpool's nineteenth century expansion, and its status as a ‘world port’ 32
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Given Liverpools extensive links to the imperial economy, academics have
expregsed interest in the local business community. Traditionally, this stressed the
role of ‘merchants’® According to Chaprman 'In comman parlance a merchant
can be almost anyone who buys and sells goods, but such indiscriminate usage s
much too wide for managesble research’ & more precise definition is that a
merchant is someone engaged in foreign trade and wholesale.™ Jacob Price
noted that merchants often learned ther trade from an eary age by serving as a
tactor or clerk to @ company. In this capacity, they kept the firm's books and
served customers. Later in their careers, merchants would leave the everyday
aperations of a courting house o a clerk® The one thing a merchant could nat
delegate, however, was the giving of credit, which maintzined financial liquidiy.®
Eighteenth cemury merchant businesses were ofien varied Some parinerships
were heavily capitalised with large numbers of employees, whilst others were
smallscale concerns with limited capital and labour. ¥ More recently, Haggerty
took a broader approach by viewing Liverpool as a member of the larger 'British
Aflantic Trading Community’. In addition io fhe merchants, this network
incorporated brokers, factors, warehouse keepers, and female entrepreneurs.
These communities were significant because they linked the British Isles o the

peripheries of empire. Such interconnections provided current information, and

Hoaa T Davina, Tihe Tobsoce Londs: A Ehaly of il Tobscce Merchamles of Glesgow sad i
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helped judge one's credit worthiness.® Business was not transacted 'merely for
money', as commercial networks were often built upon personal trust,™ Chapter
Cne of this thesie shows that Liverpoal merchants were a diverse group, who were
generally associated with commerce and services. Amongst the latter, they offered
distribution =and transportation, and, cruciely es indications of their

‘genflemaniness’, banking facilities (albeit Emited).

As 3 commercial fown with established ties throughout the Atlantic empie,
Liverpoal had mporart connections with the metopolis in London Indeed,
although it was Britain's |leeding slave port by 1750, Liwerpool was stil
economically linked to the capital London merchanis guaranteed bills of exchange
drawn by slave factors in the West Indies and North America, in favour of
Liverpool. The reputation of bills drewwn on London merchants maintained financial
liquidity, and contributed towards Liverpool's commercial  expansion, *
Unsurprisingly, therefore, Liverpool maintained poliical and bbbying networks with
the metropolis. These ties were imperative during the late-sighteenth certury, as
the American and French revolutions threatened overseas trade. As Ascott, Lewis,
and Power pointed oul, mercantile interests heavily influenced Liverpool's local
governmernt and lobbying forums.?' 8.6, Checkland also claimed that eighteenth
zentury Liverpool merchanits were mercantiists. *° However, Power later

contended that: 't is not easy to generalise aboul the aftdude of such a varied
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group of people. As the beneficiaries of the English Navigation Acts they clearly
approved of government protection but opposed reguiations which interfered with

thair tracde, *

Fobert Eennett has written about the structure of the Liverpool lobby during the
late-eighteenth century. After 1774 the governing Liverpool Corporation formed 2
Committee of Trade, and the town established its first independent Chamber of
Commemce. A Chember of Commerce is an independent voluntary organisation
designed to represent bcal interests * Whilst manuf scturing was represented on
this paricular bady, most of the Chamber's members were merchants involved in
shipping and trede. Bennett also found that many of these subscribers were linked
tegether through formal parnerships, as well as by familial, religious, and social
ties. The Chamber frequently sert petitions and delegations to London, and

addressed issues ranging from overseas trade to infrastructure projects. ™

Yel, Bennetts work cortains several gaps. It concentrates primarily upon the
activities of the local merchant community. In the process, it pays only briet
attention to the town's Members of Pariament, and there has been §tile work on
the Liverpoal MPs during this period. Sir Ellis Cunliffe, Sir William Meredith, and
Richard Pennant, do feature in the Oxford Dicfionary of Nafioral Biography and

the HiEfory of Farffamenl They are also mentioned in some works on poltical
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history during this era.® Nevertheless, these characters remain of secondary
importence in those texts. This dizserdation places them squarely in the
foreground. Indeed, it is arguable that more work needs 1o be done on poliical
parties and individual MPs in the imperial policy-making t:lr-r.n-.':css.l;ﬁ| bor does
Bennett really look at the relationship between the merchants and local landed
elte, such as the Earl of Derby. This is limiting because, as we saw earlier, the
landed elte wielded considerable social, economic, and political influence.
Consequenily, this thesis expands the scope of Bennett's waork by producing a
more ntegrated analysis, linking local mercantile sendices with local landlords and
MPs. This enables the integration of imperial, commercial, and elite networks in

Georgian Liverpool into the gentlemanly capitalist paradigm.

The chronolegical period addressed in this thesis is the American Revolutionary
era, from 1763 to 1783 These wemr the yeers between the end of the Seven
Years War and the conclusion of the Amercan Bevolutionary War, which secured
the independence of the United States. Both Haggery and Bennett mentioned
how the American Rewolution impected wpon Liverpools overseas trede and
commercial networks. However, they do this more in the context of Atlamtic and
business history, and do nat directly relate their analyses to the specialist
historiography of Brilish imperialism. Mot even a recent study of Liverpool®s role in

the Empire provides a chapler dealing with the American Revolution.™ Thus, this
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study fills a gap in the secondary lterature by specifically focusing upon Liverpool

and the Amerncan Revolution, within & broader imperial context.

LIVERPOOL 1763-1783: PROTO-GENTLEMANLY CAPITALISM

Part One of the thesis deals with the question of gentlemanly capitalism in the late-
eighteenth century. The first chapter initially reveals more about the relationship
beteween mercantile services and manufaciurers in Liverpool. The letter fashioned
raw materials into finshed goods, and included occupations such as anchor
smiths, ironmongers, and ship-builders. It wes previously nmoted thet Liverpool
merchants were involved in commerce, and offered financial services. However, it
is warth stressing that there were other service seclor oocupations in Georgian
Liverpool. This included the professions, whom Geoffrey Holmes noted were
associated with lengthy periods of training that resulted in vocational qualifications,
During the Early Modern Period, the professions were ‘breeding up’ by sending
their sons to train for careers in the miltary, church, law, and medicine. By 1700

1 ' i ' L]
urbanisation generaled greater demand for professional sewvices,

To a cerain extent, services in generl, a5 well as finence and commerce
specifically, complemented manufacturers in Iate-Haroverian Liverpool. They
frequented the same social clubs and were sconomically integrated. Thus, there

are some grounds for supporting crificisma of Cain and Hopkins that industry

canrst easily be separated from finance and comm erce. Neverheless, on balance,

this disseration supports the primacy of financial-commercial services over

¥ 3. Holmas, Auvguslae Smgiged Frelessoms, Sine sl Soeiely TRIC-T20 |Lonvdan, 1982, 3-12
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industry. Whilst manufacturing was not excluded from the local governing
Corporation and lbobbying organisations, services in their various guises held a
distinct numerical advantage on these forums. Consequently, Liverpool services
had more opportunities to shape lbcal gowvernment and the kbbbying agenda than

manufadurers.

Futhermore, Cain and Hopkins correcty argued that the financial services
imeracted with the ‘aristocracy’. An aristocrat could include the peerage,

baronetcies of English, Scottish, and Irish decent, as well as Knights:

the English aristocracy was. . a social estate. . _As such it stretched from the
peerage assembled in the House of Lords through the fitled non-peers, to
the gentry landowners acling as justices of the peace. Within this range
social distinctions were recognised, but all were part of a single indivisible

whole '™

Georgian aristocrals have sometimes been chided for mot supporting business,
obstructing infrastructure projecis, and for being massively in debt ‘et JV.
Bechket argued that the social elite should receive more credit. For example, they
sponsored agricultural shows and patronised engineering societies.™' Land and
estates were the besis of arstocratic power, and therefore they governed and
dictated socizdl norms. ™ One historian even wemt 25 far as describing the

eighteenth century as the "aristocratic century’. David Cannadine also argued that

:E?J.'d. Backall, Tine Aristoes gy it Srgland 1650 1974 [Oxlave, 1988}, 21
Mg 78,
"2 iwel 5-5 and Cam and Hogkins, Svitisk Imperigism 16982000, 65-7.
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the years between the American Declaration of Independence in 1776 and the
passing of the 1832 Reform Act, in perticular, marked & significant period for the
British aristocracy. During this time they became even mare powerful. Ele inter-
marriage, as well as the acquisition of lands, titles, and country homes, created
super-ich erisiocrats. Therefore, this group consolideted its influence in
Parliamen, electioneering, and in the armed forces —to name but a few examples.
This elite also became more cosmopalitan and British in character. " Hence,
Liverpocl’s mercanfile service sector enjoyed contacts with landed and titled
figures during the Amercan Revolulionary era. This included thres of the town's
members of Pariamert: S¢ Elis Cunl#fe, Sir Willam Meredith [3rd Baronet
Henbury), and Richard Pennant (later Lord Penrhyn). Liverpool merchanis also
had dealings with Ear of Derby in nearby Knowsley, and the Duke of Atholl on the
|sle of Man. These connections were established through political representation
in Weastminster, community activities, and, crucially, the merchants servicing the

bills of the lznded elie,

Whilst accepting the general line of Cain and Hopkins, this dissertation does
propose some modfications to their theory, Firstly, the interaction between the
landed elite and commercial-financial semvices in Liverpoal shows thet this
mingling occurred in the provinces too, not just the City of London This fact
suggesis that the Morth was not exclusively orientated towards industry. Secondly,
whilst there was interaction between mercantile services and the landed elte, the

relationship was not as strong as Cain and Hopkins generally suggested. Cwing to

"3 ). Carmon, Ansicceatic Camury: The Pesdage of Sigiteanttt Ceslury Englgnd [Camiidoa,
1954}, Ako saa D, Canmading, dspeck of Anslooracy; Gramdewr #ed Decing in Moderr Sl
[Yala, 1994}, 3-36.
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their diverse backgrounds, diferences over issues, and squabbles amongst
personalities, intemal divisions plagued the mercaniile services on Liverpools
Commaon Council Mor d&d local merchanis always cullivale positive relations with
their landed superiors. There was limited inter-marriage between the local
aristocracy end merchants during this period, and the elite were sometimes
reluctant to act on behalf of beal mercantile interests. Parliamentary elections in
Liverpoal during these years revealed splits between the two groups. Some
evidence also suggests thet the Liverpool business community was not sufficientty
‘gerflermanly’, as they allegedly focused too much on work over pleasure,
Mevertheless, the authors of Brifish Imperialism acknowledged that imegration
between the landed elile and commercialfinancial services took time fo reach
malunty, This thesis refers to e gradual process of integration as ‘proto-
gentiemanty capitalisn’, which was evident in Liverpool during the |ate-eighteenth
century. Metworks between the local services and landed elite were of a social,
economic, and poltical nature. But, for the reasons outlined above, they were stil
developing during the American Revolutionary era. Still, the potential for future
closer gentlemanty capitalist networks was evident. Despite their differences, local
merchants were uliimsiely bound together by business, famiy, and religious ties.
This ensured that there were no irreparable fissures on the Corporation. In
addition, the merchants sought to copy the gentlemanly lifestyles of the elite. The
example of Bamastre Tarleton, the =on of & prominent Liverpool slaver, &
instructive here. He rose 1o the attention of General Lord Cormwallis during the
American War, demonstrating the potertial to form closer gentlemanly capitalist
ties between the financial-commercial services and the landed elite in the

nineteenth century.
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Chapters Two and Three continue to examine gentiemanly capitalism by
ascertaining whether London held sway owver imperial policy-making, or whether
norhem provincial towns could exercise an influence too. By Influgnce’ we mean
being able to direct politicians and policy-rmakers into accepting one's arguments,
and achieving positive outcomes - notebly in the form of legislation. The second
chapter considers the years between the end of the Seven Years War and the
Boston Tea Party (1763-1773). Chapter Three follows with the period up to the
gramting of American Independence in 1783 Two broed arguments will be
advenced. Fistly, that the Liverpool bbby wilised a veriety of tools to promote
their interests. This included writing and sending petitions to Westminster, as well
as liaizing with men on the spot in London, felbw members of pariament, and
working with other prowvincial towns. Secondly, the culcome of lobbying was as
Cain and Hopkins predicted. The provinces coukd make their vorces heard in the

metropolis, and did achieve some results - but they were often limited.

The relative inability of Liverpool to influence imperial policy-making during this
pericd stemmed from & variety of factors. Firstly, as we have seen, the Liverpool
merchants that dominated local government were split - 5o much 5o that by the
mid-1770s they had formed separate lobbying forums. Secondly, the networks that
these merchants cultvated with the local landed efte were stil developing, and
therefore anly proto-gentlemanly capitalist. There was not, 25 yet, sufficient unity
between the two to be able o assert a strong enough influence to affect policy in
London in @ meaningful way. Thirdly, the landed elite that represented Liverpool in
Farliament were often out of favour with elite politicians, The local MPs were

socially handicapped as their landed titles were not especially high. Cunliffe,

31

FPennant, and Keredith, were also oflen frustrated by events in their private lves,
or perceived as being politically disloyal Consequently, for most of the period
1763-1783, these parliamemarians either sat briefly on the Governmen benches

ar for kengthy stretches with the Opposition.

The fourth nhibition was that these landed MPs were ofien perceived as
challenging the primarily London-based ‘official mind’. Concentraling upon the
late-nineteenth century, Fonald Robinson end Jobn Gallagher sowght to explain
why Britain annexed sizable territories in Africa. A key factor was that the LK
government feared troubles on the periphery of empire that endangered British
interests. This often included Ewopean rivelry and the disruptive influence of
indigenous pr-::um-rtatiunall'sm.m‘ All of these Tactors plaved so0me par in the
African drama. But it seems that they were only brought to the point of imperialist
action by the idiosyncratic reectionz of British statesmen to internal crises in
Africa’."® Indeed, in Westminster, the Prime Minister, Cabinet, and advisors
moulded policy. Significantly, these officials hailed from similar aristocratic
backgrounds, and had often served political apprenticeships fogether. Therefore,
they shared a common ‘colleclive mind' bazed upon a muual understanding or
ideas, goals, and morals. These aristocrats thought of themselves as dutfully
considering the interests of the nation as a whole, and therefore often ignored
what they perceived as greedy businessmen and impractical philanthropists. '™
atill, the official mind was not always in control of the process of e;pmsinn.m

Govemment ministers often had dealings with agents ‘on the spof’, Thess were

" B Robineon, J. Gallaghar and A. Demry, Afvice and (e Viclorpm: The Officist Mind of
-'ﬂ};'-l?ﬂ'-i'l'llﬁl'ﬂ |Londom, 1961), 4555
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individuals on the periphery who supplied Westminster with information. They
therefore strove to support the elite's established conceptions of world policy. '™
Because of the vast distances between London and the periphery, men an the
spot could not wait for decisions from the LK. Henceforth, they often acted an their
own iniiative. Downing Street would either ratify or repudisted their decisions. '™
Clearly, whilst the official mind was mporam, i had to be taken abngside other

elements in the imperial polcy-making pm-::ss."'."

The official mind intersects with gentlemanly capitalism, as both theories argue
that a group with similar socio-economic backgrounds and values moulded
imperial policy.”" Still, not 2l historians accept the notion that a tight-knit group
devised polcy. Dummett dismissed this ides, noting that associations ofien spoke
with different voices.'™ But, as we saw eadier, Cain and Hopkins argued that
whilst there was not always unanimity with the gentlemanly cepitalst family, there

ie 11
was af least some unity, i

P.J. Marshall agreed that, like their Victorian successors, Georgian policy -makers
shared notions of natiomal interest and Eritish supremacy. For them, the
paramour concerns were the survival of the 1638 settlemem, the Protestant

succession, and a balanced constitution. The regulatory Navigation Acts also

"2 iy, 19, 465,
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"' Caimand Hookine, Sddsh impen flism 1685-2000, 268-30.

"*R.E. Dumet. ‘Intoduction: Exploring the CaindHopking paradigr issues for debate; critique
ard loges oy raw fesearch, in R E. Dumet, ed, Gemliemanly Caoilaism avd Sritish imoensism
T Maw Dabzie o Em@ng |Lomdon, 1953, 11,
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'pravided the principles which govemments followed” ' Furthermore, with
continued British territorial expansion after the 1750s, the idea of parliamentary
sovereignty (control over the empire from London) gained in currency.'® Marshall
accepted that during the eighteenth century British policy was shaped by several
groups, including English provincial fowns, professionals, merchants, and landed
groups in Scotland and reland. However, policy also 'emerged from he
calculations of the official mind’ in London."™ This thesis accepts that a multiplicity
of factors influenced imperial policy-making, but one of the most imporant proved
to be the official mind as depicted by Marshall Liverpodl's MPs during the
American Revolutionary era often accepled the 1638 seftlement, and
pariamentary sovereigmty over the Empire. Nevertheless, there were occasions

when their support ssemed lUkewarm, thus restricting Liverpool's lobiying atility,

The fifth and final reason that conscribed Liverpools influence was vwaak obbying
ties with other provincial towns. There were oocasions when Liverpool did
successfully network with other commercial centres. But the ties with Bristol, in
paricular, were not alweys collegial Disputes between Liverpool and the
Yarkshire contingert of the Leeds-Liverpool Canal Company zlso suggest that
regional [in this case northern) identities were transitory during the |ate-eighteenth
centu rg,l-" " However, & should be stressed that this work s not intended as a major

investigation into regional identities.

"), Marshall, The Mrking sod Uemaking of Empres: Srilgic, ladiy srd Amadcy c. 1 750 1783
[Cischared], 2005}, 311, Ao see J. € arfer, * The Revoeluion and the Constiution”, in G, Holmes, ed.,
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THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC IMPACT OF EIGHTEENTH CENTURY

WAHFARE AND THE AMERICAN CONFLICT

Part Two of the thess, encompassing Chaplers 4 and 5, looks at the impact of
warfare upon British society and the economy (the empire at home). Before
considering the Liverpool experience, this section provides an imtroduction to how
warfare impacted wpon Hanowverian Britain. Miltary conflict was integral to the
imperial experience. Az a formidable power, the UK developed multiple fighting
capebilities. This ncluded suppressing domesfic revolts, proseculing land
struggles with the Eumpean powers, waging war on the high seas, and quelling
unrest within the Empire.'™ A H. John argued that “war in the first half of the
eighteenth century exerled, on the whole, a beneficial influence’ upon the Brilish
econmomy. It stimulated techrological nnovation, opened access to new supplies of
reww materials, and warinduced investmert increased demand. John was,
however, mare cautious about extolling the benefits of warfare in the latier
decades of the cenl:un.-."'; In a clearer conmtrast, T.3. Ashton suggested that 77
England had enjoyed unbroken peace the Industrial Revolution might have come

eariier. "™

'8 ), Black, Brilgic g= & Miilsry Power 1688.1815 |London, 1999}, 59, Aleo sea DG, Chandlar
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Landen, 1988},
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Caana and W A Cala, Snllal Ecovomic Growdy T888- 1850, End adn [Camandga, 1963 P. Caana.
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When reading through eighteenth century diaries, there are only intermittent
references to how warfare affected everydey life. Therefore, miltary conflict
conceiably had only a limited impact upon Britlish society. Monetheless, Bowen
contended that troops ofd move around the countryside, and that British civilians
did encounter foreign prisoners. Henceforth, warfare did sffect British panplﬂ.m
Brewer's fiscal-miltany siate =lso affected the citizenry through the lewying of
higher warime taxation. “2 But the expansion of the central government had
paradoxical sociel consequences. How could & society that cherished liberies
develop state machinery that was expansionist abroad?' ™ Brewer overcame this
conundrum by suggesting that the British state was more powerful than ariginally
thought The UK shared characieristics with the encien regime on mainland
Europe, such as the Monarchy still being able to declare war and choose its
ministers. "** Yet, O'Gorman noted that there are limits in comparing Georgian

Eritain with its European neighbours, as there wes no one single encien regime, '#

The link between warfare and national identity has also been considered. Kathleen
Wilson stated that identity’ is a ‘neaotiation between Individual conceplions of self
and collectvity®. ldentity depends upon several factors, including palitics,

poonomics, gender, race, and geography. ldenfities are therefore multiple and

"' 4.V, Bowan, War and British Sociely TE88 1875 [Camaridga, 1938, 41,

13 B, Sinews of Power, 250-1.
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-.:nntingsnt"m.ﬁ. seminal work on national identity was Linda Colley's 8rifons. She
postulated that Hanoverian conflicts were wars of religion, pitting Protestant Britain
against Cathalic France and Spain These conilicls were also political struggles
between the Hanoverian and Bourbon dynasties. Consequently, fighting the
European ‘Other’ gave tfize to a British identity, which stressed Protestantism,
virtue, and elevated the monarchy to symbolise a nation unified in arms. 7 Some
have countered Colley's thesis, noting that it took considerable time for a truly
British national identity to emerge, end that it existed slongside English, Welsh,
Irish, and Scottish identities. ** Indeed, despite the 1707 Act of Union, Scottish
Jacobitism remained the biggest imternal threat to the Hamoverians up to the
1740s."® Historians have also noted that warfare divided British society =t large.
The historicgraphy in this field s heavily weighted towards the French Wars, which
lasted a generation.'® The conflicts of 1783-1815 clearly polarised opinion, giving

rise fo calls for both radizal reform and reactionary conservatism. ™!

The American War of 1775-1783 embodies all of these historiographical debates.
Francis Cogliano categorized it as & revolutionary conflict egainst the established

monachical system, 2 civil war within the British Empire, and a war of conguest

8 1, Wikon, 'kiroduction: Histories, Empires, Modernities'. in K Wikon, ed., A4 Mew /mperiz
History: Guitwe, demily and Modarmity it Srizn amd e Empie TEE0-1540 |Camaridga, 2004}, 5
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between the American colonists and native inhabitants. ™ It was arguably a
watershed too. Stephen Conway suggesied these vears constiluted the *first war
of the new order.” Tue, it confarmed to a fraditional corflict in that the British
officer corps was generally aristocratic, paupers served as soldiers, and foreign
troops served in the ranks - even the Americans followed & broadly similar pattern.
Yet, there were substantial difierences from previous conflicts. The colonial militiz
contained men from all social backgrounds, and even some British commanders

hailed from non-aristocratic backgrounds, ™

The domestic impact of the American War upon Britain has not been ignored.
Historians often regard 'public opinion’ a5 the Tast refuge of the poltician without
wigion or lhe scholar withowt any better explanadlion’. The Geargian eite alsa
believed that pettions and addresses could not accurately comvey publc
sentiment, This was because not every county sent these documents fo
Westminster.'™ Nevertheless, James Bradley conducted an analysis of petitions
and addresses sent by eleven English counties between 1775 and 1778. He found
that the politicelly informed were concerned sbowt the debate between the
authorty of the British government and the righs of the American solonists, ™
Wilzon al=n referred 1o the ‘infensity of the rifts in the nation® during the war. She
found thet, in provincial towns, =& significent proportion of mercharmts 2nd

gentlemen were in favour of coercion, Dissenters were split, and the greatest anti-
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"3 5 Conway. Tie War of Amavican independacce 1775-1753 |London, 1995;, 23-42.

M AW, Gunmn, Beyond Libevly smd Propend: The Process of Sell Recogmidon it Eighleerii
Gy Pofilicsl Thougt [Kngelon, 1983}, BR0-314.

U5 E Bradiay. FPopulsr Polilics aad e Amencar Savolsdion &7 Eeglaed: Pelilions, (e Cowrn,
Fid Pubiic Oimicn |[Macon, 1988, 1-1& 207-16.

;.



43

war sertiment fermented amongst whan midding sorts and artisans. WNT.
Dickinzon also wrote sbout British critica of the war. In Pariament they tended to
be the Rockingharmites and Pittites, whilst outside of Westminster the 'Friends of

Armerica’ included Dissenters and radicals. ™7

Comway, in particular, has written about the impact of the Revolutiorary War at
home in Britain. He identified several detrimental consequences for the LK
economy, not least a rising tax burden, higher levels of bankruptcy, and disruption
in overseas trade. That said, there were some economic dividends too - the
expension of the armed forces increased demand for manufectured goods, for
example. The war glso had implications for British society. Civilians complained
about soldiers roaming the countryside, lbcal government was forced to support
miltary widows, and women took over jobs that men left behind = Cormaay s
Brifish Isles and the War of American independence related this evidence more
closely to the historiographical debates. Taking the ssue of miltary-fiscalism,
Cormway found that, far from being omnipotent, certral government had to
negotiate with the localities, Whilst companies of wolurtesrs were raised for
national miltary service, these men were often motivated by local factors.
Howewver, the role of the State should not be ignored. It provided direction far the
broader war effort, played & lerger role in the economy through increesed taxation
and expenditure, and authorised press gangs to supply manpower. Comvay also

incorporated national identity into his analysis. There were cerainly significant

" K. Wilson, The Sewse of e Pecpie Poiilics, Cuiwe gnd Imperizlsm ir Englznd 1715 1785
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divisions within British opinion at this time. Government policy, mligion, gender,
and economic interests, served sz key dividing lines. Yet, echoing Colley, Comway
suggesied that the entry of the Bourbon powers into the war afler 1777 injecied

national patriofic sertiment into the confct. ™?

LIVERPOOL AND THE WAR OF INDEPENDENCE

How then did these themes play owt in whal was arguably the second city of
empire? The coverage of Liverpool in the historiography of the American
Revolution is patchy, Even Conway's histories rarel mention the toan, Instead,
case studies of the impact of the conflict in Britain have tended o focus upon
southem kboations. ' Monetheless, some aspecis of the American War have been
studied in the Liverpudlian context. Bradley and Wilson used the town to illustrate
their work on public opinion. They found that, ke other locations, Liverpudlians
were splt between advocates of conciliation and coercion with the colonists.
Writing from the perspective of business and lkbbying history, Bennett and
Haggery considered Liverpool during the American Rewolution. Marriner also
briefly commented on the economic impact of the war, painting a bleak picture of

‘clozed markets and cut off supplies of raw materials’. ™!

The maritime aspecis of the Revolutionary War in Liverpool hawve been covered in

greater detai. David J. Starkey defined privateering as “a form of enterprise in
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which individuals might deploy their own resources to attack and seize the vesselk
and goods of foreign subjects, acquiing for themselves the rights to any property
thereby appropriated’. These adions conformed to official sanclion, and therefore
privateers differed from pirates. " There were different types of privatess.
Amongst them were private menof -war, which mede prizes of enemy vessels, and
often had no setl destination. Conversely, ships operating under Letters of Marque
were commercial vessels with privateer commissions. Starkey found that during
the American War Liverpool was the leading prize-faking port on the British
mainland. ' His study complemented the ninetesnth cemury Ristory of ihe
Liverpool Privatesrs by Gomer Williams, which, despite interesting anecdotes, was
primarily 2 narrative."™ Marriner went on to wite that whilst Liverpool shipping
‘occasionally Tell as pnzes o pivaleers...on balance the region ganed far more
prizes than it lost” ™ This view was echoed by Corway, who noted that there were
over 100 priveteers operating out of the port in 1778, " Stewart-Brown's study of
local ships during the eighteenth century casts light on the town's dockyards. '
The Liverpool sailors’ riot of 1775 has also been covered in several publications.
Gther Liverpool-relsted aspects of this war include a biography of the notorious
Banastre Tarleton, who served in the Brilish Legion. ™ Abell ako mentioned

Georgian Liverpool in her history of foreign prisoners in the UK. "%
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Whilst these works provide a useful starting point for further immestigation, they
mostly use Liverpool ss an example to illustrate other issues. Furthermore, this
body of work is fragmented and needs bringing together in @ more ooherent
approach. Hence, this thesis synthesises such disparate lterature inlo one study.
It also draws upon previously untapped primary sources, and directly engeges with
the historicgraphical debates outlined above In doing so, the first over-arching
case study of Liverpool during the American War is produced, and this is related

more broadly to the national piciure.

Chapter Four provides a nuanced accournt of the economic impact of the War of
Independence upon Liverpool. There were fowr broad phases fo the fown's
overseas commercial experience. Inkially, business brozdy remained steady.
Secondly, this was folowed by a decline. The perultimate phase was marked by a
sluggish improvement. Finally, t was not until the post-wer years that a cleerer
recovery ook place, The vamus branches of Lverpool's iverseas comimerce also
declined at different times. Marriner and Comway stressed the role of privateering
in bringing about an improvement in overseas activity. But taking enemy vessels
was highly dangerous, and not alvays profitable. Henceforth, other factors, such
as the provision of comeys, the business scumen of local merchants, and
developments on the baltlefield, contributed towards Liverpool's rebound. Yet, the
most important fzclor was the restoration of peace by 1783, which proved
conducive to a sustained post-war recovery. The conflict alko had an effect upon
the broader local economy. There were victims of wartime dislocation, and as &
resull the number of bankrupts incressed. Alternatively, some areas of the local

economy, namely shipbuilding, flourished from the multiplier effect of increased
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national government expenditure. This, in tum, supports Morriss's argument that
wihilst the Royal Dockyands 'down south®, with their various facillies and workforce,
were imporant (o eightegnth century war efforts, so oo were the private yards —
which included Li‘fﬂ'pﬂd.l?ﬂ Local irfrastructure projects enjoyed mixed fortunes
during the war years. Whilst the amount of goods trensported on the Leeds-
Liverpoal Canal expanded, construction of the main line of this waterway ceased.
Thus, on the whole, the economic impact of the Bevolutionary War upon Liverpoal
was mixed There were winners and losers, and thus we combine both Ashton’s

and John's work.

Chapter Five considers the socio-culiural impact of the war wpon Liverpool. It
expands Bowen's argument on the impact of miltary confbct, whch afflected not
just southern England but the morhern provinces top. The mil#arisation of
Liverpocl was manifested in different ways, such as the housing of prisoners of
war and the construction of defences. This led to incressed interaction between
local government and the central fiscal-military state. Building upon Part One of
the thesis, this chapter argues that whilst the kbcalities made their opinions felt in
the comidors of power, the influence of cemral government during times of warfare
was ever-present. The American War also divided opinion within the fown. Like
other locations, sentimenis on the conflict in Liverpool were often based around
socio-economic status. Genflemen tended to favour coercion, whilst anisans
wanted conciliation. Heligion also influenced the way locals divided, with Anglicans
generalty in fawur of coercion and Dissenters for concilistion. Howewver, as

Bradley poinmed out, there were some differences between Liverpool and other

"' R, Movriss, The Feurdgtions of Brilish Mavilime Ascendancy: Rescuces, Logistics grd e
Slzlg 17551876 [Camiwidga. 20113, 133-7. Ako saa P. Macdougall, Roya' Docicrards |Mawlon
Almal 1982), B-15.
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localities. Unlike their counterparts in Bristol, Liverpool merchants were generally
more amenable towards conciliation. Mor were Liverpool Dissenters as opposed fo

the war as their counterparis in the South West. 5%

Turning to cultural aspects of empire, this division of opinion within Liverpoal
represented @ mupture within imperial ideclogy. Jack P. Greene ergued that
between 1688 and 1783 Britons saw themsekes as living in & Prolesiant and
constitutional empire. Liberty was enshrined, people and goods shipped across
the sees, and colonies confributed towards the imperiel economy and civilizing
praject. ") However, Wilson observed that the American War led to & schism within
this nperial ideclogy. It polarised an older libedarian attitude against the "empire
of authority’ that took hold at mid-century. ™ Finally, the example of Liverpool
during the American Fewvolution suggesis that warare was linked to the
emergence of British national idertity. There were, admittedly, other identities in
the town during this period. Nevertheless, some Liverpudliens proudly proclaimed
therr virtues as Britons, and increasingly opposed The Other, which included the

Bourbons and, eventually, the Americans.

METHODOLOGY

This thesis adopts an empincal approach. Whilst it uses secondary literature, there
is extensive engagement with archival materizgls from over twenly repositories in

the UK and LS. This i because sursiving evidence on this subject is fragmemary.

' ) E. Bradiay, Ratigion, Revcleior god Engiish Frdicism: Men-Comeemiy i Eighieant
Camury Polfilics and Secialy |Camianidga, 19903, 391-2,

IS!‘J.F. eane, "Empire and |lfvll-'l1i'|:'|l foern e Glorsows Revabion to the Ametican Raolubon’, o
Marghall, OHEE Volume £, 20830

%4 \Wiizon, Semse of ihe Pecoia, | 57
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Minutes from government papers do not always give clear or detailed outcomes.
Mor ig there & single collection of papers for Sir Wiliam Meredith MP, the most
vocal element of the Liverpoal lobby a1 this fime. Short runs of statistical data also
limi information on the volumne of the town's overseas trade. Therefore, to

reconstruct the general picture, a large number of repositories were used.

Several locations on Merzeyside proved helpful The Special Collections in the
Sydney Jones Library at the University of Liverpool contain documents on the
town during the eighteenth century, such as the local vesiry and customs office
records. These provided general background information. The library's regular
holings included edited volumes of primary sources, such as Forlescue's
colleclion of the correspondence of George Il and Reddington's Calendar of
Home Office papers. These shed light on Liverpool's sirategies in the metropolis,
as well as the putcome of bbbying This was supplemented by records from the
Liverpool Athenaeum club, such as the Minutes of the Liverpool Chamber of
Commemrce and the Heywood papers. Both sources shed light on local mercantile
business and kbbying capabilities. Thiz lbrary also holds the Liverpool poll books
from the 17805 (o the 17805, They reveal the electoral history of the fown, 25 well
as the inlernal dynamics within the local elte. The archives at Merseyside
Maritime Museum conizin sdditional mercantile records, such =z the Earle and
Davenport manuscripts. These accounts and ledgers provide insights imo the day -
to-day activities of eighteenth century businesses, such as their structure,
management, and indicators of performance. This enables the reconstruction of

the economic efiects of the Amercan War,

55

The most useful local repository was Liverpool Record Office. Cortem porary
newspapers, such as Willamson's CLvapool dovertizer, revesl snecdotal
information. The Liverpool Street directories show the composition of the lbcal
workforce, and therefore confribuie to the debate over whether sendces or
manufacturing predominated in the town. However, these directories must be
treated with caution, as they do not encompass the whole population. The T arleton
Papers provided insights into the running of a particular firm, and the degree to
which mercantile services held positions within the lbcal community. Sources on
Ye gl Face club and the Unanimous Society reveal much about sociability in the
toem, and therefore what constiuted ‘gentlemanty’ activities. The records of
Liverpool Corporetion provide a window into the activities of local government, and
what these officials did fo make ther case on 2 national level. However, this
paicular source is limied, as t does not say much abouwt links between the
Corporation, lkecal MPs, and the landed elite. Henceforth, t was neceasary to visit

reposiories further afizkd

The Manx Mational Hertage Centre containg documents on Liverpool's ties 1o the
Duke of Atholl, revesling much sbout the relatonship between finsncal-
commercial irteresis and the landed elite. The Sheffield Archives hold the
Wenmtworth-Woodhouse papers, sllowing further insights into the interaction
between Sir Wiliam Meredith and the Fockinghamites in Parliament. The
Uniersity of Moltingham Archives house the Duke of Potland’s manuscripts.
Portland was & fellow member of the Rockingham set, Whilst political manuscripts
provide an insight imo the inner-workings of a group associated with policy-

making, they are obviously biased. Cheshire Hecord Office and the Lancashire

;.
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Archives contain numerous Liverpool wills and land grants. This enabled me to
ascertain whether local menufacturers or sendces were more affluent, and what
relationship the landed elie had with the town. The North Papers 2 the Bodleian
Library, Oxford, contain accourts of how government money was spent during the
American War, and therefore revealed national expenditure boosted Liverpool’s
dockyards. The records of the Society of Merchant Verturers in Bristal, as well as
the Glasgow Chamber of Commerce in the MEchell Library, identified Liverpool’s
lobbying netearks wikth ofher provincial towns, The Barclay's Group Archie in
Wanchester contains manuscnpts relating to the establishment of Heywood™s bank
in Liverpool. Indeed, banking sendces were a vital component of the gentlemanly
capitalist thesis. Not all repositories were es helpful as others. Whilst the Mational
Library of Wales confains the Clive Papers [the affairs of the EIC were a major
concern o the Liverpoal lobly), they revealed lttle on the acrimonious relationship

betwvesn Clve and Mersdith,

London was a rich source of materials. The Metropolitan Archives cortained the
records of Boodles and Brookes gentlemen’s clubsg, permitting the reconstruction
of some of Liverpool's links to the elite in the melropolis. The Parliamentary
Archives in Westminster held several petitions from Liverpool, which enabled me
1o identify what issues were important to the town's lobby, Manuscript collections
at the Britsh Library at 31 Pancras, such as the Grenville and Jenkinson papers,
revealed that Liverpool had acces=s to key ‘men on the spot’ in Westminster. The
British Library newspeper collection st Colindale was alko useful because it
supplied background irformation. Admirally records =t the Caisd Library at the

Mational Martime Museum in Greenwich revealed much about how the War of

5

Independence impacted uwpon Liverpool. These included information on the

treatment of pisoners of war, and the activities of warships in the Mersey.

Lengthy periods of time were spent at the Mational Archives in Kew. | began with
the State Papers of George lll, which supplied miscelaneows information, Colonial
Cffice, Exchequer, Home Office, Privy Council, and Treasury records were then
consufted to shed light on the Liverpool lobby. What issues were they invohved
with? How did they go about achieving their goals? What were the cutcomes? The
answers to these questions infarmed my judgement on how influential provincial
towns were in the metropolis. Furthermore, War Office records shed light on the
milkarisation of Liverpool between 1775 and 1783, Admiralty and High Court of
Admiraly records yielded information on local dockyards and the prizes faken by
Liverpool privateers. British Rail records contained documents on the construction
of the Leeds-Liverpool Canal All of this data was significant, enabling me fo
expkre the relastionship between services and manufacturers in Lancashire and

Yorkshire, as well as the impact of the American War upon the home economy.

Whilst the focus of this disseration has been to analyse the central imperial
decision-making process and the impact of warfare upon Britain, it wes also worth
visiting US repositories, The Virginia Historical Society contzined business
correspondence between the Gildars of Liverpool and George Washington at
Mount Wernon. This shed light on the personal links between merchants and the
landed efte oversess, thereby enabling me fo exdend the geographical boundaries
of proto-gentlemanly capitalism. The South Carclina Historical Society holds the

papers of Charles Garth, the former agent for that colory. They referred to links

;.
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with Sir William Meredith, thereby enabling me to assess the role played by PAHT DNE

GENTLEMANLY CAPITALISM

colonial agents in formulating British policy. | chose to focus wpon archives in the
American South because Georglan Liverpool had extensive imerests with that

region, through the slave trade and exportation of tobacco and rice 1%

Onling resources ako bore fruit. The Burney Newspaper Collection and
Eighteenth Century Collections Online are wseful for general informeation. The
House of Commons Parliamentary Papers contasin accounis, reports, and
transcripts of debates. This enabled me to analyse the behaviour of Liverpool MP s
in the corridors of power. Cobbelt's Panlizmentany Histony is also avaeilable online,
and alowed me fo conduct similar investigations for the Lords. The Slave Voyages
database proved invaluable. From this | extracted dafa on shipping lonnage, the
number of voyages from Liverpool, and the price of slaves, to assess the

economic impact of the American Wer,

'35 Foy maora on Lha Naovlharn coloniss sea J. Coughly, The Noloriows Tiangle: Birode klavd and
ifve Afrcin Sipve Topde 1700-T807F |Philadakahia, 1281} T M. Doardlingar, A Vigorows Sgal of
Entemise; Machans and Somemic Devdopment ir Aewcldoray Mladeiing [Chagal Hill,
1886 5. Tadmann, Seuclam Seacdd]iomiiies, New Yer Cily sed i Sogd o independerce
TFE2-177E |lhaca, 1997}, and JW. Telar. Smuggiers and Palicds; Dosfow Werclranls avd Be
Advam of e Amencan Sevaldion | Basion, | 356;.
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CHAPTER ONE:
MANUFACTURERS, MERCANTILE SERVICES,
AND THE LANDED ELITE:

THE RISE OF PROTO-GENTLEMANLY
CAPITALISM IN LATE-GEORGIAN
LIVERPOOL

This chapter sxamines Georgian Liverpool in the context of the gentlemanly
capitalist peradigm. The growth of the fown gave rise to & diverse economy that
contained manufacturing, sendces ingeneral, and financial-commercial serices in
paricular. These groups conducted business fogether, interacted at social clubs,
gnd were involved in local politics and lobbying Thus, there are some grownds far
supporting crticisms of Cain and Hopking tha! manufacturing and senvices cannot

easily be separated from the oth er.!

Monetheless, on the whole, this chapter supports the general argument of Cain
and Hopkinz. Local merchants, who were indicative of finance and commerce,
hed a plurality (that is to s2y more members but not an owiright majority) on the
governing Corparation and lobbying Committee of Trade. In addition, they enjpyed
a majority on the town’s first Chamber of Commerce. Cther senvices, such as the
professions, were represented on these bodies foo. Consequently, the tertiany

sector consolidated its influence over local gowvernmert and lobbying.

"'Cannading, “Ermnpire Stikes Badd, 180404 and Daunton, “Genflernandy Capitalism and Briish
Industny, 156-5.

5l

Manufacturers were not excluded from these forums, but were at a numesical
digadventage. In this prominent position, mercentile services did interact with titled
officials, such as the local MPs and other members of the |landed elite. The
activities of these merchants and aristocrats complemented each other. hNot only
did local businessmen service the debis of the elite, but the landed interest leased
their properties to merchanis and represented them in Padiamen. The coming
together of merchant services and the landed elite in provincial towns broadly
conforms to the gentlemanly capitalist model, in respect to the social groups that

were invalved.

Monetheless, the analysis presented here modifies Cain and Hopkins in two key
respects. Firsth, t shows that the coming together of landed and commescial
interests was not exclusive to London and the South East = it could be provincially
based — and therefore that the Mordh was not alweys gesred towards
manufaciuring. Secondly, whist there were linkages between the senvices and
landed elite, they were constrained in some respects. For example, there were
squebbles amongst the merchants, and there were few, it eny, familizl ties
between Liverpool merchants and aristocrals. Thus, onk ‘profo-gentlemanty
capitalist’ ties existed in Liverpool by the 1720= Alkhough Cain and Hopkins
conceded thet =ocisl integration was = gradual process, profo-gentlemanty
capitalism is a new categorisation of their work.? Still, the example of Banastre
Tarleton shows that there was potential to form closer gentlemanly capitalist

relationz in the futwre, Liverpool extended its mercantile and proto-gentlemanty

* Cam and Hogkims, Brifish impeniafism TE85-2000, 73. They ako refer to “gentlemen in the
making . See bixg., 308
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capitalist networks with the landed elite around the British Isles and beyond, re-

enforcing Bowen's argument that trans -oceanic networks linked the Eri'|]:|ir|a.‘-1I

THE RISE OF GEORGIAN LIVERPOOL

In 1773, the author William Enfield noted "The first ob=ervation which a stranger
makes wpon his amrival in Leverpool [sic] 15 generally. . thatl the sireets are much
too rarrow either for their comvenience [or armament.' Liverpool 'labours under the
inconveniences which arise from the want of a regular plan of building when it first
began to flourish.'* However, Enfield also highlighted the location's posifive
features. The climate was heally because the hills screened severe easterly
winds during the winter, and sea breezes relieved the summer heat, Liverpool’s
expansion in trade ‘introduced a taste of ornament and splendour.. particularly in
its buildings both public and private”. Chief amongst themwasthe civic Exchange,
‘a handsome edifice’ built of slone, and prowdly boasting Corinthian colurnns, The
Theatre Royal in Wiliamson Square wes noteworthy because #s three passages
ensured "all the confusion and danger attending the admission into the London
Theatres is avoided ™ Amongst the principal walkways of the town were Castle
atreet, Dale Sireet, and TEhebzen Street. For the needy there were several
sources of relief, including the Blue Coat Hospital on Schoal Lane, the Poor House
on Hanover Sireet, as well as the Sk and Lame Hospial on Shaw's Brow. The

religiously observant could sttend several houses of worship, nemely St

* Bowan, Eiles, Srierprise and e Mg of Ovavsess Empire, 148,
* W, Enliald, Histony of Livevpoo!l [Wawinglon, 1773, 21,
§ Mwel. 462
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Micholas's on Chapel Street, the Quaker meeting-house on Hackins Hey, and a

Catholic chapel on Lombard Street *

There were several masons why, during the early -sighteenth certwry, Liverpool
became ‘one of the wonders of Britain'.” Firstly, its development coincided with the
expansion of the Atlantic economy. Spain and Portugal had led the way during the
fifteenth certury by establishing colonial ties in Africa, the Americas, and Asia® In
contrast, the English, despite one or two exceptions, initielly proved reluctant to
take advantage of this emerging market. i was not until the reign of Elizabeth |
[1558-1603) that the English took a sustained interest in Atlartic enterprise. By
1607, Englend had successfully established its first permanent overseas
settlement in Jamestown, "nl'irginn"a."-'Thrﬂugh 2 process of conquest, the English
[later British) expanded their influence around the globe.

Liverpoal gredualy became part of this overseas emerprise. Initizlly & remate
fishing village, the town traded with Ireland and mainland Europe during the
medieval pericd. By the 1680s, Liverpool was sending wvessels to the West |ndies
1o purchase sugar. The lown's links to the broader Atlantic were transformed ater
1709, At the behest of the town's MPs, Thomas Johnson and Fichard MNorris,
construction began of the Old Dock. Its planning was initially overseen by George

Sarrocold. Yet, his untimely death meant that Thomas Steers had to continue the

", Longnnore, "Ciig Lives pool: 1620-1800, in J. Belchem, ed., Laped 800" Cullure, Chergcler
ang Hisdovy |Lavpool, 2005}, 144,

"o Daloa, A Tow Through dne Wicde laipnd of Gragl Eridgie |Hamaondeanmlh, 19759, 25,

¥ Baa RB. Davie. The Bise of e Adanlic Ecoromias |Ilhaca, 1973 J.H. Bliol. Empies of lihe
Allpelic: Snitmit fd Sonn i Amadicy 14882-T830 |Val, 2007 and 3. Y. Scammal, Tine Sisl
immenal Age Ewepear Cverseas Srparsion THML 1715 |London, 1955,

' Sad KA. Andwmwd, Tryde, Plvnds, ard Setlieamant: daiiime Exlampnes srd e Canedid of (e
Snlsh Smpre T4E80.TE20 [amaridga, 1284k N, Camy, ad.. OHEE Volime 1. The Ongins of
Empirg [Jxland, 19595 and A. WoFalana, Tie Sadat ie iing Amencss 1480 TS5 | Harke, 1934},
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project. Although the dock wall was not completed until 1718, ships had found
anchorage at this berth four yeers earlier. The kcal mercantie community were
seemingly urnwilling to invest their own capital into this project. Presumably, they
were fully committed to other trading ventures. Instead, the Corparation borrowed
£6,000 to buid the wet dock. When this sum proved insufficient, the local
authorities applied to Westminster for additional money-raising powers. " If the
financing of the Old Dock remaing obscure, then its consequences are clear. The
volume of shipping entering Liverpool increased significantly. |n 1708, the figure
stood at 14,600 tons. By 1751 it had risen fo 29,200 tons. This increase in traffic
required additional docking infrastructure. Thus, there were improvements in cargo
handling, buoys positioned in the Mersey, and lighthouses constructed on the
shorelne. Ciher docks were comstucted, such as Salhouse by 1759 and St

George'shy 17711

Variations in geographical oriertation and commeodities strengthened Liverpoaols
pcoromy, reducing the town's dependence uwpon amy one line of commerce,
Hence Liverpool was linked to several components of the Atlantic economy. T able

1 provides a snapshot of the town's diverse trading networks during the 176Ds:

" Longmore, ‘Civic Livepoofl . 122
" Marinar, Ecoromic ard Socisl Deveigomant of Masayside, 30-3.

TABLE 1 Mumber of vessels departing from Liverpool, 1762-17B3

Desti nation Ho. Depariures .

Gireat Brilain

[England, Scotland and Wales) 225 489
Cither Briigh lsles

(Ireland and Isle of Kan) 511 308
AmEfica

(Morth America and West |Indies) 141 B5
Europe

[All destinations - includes Russia) 100 B
Africa

[(All Destinations) 74 4.5
Marth Atlantic

(Greenland and Morth Fishery) 4 0z
TOTAL 1658 o499

Source: Willamson's Liverpool davertiser, 22 February 1764

This encapsulation of Liverpools overseas trade, albeit limited, illusirales the
diverse nature of the town's developing interests. It had cloze ties with Africa and
the West Indies. Indeed, Georgian Liverpool was intimalely associsted with the
trans-Atlantic slave trade. Liverpool was a late entry into Atlantic commerce, and
was therefore inmitielly behind London and Bristol in slewve 1rsding.“ But this

changed during the 1740s, and between 1761 and 1770 Liverpool sccounted for

'F L5 Wakh, 'Liverpools Slave Trade to the Colonial Chesapeake: Slawing on #e Peripheny, in
R izhanison, Schwaz and Tivalas, Leepec #rd Tramsgiamhc Saven., 95-117.
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aver half of British slaving voyages. ¥ These vessels saied from Liverpool to
several African destinations. Once there, British goods were sold and human
cargoes baded on board ship. Theresfter, the vessels embarked upon the Middle
Passage for the plantations in the Americas. Amongst the most frequent island
destinations were Jemaica, Dominica, Barbados, Grenada, Antigua, and 5t. Kitts.
Having completed the sale of African cargoes in the Indies, Liverpoal vessels
returned home laden with colonial produce, such as coffee and sugar. As
discussed in the introductory chapter, there has been intense debate over the
profitability of Liverpool's trans-Atlantic slave trading. Most recently, Haggerty has
argued that warfare, lack of supply and demand, as well as bad weather, made
profits of fowr to five per cent more realistic. If a firm was to survive, it had to
diversify into other areas. “ Therefore, the impofance of Africa and the West

Indies to Liverpool should mot be exaggerated.

Maor should we overlook the ecoromic links between Liverpoal and the Thifdeen

Colknies in Morth America. Table 2 shows that Liverpool vessels also transported

African slzves to the colonies:

'j bdcrgan, ‘Liverpool s Dominancs in the Biitsh Slawe Trads, 1415,
"' Haggerty, " Lvetpool, e Slave Trade and the Beleh-Atlantic Empie’, 289,

5r

TABLE 2 Mumber of vessels deparing Liverpool for Thiteen Colonies [via Africa)

with ftotal number of sleves disembarked st that locetion, 17631775

D ati nation Mo. Vesxsels Depading Mo. Slaves Digembarled
South Carclina E7 14,274
Yirginia 13 25
Georgia 1D 1,811
Maryland 1 315
Florida 1 2BE
Morth Camlina 1 131
TOTAL a3 19,318

Source: The Trans-Aflantic Slave Trade Datsbase, www.slevevoyeges.org;

gocessed 13 June 2013,

In totel Liverpool vessels disembarked 214,873 sleves overseas between 1763
and 1775, Of these, 1594 529 (over 90 per cent) went to the West Indies, whilst
18,318 were shipped to the Thiteen Colonies (a2 mere 8 per qzzrl'ljl.15 This re-
enforces Walsh's argument that suppling slaves to British Morth America was a
‘decidedly peripheral concern for mast Liverpool merchants'. "™ Still, the overall

value of Morth American trade to Liverpool was significant By mid-century,

'* The Trans-Allsmtic Save Tiade Dalabsse, wew slavavoyagas.ong; accassad 13 Juna 2013,
" akeh, 'Livepoals Slave Teade to the Colonial Chesape e’ 95,
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Liverpocl was second only to London in terms of the size of its American market. R
Advertisements in the local press indicate that between 1763 and 1775, over ED
Liverpool businesses traded with Morh America. They included Benson &
Postlethwaite, Rawlinson & Chorley, and William Wallace. Some, such as Brown &
Birch and Dickson & Melling, concentreted upon one or two locations. However,
others traded with mulliple North American destinstions. An inspeclion of
advertisements in the Liverpool papers suggests that Boston, New “ork,
Philzedelphia, Beltimore, the James and Rappahannock rivers, Charleston,
Javannah, and Pensacola, were amongst the most frequenied destinations.
Consequently, these vessels returned to Liverpool with commadities such as New
England timber, Pennsylvenian are, Virginian tobacco, Morth Carolinian tar, and
rice from South Carolina.™ Livemool's link to these termitories went beyond the
exchange of commaodities. The port facilitated the movement of free migranis to
the Americas. However, Liverpool merchants were also contracted to transport
convicts, Joseph Clegg and James Gildant shipped felons from nearby Chester to
the American colonies, and this practice confinued urtd the outbreak of hostilties

in1775.'1®

Liverpool was engaged in additional overseas trading ventures. Whaling served as
a ‘Mursery of the hardiest and best Seamen’™ This sclivity was zlso of economic
value, as there was growing dem and for oil and bone in industrial areas. Thus, by
the 17505, whaling spread throughout the country at large for the first time.

Whaling on the east coast grew in Newcastle, Hul, and Whitby, whilst in the West

'" Clemens, ‘Rise of Liverpool, 216-7,

? | vapood Gensgl Advediser, 10 Juna 1774,

" SRO. Transpor Bords b Amarica, 1 731-1775, ZORTH.

o R i, Simmaone and F.D &, Thomas, ads, SOEF, Velnma 2 |Londom, 1555, 530,

]

it grew in Bristol and Li*..'zrpcml.m Local merchanis, such as John Dobson and
Thomas Steniforth, owned vessels thet harvested whale blubber and sealskins, ™
The first vessel to sail from Liverpool in this venture was Goles Lion in 1750, and

by the last quarer of the eighteenth century 23 bcal ships were employed in this

activity. "

Continental Europe was not formally encompassed within the British Empire.
Mevertheless, it was one of the Tateral trades’. Europe received wheat expors
from the mid-Atflartic and Chesapeake colonies. In return, the American colonists
imporied goods such as wine from the Medierranean ** Foodstufis were im ported
into Liverpool from the Mediterranean, tar from Archangel, and bar iron from
Scandinavia. The coastal rade was imporant to Liverpoal as well. T.35. Wilkan
showed that vessels came to Liverpool from London, the north Welsh coast, and
Scotland. They caried producis including glass, leather, and nais. Ireland was
another sizable outlet. Beef, linen, and tallbw, came from Belfast and Dublin.
Liverpool's coastal trade grew prodigiously during the eighteenth century. In 1708
502 tons of local shipping was employed in this activity. By 1751, the figure had
risen to 2,080.%7 The various branches of Liverpool's overseas trade were also

inter-connected as vessels could sail to several destinations on any given voyage.

¥ & _lackson, Tine Snlistr Wisrling Trade | London, 1978), 824,
* LA, Haywood Molsbod
: Bwocka, Livenpeed 38 il Was, 2389,
Jobd Prics, " The Impernial Economyd , in ars hall, OHEE Volume 2, 90,
5 TS, Willan, Tive Emgia’ Cogsirmg Trade TEOC TAE0 [Manchaslar, 19E5]), 2201,
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Factors other than the dversity of trade confributed towards Liverpools
commercial rise. This included beal culture, or a series of values and beliefs, ®
Casson identiied magination and foresight 25 necessary atirbules for an
L',n’n‘L-F.lrl:nuL:r.2=I The local MPs arguably demanstrated these characteristics when
they conceived of the Old Dock. Indeed, this scheme was the first commercial
dock in Britain*® There were also sitempts at prometing skills by educating young
men for a ffe in business. The prominent merchant Arthur Heywood served as
tregsurer to the nearby Warrington Academy. This establishment taught book-
keeping, French, geometry, history, and mathematics. " In addition, Liverpoal
businesses used different methods o other commercial towns. Whereas London
merchents emplbyed & commission system for seling in America, Liverpool
businessmen sent agents and factors to the coknies. They set up slores and
accumulated cargoes for ships, thereby reducing furnaround times. London and
Bristolizn merchents also handled sugar and fobacco separately. Yet, in Liverpool,
merzhants deslt with both commedities together o improve Eﬂi-:iEI'I-:}'.m However,
as this chapter will show, Liverpool merchamts were a diverse group. It is therefore

difficult to argue that they all shared & common ocutlook.

Locational edvamteges assisted the rise of Liverpool. Initially, the Mersey estuary
was subject o high tides and treacherous sandbanks. A curving inlet known a5

‘the Pool' made navigation treacherous. But these chellenges were gradually

overcome as the Mersey was chared with greater precision. Uverpools relative

; b, Casson and A, Godlay, Cuilura Faclors i Sconemic Growdl | London, 20000, 35-7.
ik, 35-T.
g awal-Browm, Livezoo! Ships, 11
LA, Haywood Nobabook, Raporlon Lha Slala ol tha Waringlon Acadamy by 1ha Twuslass al lha
Snmual Ganaral Mealng, 28 Juna 1770
- J A Rawday and 5.0 Bakandl, Tihe Trarsgiiamhc Sa@ Trgce: A Hislory |L moakn, 2005, 1&r.
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remoteness also rendered the town less susceptible, akhough by no means
immune, to enemy privateers during times of war, Thizs was in contrast with Bristol
and London, which were more exposed to @ French invasion. For years, Liverpoal
merchants benefited from using the Isle of Man as a lbophole o avoid paying
customs duties.?’ Indeed, smuggling on the islend was valued up to £300,000 per
annum.® But circumstances changed in 1765 with the Act of Revestment. In an
attempt to reduce smuggling, the ruling Atholls were deprived of suzerainty, and
the Isle of Man restored to British Crown rule. Georgian Liverpool also benefited
from the relative lack of competition im the area. Chester had been a major
maritime centre during the Middle Ages. Yet, forluitously for Liverpool, the silting of
the River Dee stymigd Chesters compeliliveness, Other slaving ports in
Lancashire, such as Whitehaven, were potential challengers to Liverpeol. Bu their

hirterlands were comparatively limited 37

Historians have long debated whether foreign frade or domestic demand was the
primary factor that spurned British economic l:h:'-url:';l:l|:||'-|‘|n=n’c.‘a'M Given Liverpoals
status as a por, one might azsume that overseas trade was the catalyst for the
towm's gronath, et Liverpodl also Benefited from its surmounding area, which was
resource fich. Indeed, southern Lancashire and Cheshire contained prodigious
amourts of coal and salt, respectively. Comnsequently, Liverpool served s a
refining hub for these producis. A network of internal communications facilitated

trade with the town's hiMerland. Tradiionall, roads wilh poor drainage and

W Bdorgan, "Lives pools D ominance inthe Boteh Slave Trade, 21-2.

¥ H.5, Coran. The &g of Mar |Nawbon Agoal 19773, 56,

¥ ba. Elder, The Liverpoal Slave Trade, Lancester, snd s Envirorg”, in Richa don, Schware and

Tialas. & ivagool amd Transalizelic Simany, 11537,

M Far one zide see K Benil, "International Trade and the Rate of Economic Growth , EMS, 12

11960, 351-9, For lha olhar saa J.&, Charlas, irlera Trade i Saglamd 1500-1 700 | Lomdom, 1977}
ard R. Davis, Tive imousingl Sevolvion prd Sl Ovavsass Traoe |Lacasiar, 19759,
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surfacing had impeded the transportation of bulky materials. But these challenges
were partially overcome by the establishment of turnpike trusts, which raised tolls
1o fund maintenance. After 1726, overland communications betwesn Liverpool and
Prescott were improved. This was vital for the transportation of coal from
southwest Lencashire. The roed was subsequently extended to St. Helens and
Warrington. As infrastruciure improved, goods and passenger services became

faster and more reliable ™

The most celebrated innovations in local communications we e in the field of water
transportation. Earlier in the eighteenth century, legislation was passed to render
the rivers Mersey, Inwell, and Weaver, more navigable. The flet terrein of the area
also proved ideal for canal construction.™ The Dowglas Navigstion facilitzied the
movement of coal from Wigan to the Ribble estuary. Once there, it was shipped
along the coast towards Liverpool. The Sankey Brook Mavigation follbwed in the
17505, This established & triangular trade in salt and coal between the Cheshire
salt fields, St Helers, and Liverpool. Salt was refined in Liverpool exported, and
the town ecquired coal for domestic consumption and manwfacturing purposes. By
1771, some Q0,000 fons of coal were annuslly shipped zlong the Sankey
Mavigation, of which 45000 tons were bound for Liverpool. The Duke of
Bridgewater's canal came the following decade, which connected the Duke’s
mines at Warsley to the Mersey estuary at Runcorn, The Trent-Mersey Canal was
authorsed in 1766, and had been partially inspired by Josiah Wedgewood o

encourage the tremsportation of Liwerpool-manufactured pots towerds the

¥ parriner, Ecoremic and Socia Deveicomant ot Marsayside, 14-7.
® J.R. Hariis, “Early Uiverpood Canal Confroversies”, in J.R. Harrs, ed, Liverpoo! avd Merseyside:
Easgys imhve Econemic srd Soca Misler of Ire Ponl smd it Sl amd | Lomdom, 15989, 75,
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Midlands. ¥ The genesis of the Leeds -Liverpool Canal can be traced to Yorkshire,
which sought to boost the supply of limestone to cosl mines in Bradford and
Bingley. Proprietors also wanted to sell their exiiles over a wider area. Equslly,
Liverpool desired fo increase its access to Lancashire's coalfields. After a public
meeting in Bradford in July 17BB, it was egreed that a subscription be raised for
the purpose of bulding this waterway. ® Although an Act of Padiament was
obtained in 1770, it took over forty years to complete. ™ |n the early 17705, 10,000
tons of coal was transpored down this waterway. By 1781 the figure hed risen to
31,400 tons. ™ These canals also senved a broader purpose of linking Liverpool's
hirtertand 1o overseas markels. Indeed, they facilitaied the redistribution and
exportation of goods, For exarmple, YWigan's inon industry obtained supplies of ore
from America wvia the Leeds-Liverpool Canal. Manufaclured goods were
subsequently transpoted from Wigan to the Americas by this canal and by

Liverpool-owned shipping.*'

A DIVERSE LOCAL ECONOMY

The rise of Liverpool stimulated the develpment of a broad-based economy within
the fown, which comained both manufacturing and services. As such, late-
Hanoverian Liverpoo! is an idesl candidate to test gentlemanly capitalism, =

Attempting 1o analyse the occupational struciure of a town is notorously difficult.

¥ wiarinar, Ecoromic snd Socisl Develoomant oF Marsaypside, | T-22
H K. Claka, Thwe Leeds avd Livepsol Ceral | Prazlon, 1954), 148
® Marrinar, 17-22. Also saa . Hadliald and G. Biddla, The Canals of Nerlr Wes! Srgiand Volume
Qe |Neawlon Aldacl, 1970,
“ Claka, Leeds and Livemoo! Cang, 148,
4 J. Langton, "Liverpool and ite Hirderland in the Late Eighteenth Cerduny, in B.L Anderzon and
P8 Slomay, ads. Commacs. Indisln and Tramseort Shdids w Scomowmic Clange om
Marsayside | Liapool, 1983}, 11.

Granted, there vezs a 'gradueal shift avay frorm 3 diverse econemic profile’ in Lirepool by he
15108 —wihich 2 beyond the chronaloqy of this shudy. See Longmod & "Chic Liveipaol, 1355,
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Penelope Corfield observed that several factors inhibit a precise definition of “work’.

They include cultural bizses and the evclution of terminology. Furthermore,
'‘occupations’ are not Necessarnty e same as "employment’. Whereas the former

implies permanency, the latter suggests temporary work *?

Mevertheless, Ascoft, Lewis, and Power used probate materizls and parish
records to quantify the structure of the Liverpool workforce c1BBD-17500 Their
tindings indicated that late-Stuat and early-Hanoveran Liverpool was an
unspecizlised ecormomy, with mutiple imerests. ® This thesks analyses the
occupational structure of Liverpool in the late-eighteenth certury, to demonstrate
the balance befween serices and manufaciuring, Ascoff, Lewis and Powers
sources were limiled in several respeds. The sef-conscious may have
exaggerated their tile an the records to enhance their status. Futhermare, these
records often cite only one occcupation, when inhabitants of Early Modern fowns
ofien held mulliple jobs, Thus, the snalysis presented here draws upon a different
source, street directaries, to unoover the occupational structure of Liverpool. Trade
directories were first printed in London during the seventesnth century. By the
following cermtury, they had spread to other urban areas. These sources are not
without limitation. The Liverpool directories were published by bookseller John
Gore, who only included people whom he thought were worthy or wanted to be
included*® The 1766 edition is used here to ilustrate the occupational structure at
the start of our period. However, residents could change their occupations. Thus,

using any one street directory provides a glimpse into the occupational structure at

B pJ. Codield, "Defining urban work', in P.J. Codield and D, Keane, eds, Working iv Towns 850
{850 |Laicaskar, 1990}, 207-30.

M pscoll, Lawis and Powar, Live@ool TEE0- T 750, E0-1

“ Hagomily, Srikstr Alantic Tradimg Commumiy, 254,

)

that particular time only. Henceforth, the 1781 direclory is incorporated here to
illustrate the cccupational breakdown at the end of our period. The findings are

presenmed bekw:
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TABLE 3 Cecupational structure of Liverpool, 1786 and 1781
176G 1781

OCCUPATION HUMEER {%a) HUMEER {3)
Agriculture 1 (o1} av (1)
Banking, Insurance and Erokers 14 1.3) 83 (2.2)
Governmerd and Civil Administration 33 [3.B) 88 [2.E)
Hospitality, Leisure and Entertainment 18 [1.7) 20 (D.5)
Merchents, Agents end Dealers 211 [184) 431 [(1.4)
Professionals B3 [58) 20E [55)
Tradesmen, Crafts and Retail 475 [43.8) 1841 [48.7)
Titled 115 [10E) 435 [11.5)
Transport and Communications 16 [1.5) 55 [1.5)
Ciher ! Uncertain 133 [12.3) 573 (152
TOTAL 1,085 {100.1) 3,783 (100.1)

Source: The Liverpool Direciory, 1766 and 17871

Mote: See Appendix for a breakdown of occupations.

7

Table 3 contains some surprising results. For example, there is a low figure [1 per
cent) for transport. This stands in sharp comtrast with Ascott, Lewis, and Power,
who estimated that transport accounted for a third of the town's workforce *® This
discrepancy can partially be accountsd for because strept directories were
obviously land-based. Hencetorth, they were unlikely to incorporate mariners away
ot sea Meverheless, the Liverpool street directories confirm the overall evidence
of the probate and parish records. Liverpool between 1766 and 1781 was a
diverse ecomomy, where no one group emjoyed an outright numerical majority.
Tradesmen, crafts, and retal, were significant in the 17817 directory. But they did
not exceed over half of the recorded workforce. Even amongst this group, there

were different occupations,

There were evidently manufacturing interests in Georgian Liverpool. Amongst the
town's specialities was pot-making, Delftware had been produced in the town
since the 1700s, and porcelain makers were located on Shaw's Brow and
Brownlow Hil James Okil, based =t the mug works by Flint and Pariament
Street, stocked cream wares. By 1756, John Sadler was printing on ceramics, end
later develbped links with Josish Wedgw-:r-:-:i.'ﬂh has been estimated that by 1761
there were over 100 potters in the town. This perticular industry proved so
valusble for Liverpool, that it wes suggested the Common Council forbede
foreigners from making pottery within the fown without permission. ¥ Anaother
specialist enterprise was watch-making The emergence of this trade in

Lancashire during the seventeenth century has puzzled historians, a8 London wes

* pecoll, Lawis and Powar, Liveqrool TEE0-T 750, TE-E1.

o Saa Appemdis.

P Hyland. The Herculzrewn Podey Livepoo's Forgolier Giory | Livaroool, 2005, 1-13
“ &. Chandiay, Livarpoa |Londen, 19573, 320-70.
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the main market for these products. Howewver, it is likely that migration and family
ties spread this activity northwards, ™ By the end of the century, there were over

200 watch- and clock-makers in Liverpool ®

Other local manutacturers included shipbullders such 28 Fearon & Webb, John
Fisher, Peter Eaker, and John Sutton. Vessels were buit on sloping beaches,
which sometimes caused obstructions in streets, ™ Calking ships with pitch and tar
was common in the early-eighteenth century, but by the lzter decades it became
usual to copper sheath vessels to reduce drag on the water. The local populous
were also employed in the preparation of foodstuffs. A confectioner was
established in Everdon in the early 1700s, and by 1790 there were over 40 lbcal
breweries. Grain was produced locally, but the number of windmills proved so
great that many had o be demolished to make way for new businesses. Copper
smelting was also present. In 1767, Charles Foe & Co of Macclesfield set up =
works in Liverpoal The firm smelted Anglesey copper to produce brass goods.
Glazs-making had been present in the North West since the seventeenth century.
Although St Helens remained the focal point, by 1700 there were glasshouses in
Liverpool. Soap boiling was another local speciality. By the dawn of the nineteenth
century, Liverpool threalened to overtake London as the counirny's leading soap

boiler, *

#F A Pailey and T.C. Barker, 'The Seventeenth Cerdury Origne ol Wakhmaking i Soulh Wael
Lancashind, in Haris, Livenpood and Mevsaysice. 5.

' ¢ handiar, Lvaqood, 315.

= Slawal-Browm, Livepool Shigs, 10, £3

¥ Marrina, Ecoromic and Social Daveicomant ot Marsayside, 43-57.
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Geargian Liverpool also had a diverse merchant community, with such businesses
enjoying different remits. For example, John Tarleton hed a diverse business
portfolio, selling & wide range of coknial and mamufzctured goods in Brgain and
averseas. ™ In contrast, some businesses were more specialised, with William
Abbett being listed in the street directories as only 8 timber merchant,  Given their
diverse nature, it is hard to calculate the precise mumber of Liverpool merchants,
Mevertheless, it has been proposed that by 176E there were over 200 merchants.
By 1805 the figure mse to 886 — although their numbers declined es & percentage
of an ever-expanding pnpubliﬂn.m The social backgrounds of Liverpool merchans
were varied oo, Pape™s survey of ower 200 Liverpool slavers showed that their
tethers hed been employed in & wide range of occupations, including sailors,
tradesmen, and professionals. The same study also revesled that under half of
these merchants were Liverpool-born. Many came from other English counties, the
Isle of Man, and Scotland.” Some were not even native to the British lsles. The
surnames of Andrew Fuhrer and Benedict Wagner suggest a Germanic

background, whilst the merchant Henry Zinck was listed as the Danish consul @

Entry into mercantile commerce depended upon several factors, not [east a supply
of capitzl. During the eighieenth cenfury, between £1.500 and E10,000 was

required to establish 2 business in overseas rade. ™ Several sources of finance

O LIVEO, Tavaion Pasars, Annual Pold and Loss Acoouns, | 749-1 776, 920 TARSE,

¥ | hopood Dieclocy, 1781 .

* Hagegaly, Bvish Alantic Trading Commumily, 76

p. Fope, ' The Weallh and Az pirdliors of Lverpools Slaove bdeschanks of the Second Half of the
Eighteenth Centun’, in Richawdzon, Schwaz and Tidalas, Livemeon! and Tramsadamic Saveny. 176,
154-207F.

® Livemool Gireclory, 1777, For more on merchanks frem minoiity groups see P. hathias. ‘Risk,
Ciredit and Kinzhip in Eaiby Modetn Enterpriee’, in J. MeCusker and K Morgan, ads, The gy
Moder r Afaviic Scomomy [Camim idgs, 2000}, 1535,

e Huds ani, "Financing Firee", i Kitby and Rofe, Suvsimess Sriamnsa nt WWodernt Salanm 55 106
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were available fo Liverpool merchants. The papers of the Earle family contain an
article of partnership from 1766, which lists the signstures of merchants such as
Wiliam Davenport and Thomas Hodgson.™ This implies that friendships were
important in sefting up businesses. The same document also contains the
signatures of Ralph and Thomas Earle - evidently families served az & basis for
ecoromic activities, supplying credi, labour, and materials ®' However, blood-ties
were not strong in every business. Richard Watt, the owner of a local shipping
company, frequently compleined that his nephew, who helped run the firm, was
idle. %% Religous networks were important as well. Indeed, the Rathbones
corresponded with felbw Cuaker businessmen around the Britsh Isles and
beyond.® Mercanfile businesses were also comprised of different paris. For
example, whilst Wiliam Davenports compary was based in Liverpool, he reguary
corresponded with agenis in the West Indies, insurers in London, and ship
captains around the Atlartic.® Although Devenport could instruct these individuals,

he uwitimately had to rely upon their good judgement

The putcome of merchanting in Liverpool was mixed, Success depended upon
keeping up-to-date with news, expanding sources of oredit, and building networks.
David Tuohy wes one such merchant. Of Irish descert, he amassed knowledge of
the slaving business by captaining vessels during the 1760z, TL.H;.':"HI,I Izter setled in
Liverpool and married a local woman Part of his success kay in his diverse

portfolio. Tuohy imported tallow, beef, and butter, from lreland In return, he

™ KK, Emla Sollaclion, Arlizlae ol Failnereksg, 5 Agiil 1783, DEARLEMT .

" LB, Rosa, ‘The Family Firm in Briish Business, 1781094, in Kby and Rose, Business
Eﬂﬂ!l‘pl‘rﬂ irr A odfay T el B3-7E

¥ LIVRO, Wall lamily papars, lellar and accounl ook, Richard Wall Kingslon, ko his naghaw in
L wargoal, 29 buly 1781, 920 WAT 18&i1.

™ L. Hollmgham, Sattbome Srotiers: From Marcism o Bamker 1742 1982 | London, 19952, &,

™ MMM, Davanpil Fapare, Lallay Boaks, 1T0E3-1 735, YDRYA M.

1l

eaported sall, cheese, and beer, to his native land and the Americas. In the
process, Tuohy co-owned vessels with fellow merchants, end expanded his
business networks.® However, as Hancock pointed out, risk was ever present.
Companies would unravel if partners squabbled amongst themsehmes,
disappointed customers, and failed to innovate, ® Insolency, or problems with
cash flow, was a major concern. Between 17861 and 1809, Liverpoal comprised
between 10-22 per cert of insalvent debtors in Lancashire. Local businesses could
also fal to pey and become benkrupt, s the American specialists Haliday &
Dunbar discovered in 1783% The number of bankrupts increased in Liverpool
during the |ate-eighteenth cemury. Yet, given that the number of bankrupts did not
rise at the same pece as the number of businesses, the rele of bankrupicy in

Liverpoal actually declined betwesn the 17705 and 178 os.®

This local mercantile community provided wverious services, Merchants were
obvioush engaged in commerce, as well as the transporation and distribution of
goods. To that end, tirms such as Francis Ingram and the Earle brothers became
shipowners, ™ Wilizm Davenport also provided what Cain and Hopkins referred to
as 'personal services'. Indeed, Devenpor was an assgnes 1o nankrums.“’T-::u

intiate such proceedings, creditors petitioned the Lord Chancellor to establish a

commitiee of commissioners, These commissioners subsequently wmged

w Hagomly, Salish Alsalic Trading Commumidy, 227-30.
M 0. Hancodk, “The Trouble with Mebuosles: Managing the Scok Early Modern Madeka Trade',
M7, 73, 3 |2005), 48%91.
""'Ha-:-a'all'g- Endah Abaniic Trading Commumily, 17580,
“*Hqu;al Fisk grad Failoes in Erglisl Busimess, 35-7, 57, B2

™ LIVRQ, Accound bodk ol lha Enlaraviza, 17791780, 357 MD 45,
™ pAKM, Davapail Fapars, Wiliam Davanporl Lalar Bodk, 3 January 1780, DYDAVA 11 and MMM,
Daanzwl Papams. covespondanca wegavding lha aslala ol Thomas Whclilla, 1777-1782,
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bankrupts to surrender themselves. As creditors proved their debts before the

commissioners, assignees collected, valued, and sold the bankrupt’s estate. ™

Crucially, Liverpool merchants were involved in banking One of the best known
examples was Heywood's Bank. Records are fragmentary, but @ seems that the
Heywood family had initially gained their money through slave 1rading.” By 1774,
Heywoods had gone into parnership with Joseph Denison of London to form a
bank in Liverpool, Divided on equal terms, the contract between the Heywoods
and Denison was initially signed on a temporary basis. The agreement was
subsequently renewed, and by 1776 they exchanged cash for Bils or Notes,
advenced money on negotiable security, and bought silver and gold. But they did
not lend money on martgage or bonds. ™ There were cther banks operating in
Liverpool during this period The 1777 street dimctory mentions Charles Caldwell
on Paradise Street and William Clarke on Castle Street (both men had originally
been merchants). Still, one writer notled that it was peculiar how relatively few
banks there were in Georgian Liverpool. After all was not the town a leading
commercial certre?’* Pressnell explained this situation within the context of the
financial revolution. After the 165035, there were NUMEDUS unsuccessiul ventures.
Therefore, steps were taken to reduce the incidence of failure. In 1708 the Bank of
England gained & monopoly in joint-stock banking. it wes only after the 1750s that

there was an appreciable growth in the number of provincial banks. "

™ Hopgil, Fisk and Failure iv Englisi Business, 357, 57, 52

T wilkame, Capilsiem grd Sy, 10548,

™ gAaa, Agmamanl babwaan fvlhur and Richard Haywood wilh Josaah Danison. Lomdomn, 18
Faomsary 1774, 1980|1), and BEA, Agreaman| balwsan Adhur and Richsd Haywood wilh
Josagh Demizon, Livaraool, 26 Sugasl 1776 1930605 .

" J. Hughas, Leavpoo! Saths g Satiacs TA80-1837 A Hisley of Crcumslmtces wimch gave
Fisa o it ndusiey, and of e Manr wiho Fourded ard Devad ooed # [Livarpool, 1906}, vi,

™ L5 Prazsnall, Gounlry Bamang it i dmousingl Reveisticn [Oxlovd, 1958, 4-7.
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Consequently, Liverpool did not enjoy the same status in banking as the City of
London. The fact thet Heywoods went into business with Denison of London i
indicative of the capital's pre-eminence. Stil, we can see that by the end of the
century the provinces were expanding into this sector. In addition, other merchants
went into banking in Liverpool after the period in question, including Staniforth,

Ingram, Bold & Daltera in 1781, and John Aspinall in 1796.7*

COMPLEMENTARY MANUFACTURING AND
MERCANTILE SERVICES?

Liverpool manufacturing and service sector interests were complementary in their
business relationships. Most obviousl, when vessels owned by merchants
departed tor Africa, they carried goods such 28 guns, knives, and shits.”” These
manufactures were the standard items for barer on the African coast ™ There
were alsp examples of local manufacturers moving into financial -commercial
services. The remnowned watchmaker John Wyke briefly served as 2 banker. Liltle
i5 known about this business, except that it had faled by 1773, Thereafter, Wyke
continued to make waiches up to his death in 1787. ™ The papers of John
Coleman also suggest & link between manufacturing and sewices. Coleman
began as an apprentice to his father, a local biscuit-maker. By 1765 the son had
taken over the family business. He later came to the attention of the merchants
Brown & Birch, end went into the wholesale frade of wheat, By 1778, Coleman

hek shares in two privateers, an activity often pursued by Liverpool merchanis

™ Tha L ivapoel Dieclory, 1777,

7 LAKIM, Davemporl Papare, Cash Book, 1 TBE-1 780, DVDR 2.
™ R awlay and Behwndl, Transaliizmic Stave Trade, 232-42.

™ Hug has, Liveqeo! Sgms smd Sprkers, 49.
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during mighteenth certury wars. Finding his forlunes increased by 1780, Coleman
purchased land for warehouses to store items for his hal-u_:-r}-_m The most obvious
example of these two seclors being economically compatible was the construction
of walerways. A Summary View of the Froposed Canal from Leeds fo Liverpool
claimed that the canal would ‘greatly advance the trades and manufactures carried
on (i." It also cited coal, imestone, and timber, as raw materials to be moved by
water.)! These materials would be used for manufacturing purposes, and the

process of trensportation necessarly involved services.

Monetheless, this was not an equal economic relationship, with services holding
an advantage. Ward's analysis of the financing of canel construdion suggesied
that whilst the Lesds-Liverpool Canal was funded from 2 wvariety of sources,
services were in the ascendancy. By 1768, 36 per cent of these shares were
owned by merchanis, and 13 per cent by professionals. |n contrast, tradesmen
and manufacturers owned & modest 19 per cent and 5 per cent, fESpemi"fElﬁr.ﬂ
Futhermaore, in the immediate period afler this thesis, Liverpool's manufacturing
base was undermined. Contemporary sources suggest that by the 1780s local
manufactures were ol their peak. Theresiter, they went into decline, owing 1o the
disruption caused by the French Wars, and increased competition from specialized

regional rivals, ™

Manufacturing and services were also complementary in their social relationships.

Many leading slave traders in Liverpool married women whose fathers had been

- LIVRO, Fapae al Jafm Calaman, Typasdsplal lha Lilaal Jam Calamen, 920 S0LtsE.

" AL, Bummary Wew of lhe Progosed G aral fiem Leeds (o Liverpool, 1755, RB 234 5810

¥ | R Wawd, The Fingnce of Gaogi Buiiting it Sighieanth Century Srgiamd [Oxlond, 1974}, 35-6.

¥ Langton, 'Uwerpood and its Hinterland in the Late Eighteenth C enturd, in Andetson and Stonay,
Commarcs, indusly sod Tramspod, 17-5.
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blacksmiths, braziers, and cabinet-makers. ® This reciprocality was evident in
leimure activities too. There were several recrestional opportunities in Georgian
Liverpool, such as walking in squares and attending theatres. ™ Yet Clarke noted
that =ocial clubs were the most distinctive social institutions of the aagpa.'s'IE Sefton
Mock Corporation wes one such example. [ts membership imitated & governing
body, and elected mayors, sldermen, and MPs. Members of this club came from 2
variety of backgrounds, including manufacturers such as distillers and

ironmongers, and services like merchants and ship's captains ¥

Yet we should not exaggerate the degree of social imtermingling. There was
segregation in some local clubs, which fevoured senices. YWe Ugly Face wes
established in 1743, and to qualify as a member one had to be a bachelor and
cantain 'something odd® about them They would corvene at Tpm every other
Monday at & designated place. Whilst the society forbede gambling, membes
coukd drink beer and discuss topical issues. Surviving documentation contains a
list of the socety's membership in the 174Ds and 1750s. Of the members with
known occupstions, they were associsted entiely with services. This included
merchants, capiaing, doctors, and architects. ™ Established a decade |ater, the

Linanimous Society gained its name from the fact that new members could only be

™ Pope, "Wealth and Aspirations of Liverpools Slave Merchant’, in Richardsor, Schwaz and
T ifalas, Liverpee! smd Trems sliaalic Sipany, 181,
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admitted with the unanimous consent of existing membess.® Table 4 details the

composition of this club:

TABLE4  Membership of Unenimous Society, 1753-1778

Oeeupation Humbsar U
Merchant & 3.8
Unclear B 2B
Titled 5 2.7
Professionzl 2 2.7
Government 1 4.3
Tanner 1 4.3
TOTAL 23 09

Source: LIVRO, Liverpool Unanimous Society, 367 UNA,

It merchants [who themselves were represertative of services generally, and
finance-commerce specifically) are combined with professionals and government
officials, then services constituted 47 per cent of the membership. This figure may
be higher, given that the occupation of over a quarter of the members is unclear.
In contrast, manufacturers [a tanner in this case) were numerically insignificant,

COMPrising a mene 4 per cen.

# LIVRO, Liverpoaol Unanimous Socialy, 357 LUMA.

ar

In the realm of electoral politics, the 1761 Liverpool poll book corfirms that
tradesmen accounted for @ sizable ED per cent of ekgible voters, ™ According o
CGorman, a similar propartion was evident in successive Liverpool polls into the
eark-nineteenth 1.:=|:n’:ur§|.'.'!'I This is unswprising given that Table 3 shows that
manufacturers, tradesmen, and reteilers, were numerous amongst the general
population. If the Corporation was o maintzin legRimacy, then it had to

enfranchise these groups as Freemen.

However, services dominated the town's local governing and oblbying forums.
Following the Glorious Rewvolution, the Liverpool charter of 1685 was revoked.
Thereafter, a new document was infroduced that outined the struciure of the bcal
Corporation. The Common Councd consisted of 41 men. Fram them woulkd be two
bailiffs, @ Recorder schooled in the law, a Deputy Recorder, and a Mayor. The
latter would be elected on the 18th of Oclober every year. Meyors attended the
toam clerk's afMce at the Exchange every day between 12am and 2pm. From
there, they conducted business with the council Those who had previously held
the position of Mayor became Aldermen, These individuals were entitled to s on
the Common Council for the rest of their bves, unless there was due cause 1o
remove them.® The Common Councd was signiicant becawse it oversaw lbocal
government, it was responsible for poor relief, investmert in the docks,

maintaining law and order, advancing the status of the local Anglican Church, and

® LA Livarpool Poll Bodk 1761,

L F. O'airnan, Vieles, Peicas, sd Sedies: Tire Unedcrmad Sieclons Syslam of Hnaoya it
Englamd 1734-1832 |Oxiond, 1531}, 205,

" Fial Shankar o Wiliam 11, in R, Mok, ad, 4 Halocy of Muncopsl Govenmmad a1 Liveepcel
|London; Williams and Mowgala, 1205}, 247-54. Also saa LIVEO, Lvawpool Mamomndam Soolk
|17 55}, 520 MD40F.
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civic reform.® Table 5 provides a breakdown of the backgrounds of those who representation on the Corporation may have been higher than the table indicates.
served on the Common Council in the yesrs 1766 and 1781: Amongst ‘others’ weere, potertially, several merchants. If the numbers of

merchants, government offcials, and professionals, are 1allied together, then over

TABLE 5 Occupational background of the Common Council 1768 and 1781 half of the representatives on the Common Council were engaged in tertiary

occupations. Teble E orgenises the towns mayors between 1763 and 1783 by

176G 17E1 occupatian:
QCCUPATION NUMBEE (%) MUMBEE 6]
Merchant 13[31.7) 14 [34.1)

TABLE 6 Mayors of Liverpool 1763-1783

Government 12 [29.3) a8 [18.5)

Occupation Humibser %
Tradesmen, Crafts and Retail 4 [5.8) 1124) Merchant 15 E5. 2
Titled 2 (4.9 3(7.3) Timber kMerchant 1 4.3

Draper 1 4.3
Professional H/A 1(24)

Ironmonger 1 4.3
Yacancy 1024 3(7.3)

Agent 1 473
Other i Uncertain o 1Z2) 11 [2E.8)

Surgean 1 4.3
TOTAL 41 {10d.1) 41 {99.8]

Patier 1 4.3
Source: Liverpod! siree! direcipries 1 766 and 1781

Lnczertain 2 8.7
Whilst radesmen, crafts, and retail, were represented on this body, they were still

TOTAL 23 2
a minority. Conversely, merchants held a plurality on the council. Mercantile
¥ M. Power, " Grovdh of Liverpoof, in Belchem. Popuizr Polilics, Aicd ard Labour. 28-37 Source: LIVARO Fact Sheet

;.
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Although some manufacturers served as mayor, they were clearly the exception. A TABLE 8 Occupational Background of the Committee of Trade, 1775
similar pattern was evident on the town's lobbying forums too, which sent petitions
and delegates to the national government to promote Liverpools economic DCCUPATION HUMEER ke
Merchant 11 42,3

interest=s. The ariging of the town's first Chamber of Commerce and the

Corporation’s Cormimittee of Trade in 1774 are discussed later in this chapter, For

Titled [Esg; Gent) “ 15.4
now, it suffices to focus upon the oocupational backgrounds of their members,
which are ilustrated in Tables 7 and 8. Fegrettably, owing to a lack of surviving Local Government 3 11.5
records, it is only possible to reconstruct the membership of these kbbbying forums
for certain years. Manufacture 3 11.5

Professional 2 7.7
TABLE 7 Oocupational background of Liverpool Cham ber of Commerce, 1774

) Agriculture 1 3.8

Decu pation Murinber .
Merchant 12 57.1

Other 1 38
LInknown il 3B/

Lnknown 1 3.8
akilled Artisans and Retail 1 4.5

TOTAL 26 99.8
TOTAL 21 100

] , Source: LIVAO Board of Trade Commities Minute Book, 352 MIN COUL 27
Source: Liverpoo! Chamber of Commerce Minutes, 1774

Once agein, mercantile services were in the escendency, as they constituted over
half of the membership on the Chamber of Commerce. The figures for the

Committes of Trade also show that # the numbers of mercharts are combined with

local gerernment officials end professionals, service cocupations enjoyed over 50
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per cent representation. Whilst manufactrers were not excluded, their numbers

were clearly imited

Despite & broad-based local economy, why did merchants and services dominate
the local government end kbbying forums? Evidentty members of these
arganisations were carefully selected. In 1776 the Corporation noted that when
amy future mayor nominated a mayor's freeman, "every such Mayor shall be
confined to nominate a gentleman, or person not in trade’™ This would surely
have discriminated against manufacturers. Cain and Hopkins argued that
manufacturing was |ess socially acceptable to the elte, as industrialists were
associated with work over pleasure. |n essence, they were less genflemanhy.
Howewver, this was nol necessarily the case in Liverpool during the 17EDs and
1770s. As we have seen, local mercartie services were socially and economically
linked to manufacturing. By implication, the latter must have been respectable to
some degree. The landed elite also enpyed ties o manufaciuring. Indeed, the Earl
of Derby held shares in the Leeds-Lierpool Canal, which trenspoted raw
materigls for manuiecturing ® Richard Pennant MP, the future Lord Penrhyn, wes
another landowner. He inherited land, property, and plentations in Jamaka from

hiz forefathers ® Yet, through marriage, he acquired slate quarries on the Penrhyn

M 1.8, Piclon, Mumcipsl Archives and Becords from AD 1700 o e Passing of dre Muricieal
Faenm Acd of TEZS | Livanaoal, 1885}, 194,

¥ THA, Leads-Livargool Sanal Comgany wecowds, minsles ol Livampool Sommiksa and Sanaral
Assamaly, £ Agnil 1775, RAIL 54642,

® ). Lindsay. "The Pennant and Jamaica 1665- 1508 Pail 1: Tha Growlh and Organisalion ol Lha
Fennant Extates’, TOHS, 43 | 1982}, Sr-85.

5z

estate in Wales ¥ Pennant leased this land, in part, for the purpose of exiracting

raw materizls < which could be used for rr1s.'|r|u12ﬂ:==lurir|g.?'EI

A more compelling reason for the numerical weakness of manufacturing on these
forums wee that, on sversge, manufacturers were poorer then their mercantile
counterparts, and therefore had less wealth to enjoy gentlemanly pleasures. That
is not to say that all manufadurers were impovershed. The will of local ship-
builder Roger Fisher, deted 1777, included & clause to leave £150 a year to his
wife, and £1,000 to his granddaughters.*® But an examination of over 20D
Liverpool supra wills [valued at over £40) and infra wills (under £40) during the
early-1780s shows that, on average, manuizciurer's wills were worth £144. This
was less than half of the £310 average for merchants. This exercise also revealed
that services as a whole were not equal in stature. Professionals generally left a
modest will of £117, and mariners [involved in fransporation) were amongst the
poorest members of Liverpool society, with their wills averaging just £66. 0 Clearly
not all socupations were financially equal in stature. But, crucially, merchants [who
offered commercial and financial sendces) were generelly the wealthiest
individuals in Liverpoal. This evidence is broadly in line with Pope's research. He
conducied an analysis of Liverpool-based slave traders. Whilst most of the
individuals in hizs sample left an inheritence of under £10,000, there were

examples of significant mercantile wealth.'"" By the time of his death in 1773, the

¥ ). Lindsay. A Hislooy of lite Mol Wales Siale ndusly |Nawlon Azoal, 1974}, 45-50,

# yEn, Panrhyn Casla Furher Addiional papare, Counberparl lasea balwean Richad Pemmanl
and Johm Dawas, 1775, PFAT1GE05

¥ S e anl-Brown, Liveneoed Shios, 115,

"0 | ArA, frchdeacony of Chaslar gwdaale acl bodk, sugra wills, 1780, 17583, Arch 21 /22, Also
LAMNA, Awehdaacomy ol Chasle grobala aclbosk miva walle, 1750, 1783, Arch 27274

"' Pope, ‘Wealh and Aspirations of Liverpool's Slave Marchants’, in Richardson Schuearz and
Tixalas, Livarpool amd Teamssizmic Siaary, 1 64-213.
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merchant John Tarleton bequeathed an estate of over £70,000 to his family. e
Matthew Stronge, a fellow merchant, left his wife all of his fitles and interests in
Dublin and County Tyrone. In addition, Stronge’s son inherted his fathers
warehouses near the Norh Dock.'™ Given their level of weakh, it is not surprising
that both Tarleton and Stronge served on the Corporation. Once on the

Corporation, & was difficult to remove these merchams. As one writer put it:

Members could be removed anly by death, refirement or being voted out of
office by their felbw councillors, in effect they were appointed for life. When
@ vacancy did occur, the council not infrequently selected a merchant
whose economic and polftical imerests were in close accord with the

majority of councillora o

With the benefit of affluence, some merchants enjoyed comfortable 'genflernanky’
litestyles. They patronised social clubz and theatres, and engaged in charitable
activities. 1t also shaped where they lived. Eearlier in the eighteenth cemury
Liverpool was physically compact. But towards the latter decades there was
increased physical separation. The area immediately north of the town became
associated with slum dwelings. Consequently, the apex of Liverpool society
moved eastwards towards Church Street, Duke Strest, Hanover Sirest, and
Fodney Street By 1800, merchants such as Daniel Backhouse and William Pole

had moved to outer suburbs in Everion and Waveriree, Seversl Liverpoal

"% LIVRD, Tarlalon Pagas, Annual gwlil and bss accounts of John Tavkalon, 1718-1773, 920
TARS 2.
U3 Lanis, willol Mallhaw Skonga, WoW

"FE Sandersan, The Stiucture of Politice in Liwes poal 1780-1300", i THELD, 127|197}, 5553,
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merchants also married women from similar backgrounds, and some of their sons

attended Oxbridge. '™

INTER-MERCANTILE RELATIONS

Let us now say more on the relationship between the merchants themselves. This
is significant, as it would influence the degree ta which the Liverpool lobby enjoyed
success in the mefropole. As we saw earlier, Liverpools merchants were a
heterogeneaus group. Therefore, it is unsurprising that they engaged in squabbles
and disputes. The authors of the 1206 Liverpool poll book noted that the Aspinalls,
Cases, and Gildarts united against the Drinkwalers and Taretons, who in turn
opposed the Bolftons and Heywoods, Evidently, personalities and family ties were
imponant dividing lines."™ However, issues were significart too. The Corporation
frequently differed over the financing of dochyard construction, and the admission

of Freemen.'W

Disputes between the Liverpool merchants were especially prominent during the
mid-1770s. On 15 February 1774, the Council received a draft petifion rumoured
to be sert by the merchants and fraders of Liverpool to Parliament. It called for a
bil to impose & tex wpon goods imported &t the port. Akhowgh the merchants
denied this, the Corporation opposed the pefition and established & commities to
defeat it."® On 22 February, this commitee reported that it was necessary fo send

delegates to London to oppose the measwre, However, the voluntary "Trade Duty’

'S Bope, W ealth and Aspirations of Liverpools Slave Merchant' . 184-213

08 o anders on, "Stuchure of Folitics in Livepool, 712,

"7 pscoll, Lawks and Powar, Liverpoo! TEE0-T 750, 162-59.

"% | ¢ RO, Livaposl Cavpavalion Racorde, 15 Faionsary 1774, 352 MINGCOLU 1,
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used to support this activity had expired Still, there were unspent funds, and it
was proposed that @ Committer of Commerce heve oversight over the remnants,
This body would consist of two parts: a number of merchant burgesses chosen by
the Common Council, and representatives from a "certain other commiltee'. This
included the merchants Micholas Ashton, Joseph Brooks the ‘Younger, John
Charley, John Dobson, and John Sparling. #t was ordered that the Corporation
Fecorder meet these merchams to discuss the |:ut||:|-:|-.1;aul.“"'9I But, by 26 February,
Dobson crticised the Corporation®s ‘Grand Council' for soliciting improper use of
funds and Tor obslructing proceedings. Such methods maintained the ‘unhappy
Diglinction of Party in the Town'. To remedy this siluation, Dobsan and his

associates proposed akermnalive arrangements, which were rejected by Council '

This rupture had a major impact upon the strocture of the town's lobbsy. Firstly, i
gave rise to Liverpool's first Chamber of Commerce. There ware broader moves
towards the establshmert of chambers of commerce in Britain during this pericd.
The first was founded in Jersey in 1768, and the second in Guernsey the following
yegr. The turning point for Liverpool was the estabishment of the Manchester
Chamber in April 1774, as John Dobsan jthe first chair of the Liverpool Chamber)
had links to Manchester.!"! The Diaff of an Article for Seffing a Chamber of
Commerce in Liverpool, dated 21 April 1774, stated that to become & member one
should pay an anmual subscription of £1.15 for three years o the treasures
Members had the right o vote and would meet on Mondays between 10 and 12

o'clock, The organisation was overseen by a commitiee of 21 annually elected

"% el 27 Fatmuawy 1774, 352 MINSOU 1.
"0 dig . 1,15-25 Fatonsary 1774, 352 MINFCOU 1,
"' Bammall Voice of Livinpoo! Susiness, 16,

57

officials. Accounts would be published yearly, and i subscribers fel il then money
could be spert to assist them. "2 Not to be outdone, the Common Council
established the Committee of Trade, which met for the first time on 5 April 1775,
Cn the first Wednesday of Apri, the Mayor, Bailiffs and Burgesses appainied
seven comman councimen fo this body. They were invested with powers to send
witnesses to Parlament to protect Liverpools commerce, A comimittee book was
opened, and an annual sum of £250 established to cover expenses. Amongst its
intial membership were Aldermen Blackburn, Wiliam Gregson, and Jonathan

Croshie 1?

John and Shernylynne Haggery noted that splits in the mercantile community
manéested themselves in social activities too. During the 1750s, Fobert Armitage,
Matthew Stronge, Richard Hughes, and John Parr, were all ective on the town
Council e Ugl Fece club, and Sefion Mock Corporation. However, by the
17605, they had |eft the hock Corparation. During the 17705, cross-instilutional

membesship between social clubs cocurred, but to a lesser extent.!™

It is worth stressing at this point that these mercantile differences would, in the

short-term, limit the effectireness of the town's Iobky. Bul, despife their undoubted

problems, business, family, and religious ties ullimately bound the merchanis

"% A Hapwood Nolsaod:, Drallol 2n Adicla lor Salling a Chambar ol Commarca in Livagpool, 21
Aaril 1774,

“: LI RO, Livaijposl Corpaalion Raecords, 5 Agnl 1775, 352 MINSCOUD 1.

"2J, Haggery and 5. Haggary, “The e Cycle of 3 Mebopoian Business Nebwok; Liverpool
1T50-1810, Exmorginsms st Ecomoims Mislony, 48, 2 2011}, 153-208.
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'ﬂ:-g!dhsr."5 This prevented the complete breakdown of relations amongst this

group.

MERCANTILE AND LANDED ELITE NETWORKS

Im their premier position within the local government and lobbying forums,
Liverpool merchants came into contact with the landed elte. Such was the case
with the Derby family, who hed lbng exerted an influence over Liverpool. Indeed,
during the late-sevenieenth and eady-eighteenth centuries, the eighth, ninth, and
tenth earls had served as mayor of the town.'™ For the period of this thesis,
Liverpool dealt with Edward Stanley, the 11th Earl, and after 1776 Edward Smith-
Stanley, the 12" Earl. The Derby family resided =t Knowlsey Hall, on the cutskirts
of Liverpool. They owned properties on Merseyside, in areas such a5 Huyton,
Kirkdale, and Liverpool town cenfre itsell. The accounts of the eleventh and tewefth
ears show that Liverpool merchants rented some of thege dwellings. For example,
in 1778 James Gildad hired Derty’s "parcle [sic] of ground fronfing...lhe river
Mersey. '’ Occagionally, the process worked the other way. In 1784, William
Fathbone |l demised land in Knowsley to the 12th Earl [aithough this patch of
land had originally belonged 1o a previous Earl of Derby). "'® Liverpool merchants
also rented land from the Molneuxs. The town had enjoyed a long relationship
with this family. After the 1660 Restoration, the Mokneuwss resumed the lordship of

the town and constableship of Liverpoaol Castle. ' By the eighteenth century

"3 Bamnall Voice of Livpoo Busicess, 101-16

"'® Recoll, Lawis and Powar, Liverpoo! TEE0-T 7S50 oo, 165-6.

"TLaMA, Davay Racowds, Survay ol lha Manow ol Knowslay, Huylon, Rolsy, Halawsad, Ramlod,
Bickarsialla and Livespool, 1778, DORA TR &

"# 5L Ralhboma Pepars, Lassa, 1 Dacernbar 1784, by Wilkiam Ralbona b Bdward Smilh
Slamlay, AP 125,

" gscall, Lawis and Poway, Liverpea TE50-1 750, 185.

]

merchants Charles Goore, Felix Doran, and Ralph Earle, rerted land from them in

Crosby, Kirby, and Orrell, "™

Significantly, Liverpool merchants serviced the bills of the elie. John Tarleton
worked for the 11th Earl of Derby on several pocasions, and remitted him money
up to the value of FB0D (although it is not clear what these sums were for).'* A
similar relationship was enjoyed with James, 2nd Duke of Atholl Liverpool
merchants knew the Atholls through trading with the 1sle of Man, The Atholls had
come to rule the isle through a complicated process. Originally belonging to the
Derby family, after the Restoration the |sle of Man was returned to the Bth Earl.
However, when the 10th Earl died in 1736, suzerasinly passed to his second
cousin, the 2nd Duke of Athall = Although there seems o be no examples of
Liverpool merchants rerting land from Atholl, John Tarleton provided financial
services to him. In February 1781, the merchant asswed the Duke that ‘the same
care shall be faken as usual to..remit you ary money hal may have been

rendered you."'=

The landed and tiled elite also represented the Liverpool merchants in Parliament.

Between 1761 and 1780 Sic Wiliam Meredith represented Liverpool Bornin 1722
10 Arrds Meredith and Joanna Cholmondley, Meraddh's faraly ownad propedy in

Cumberland, Lincoln, and Norfhampton. However, they resided prmarily at

30 LanA, Maoknaux, Eavk ol Salion, Indanbua balwaan Moknaus and Soova, 25 Dacambar 1749,
DONEET1O2. LANA, Molknaus, Earke ol Sallon, Indembwa babwean Molmaux lamily and Falk
Coavan, £4 Juna 1761, DOM 35224, and LANA, Mokymaus, Eavls ol Sallon, ASccoun| Bodk, 1774,
CoKMIAS.

' LAnA, Slankay, Eavis o Davay, Davby Lallar Book, 25 Augus! 1756, DDKE030.

'32 | Bagiay, The Sgns of Dedy 14851585 |London: Sidawick and Jacksom, 1'985), 134

'*3 ANHL, Atholl Pagavs, John Tavlalon bo ha Duka ol Alholl. Livaraool, 21 Feawary 1761, MS
5 R Wl 0
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Henbury Hall in Macclesfield. =* With the passing of his grandiather in 1752,
Meredith inherited the estete and became Third Baronet of Henbury. Sir William
would lve at Henbury wntil 1779, when he sold the property to Jobmn Jodrel for
EEII,{IIIIIII.E'3 EBetween 1767 and 1780 the other MP was Richard Pennant [Liverpool
was & two-member consfituency). He wes landed through owning slate mines in
Marth Wales, and Pennam's farefather, Gifford, had received land grants in
Jamaica during the Restoration. By the time of his death in 1676, Gifford owned
7,000 ecres. His heirs continued o acquire land and imported sleves to work
plantations, and by the 17505 the family were essentislly sbsentee landlords. '
Richard was amongst the most substartial slave-owners in Jamaica, increasing

his forefather's total of 610 Africans to 1,036 by 1775.%7

Liverpool mercharts mixed with the elte through other channels foo. By virue of
their wesalth, some mercaniile figures hekd prominent positions within the
community. This included serving as trustees on charfiable organisations. One
such institution was the local infirmary. Of the 118 subscribers in 1748, 83 were
merchants, " Futhermore, that same year, the Infirmary's Board of Directors
included merchants and the 11th Earl of Derby. 3 Derby and Molyneus were also
amongst the trustees of the Liverpool Blue Coat charity school alongside

" LanA, Daads, Wilol Mary Mavadilh, 1724, DDX 1 7476,

5 b Woodland, "Manadilh, Sir Wiliam, Ihivd Saronal [&sg. 1724, & 1790}, Okferd Dictioray of
Mational Biograeivy, Qulosd Univarsily Peaes, 2004, hila:feeere oxlovddnb.comdviesiaticlial| S850;
aocasead 25 Jansmy 2014,

‘% Linds ay. ‘Fennant and Jamnaica 1685-1803 Part 1°, 3768,

T T Burnard, "From Periphery to Periphery: The Pennants's Jamaican plartalions and
indusiriaizalion m Mowh Walkas 1771- 8842, in Bowen, Wa'es and e Enlish Oversess Smping,
121 -26.

'** 5. McLoughlin, A Short Mistory of the First Liverpool infemany 1745 1824 |London, 1978}, 94-8
"% Endiald, Hisdony of Livevpeod, 52
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prominent mercantile families such as the Blundells, Crosbies, and Earles. ™ It is
also conceivable that Liverpool merchants provided |legal services to the elite. Ina
lefter 1o William Earle, Derby wrote that he would "Accept the trust imposed on me
by my late Dear Uncle’s wyilr 11 Presumably, Earle was faciitating this litigation.
The coming together of the mercantile services and landed elie was one
maniestation of the ‘making of the English ruling class.' ™ This helps explain why,
amidst the threats of domestic subversion and foreign conflict, Britain avoided a

social revolution during this period. '

PROTO-GENTLEMANLY CAPITALISM

Liverpool merchants attempted to wuse these networks with the landed elite as
leverage to extend their influence, but the elite did not abways comply. In spring
1759, on behal of the Corporation, John Tarleton ried o use his position as
Atholl's banker to encourage the Duke to investigate why a vessel hed been
impounded on the Isle of Man. This ship was of grest interest fo the Liverpool
merchants because it caried gunpowder destined for the African market.
However, a letter from the Duke to Tarleton indicated that the former would not

use his influence:

| should be very glad ko be of any Service on this Cocasion, but | am afraid
it would be Looked upon as too Delicate a point for me to Intedere for,

Besides, | am at a Loss to know fo whom and in what Manner to make any

'3 | ¥ RO, Blsacoal Hospilal and School, & Rspoil on lha Slale ol Iha Bluacoal Hosaltal in

L iarpoal o 25 Dacamoa | 777 1o 25 Dacambar | 703, 377 BLUA 2.

' JAMM., Eavla Pagars, Laliar om iha Eavia ol Datoy bo William Eavia, 9 Juna 1 781, EARLEMYS.
"2y f Spack, Stpsily smd Skife: Snglgrd 17141760 [London, 19775, 143-86.

Y R, Chiislia, Siress and Siabiily ir Late Eigleandt Camluy Srilan: Raleclions on dwe SnldslT
Avodance of Feveliion |Oxlawd, 15584}, 21549,
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Application At you can give me any hint concerning this | shall Let you know

how fair t may be fiting for me to Interpose L

In addition to the Duke's claim that he did not know who to contact, the likely
reasons for Atholl's hesitation was that he was the ruler of an island that the British
cusgtormns angrily associabed with smuoggling F urthermore, Atholfs forefather, Lord
George Mwrray, had been 3 general for the failed Jacobite eause. " Liverpool's
netwerk with the 2™ Duke of Atholl such as it was, did not last after the Duke's
death in 1764. Themefter, his son was fixated upon opposing the Act of
Revestment. In addition, there is limited, f amy, evidence of inter-marrisge
between the landed elte and kocal merchants during this period. It can therefore
be argued that these networks were only at a proto-gentlemanly capitalist stage by

the late-eighteenth century.

There are several potential explanations for these proto-gentlemanly capitalist
relations. Firstly, there were historic differences between the kecal landed ebte and
merchant services. The Molyneux family had long leased land in Liverpool, but by
the seventeenth century they were in dispute with the Corporation over rents and
landownership. Similar misunderstandings were evident with the Derby family
during the 1660s.'® Secondly, an emergent Liverpool dentity arguably frustrated
the dewelopment of closer fies. It has been suggested that because Georgan
Liverpool was prowd of ils status 25 an emeging commerzial town, the urban elite

developed a sensze of its own seli-importance, and therefore felt |itlle need o

"% MINHL, Aholl Papare, Duvaal Aholl i John Taralon, Aaril 1759, MS 09707 K/E-25.

% Mumay &, H. Pithock, “Munay, Lowd Gaomga |1634-1780F, Oxfond Diclionay of Nadormal
Bicorapty, Oz lowd Linkvarsily Frass, 2004 orina  adn, Sel 2008,
hiljp v o loddnio combviandar licial 605, accassad 28 Augusl 2014

"% gscoll, Lawis and Powar, Liverpeo! TE80-1 750, 1856
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interact with the Lancashire gentry. But Longmare has discounted this explanatian,
as the frequent movement of migrant workers prevented the development of a

local Liverpool dentiy. ™7

Conceivably, there were cultural differences between the supposedly decadent
elites and virfuous ‘middling sods’. Defining social groups in the eighteenth century
is highly problematic. A= the population expanded, contemporaries developed new
models of ranks, fiers, and classifications. ™ We have already defined the
aristocracy. For Earle, the middling sorts were generally associated with profit and
improvement. This definition therefore includes mercharts, professionals, and
traders.'"™ Hall argued that the midding sorts developed an ‘oppositional cullure’
to the landed establshment. Contrasting with aristocratic vice, the middle classes
viewed the market place as an arena to promole morality. ™ But were the
merchants in Uverpool Yiluous', and the local anstocrats ‘immoralf? Mot
necessarly so. Some Liverpool merchanis evidently valued hard work. One beal
mercantile source noted: "Regutarity and Punciuality are the two great Vidues of a
Man of Business. ™' But, 25 we have seen, some Liverpool merchants did fail in
business and enjoyed vices at social clubs. In contrast, the 12th Earl of Derby was
rencwned for leisurely pursuits, such as home racing and amateur dramatics. ¥
Even so, Chapter Three shows that Smith-Stanley wes an active pardiamentarian,

especially vocal on the American War.
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It there were any significant cubural differences, then it was likely that the
Liverpool merchents were not regarded as being sufficiently gentlemanly. Indeed,
although local businessmen attended social clubs, their enthusiasm for imellectual
pursuits was modest. The Liverpool Phibsophical and Literary society was
inaugurated in 1779, but dissolved three years later. It was not until the 1800s that
Liverpool devebped bnger-lived intellectual sociefies. ™ Some contemporadies
were also crtical of Liverpool's fivation upon business. One near-contemporary
stated in the 17903 that, ‘Arts and stiences are inimical to the spot.. the onby
pursull of the inhabitants is COMMERCE.""™ It was therefore difficult to reconcile
Liverpodl's business ethos wilh ‘polile sociely”. i However, for the period in
question, there appears to be no direct references to the Derby, Molyneux or the

Atholl families describing the Liverpool merchanmts as being less gentlemanly.

The potentizl for disputes was demonstrated mest clearly in the raucous
relationship between the merchant-dominated Corporation and the nded MP Sir
Wiliam Meredith. First elected to represent the town in 1761, the manner in which
Meredith came to offce was not auspicious, He stood against the Corporation’s
preferred candidates, Sir Ellis Cunlifie and Charles Pole. Because Liverpoo] was a
two-member constituency, the culcome was that Cunliffe and Meredith were
elected. A nasty cempaign, one voter described it as 2 ‘paper-war’, e Regardless

af the oulcome, as ane of the town's elected representatves, Meredith was

"3 il on, " Culture and Commerce, 32-42.
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required to work alongside the Corporation, businessmen, and constituents. U7 e
secured re-election in 1765, 1768, and 1774, and successfully menoeuvred
Richard Pennant imo the seat vacated by the death of Sir Elis Cunlifie in 1767,
Chapter Two shows that Meredith was a vocal critic of Lord Fobert Clive during
the debates over the EIC during the early-1770s. Hencetorth, opponents of
Meredith invited Clive to stand against Meredith in Liverpool in 1774.*® Indeed,
this offer was likely an attermpt by Sir William's critics to acquire a candidate of
national stafure. In the event, Clive did not accept, and the Corporation’s inability
to find suitable candidates to rival Meredith contributed towards his poliical
longevity. Regardless, tensions still lingered. A disgruntled source claimed that by
the early-1770s Meredith had aliensted even his own supporters. He ected with
‘coolness, slight, and indifference fo the Master Tradesmen and the kwer Class of
those who supported him'. Mor was Meredith regularly seen in his constiuency. ™8
By 1780, Sir William had refired due to ill heelth. However, if he had sought re-
election, it is likely he would have lost. Chapters Two and Three detail how
Meredith gradually alienated himsel from boath the Gowvernment and Cpposition in
Parliarmert, During that same election, Meredith's colleague, Pennant, was
defeated by two pro-Corporation candidsies, Bamber Gascoyne the Younger and

Henry Rawlinsan.

A range of factors influenced the Liverpool electorate from 1761 to 1780, and this

reveals mare about the splits in the commerzial lobby itself, as well as the tensions
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between the Corporation and MPs_ Lewis Namier famously argued that personality
was of paramount importence in Henoverian politics, and there is some evidence
to support this claim in Liverpool "™ During the 1781 poll, personality traits were
repeatedly used in campaign literature. Cunliffe reminded electors that he ‘was
born, bred, and lkves amongst vou'. Pole, too, had 'spent a grest part of his life
amongst you; his knowledge and experience in trade, enables him to be of the
grestest service’'™ In response, the Meredith camp assered that their man was
‘a gentlerman by birth, by education, and from principle’, ™ Similar considerations
wiere echoed in the 1780 election. On 8 Septerber the pseudorem "armg'
surveyed the character traits of the Liverpool candidates. Bamber Gascoyne the
Younger had a 'complete education’ bt was untried. Pennant also possessed
'most viees of the head and hearl..vel an unfonunate difidence renders him

destitute "™

Mamier argued that the reason why personality was so imporiant was due o the
lack of formal parties by mid-certury. '™ During the 1780s, Liverpool perlismentary
candidates rarely used the terms ‘Whig' and Tory' in public. However, Meredith
did use both words in privale. " Historians have long apprecisted that & key
dynamic in eighteenth century Liverpool elections was the axis between the
Anglican Corporation and Dissenting Independents, " Ae 3 two-member

constiluency, Liverpool electors had two votes, Therefore, they could vote for both

159 L. Hamiar, The Sruche's of Poilics & {we Accassior of Geonge IV | Basmgelaia, 1975]), x-xi.
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Corporation candidates, "plumg” by wsing only one vole, vole for the Independent
opposition, or splt the wote between one Corporation end the opposition

candidate. Table 9 shows the voting patierns at the 1781 and 1780 Liverpool polls:

TABLE 9: “oting patterns atthe 1761 and 1780 Liverpool polls [34)

1761 1780
Carporation 4B 1B
Corporation plumps 4 et
Independent Opposition 43 1B
Split 7 24
TOTAL 100 1040

Source: Liverpoo! Folls Boohs, 1761 and 1780

In 1761, there was a sizable number of voters opting for both Comporation
candidates [Cunliffe and Pole = 46 per cent) and voting for the single Independent
(Meredith — 43 percent). This demonsirates a partisan disposition, thus supporting
Bradiev's notion that ‘party politics without pay organizations’ operated in
Liverpoal during this |:|E;r'r.:--:|.'f'r Granted the vote was more evenly distributed in
17380, but & the analysis s extended to the 1784 election then wp to BD per cent of

the electarate woted for the same candidale as they had four years |:u'|1=:1.."r:nus.1‘3’al

'*7 Bradlay. Beigion, Sevolwion snd Snglsh Badicaism, 283,
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What motivated this partisan behaviour? Challenging the Mamierile emphasis
upon personality, Dickineon argued that idess were critical in Hanoverian
palitics.'® Ideokgy in late-eighteenth certury elections was not based upon vague
principals — rather, it was grounded in harsh :mli‘ly.‘m In Liverpool in 1761, one
key issue was the defence of the fown's owverseas trade. The supporters of the
incumbents argued that their men were best placed o secure this. Indesd, Paole
stood for free access to the African market, and his residency in the metropalis
rade him 'more ready’ to act. "™ For Meredith, a key issue was the preservation of
liberlies by exercising the nght to a free vote. He castigated those who used
'shameful methods. 1o destroy the independency inherent to every man's birth' 1%
One source of this malfeasance was the local Corporation Writing twenty years
later, one elactor rermirescad that 1761 wasihe 'glonous vear., saherahy wea logsed
ourseles from the Shackles in which the Corporation had long kept us bound."®
Indeed, the slater ¥Wiliam Clarke recounted how one of the Blundells' (several of
wharm were merchants In the Corporaton’s inerest) camvassed mm, Upon
learning that Clarke intended to support Meredith, Eryan Elundel threatened to
withdraw care from Clarke's sick wife in the infirmary.'™ It would seem that despite
its rhetoric, the oppostion also wilised corrupt practices. Although it & not clear if

Meredith consented to such methods, his campaigners secured votes whereby

" H.T. Dickinson, Libedy and Propedy: Poltical ldeclogy it Eighlesnlr Cantury Brilaim | London,
1977}, 1.
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electors “would FPoll any way where money was offer'd’ " Chapter Five will also

show that national issues affected the outcome of the 1780 Liverpool election.

Relgion played an imporant role in national elections during the eighteenth
century. "™ Bradley slso found thst most Anglicans in Liverpool suppored the
Corporation '™ This is not surprising, given that the Corporation was charged with
promoting the Faith In confrast, Meredith courted the Dissenters. A Dissenting
Minister once enguired if SirWillizm supported Tull and entire’ toleration, to wihich
Meredith responded in the affirmative. "® The Liverpool MP also actively promoted
religious toleration in Westminster. On B February 1772, Meredith unsuccessfully
presemed & petition from members of the Anglican Clergy and legal profession
seeking relief from the 39 Adicles, ar dectrines of the Church of England.m
Significartly, this measure failed partially because Dissenters opposed the petition,
an the grounds that repeal of the Aricles would result in heresy, ™ This
substantistes Bradley's argumant thal Liverpudian Dissenters were a less reliable
voting bloc than Anglicans. Indeed, Benn's Gerden Monconformists had supplied
reformist bocal peliticiens such as John Hardman MP, as well 25 the mayors
Joseph Clegg and George Campbel. However, many local Presbylerians were
slave traders, and therefore identfied with the more conservative Corporation. ™
Some Digsenters were slso critical of Meredith, One suggested thaet, despite

Meredith's protestations 1o the contrary, Sir William was no friend o religious
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liberty. The third Baronet had allegedly toaged 'Down with the Rump’. This was
teken es criticism of the seventeenth century Rump Pariement, dominated of

course by a Puritan minority.'™

QGomman found litlle evidence of serious socio-economic differences affecting
national elections during the Georgian period. "™ Phillips also shared this view,
noting that # there were such differences then they were only minaor. '™ Table 1D
outlines the woting pattern of certain socio-economic groups in Liverpool in 1761

and 1780

TABLE 10 Voting patierns of cedain socio-economic groups in Liverpool (%)

17E] 178D

Corp Ind Split Corp Ind Split
Gentlemen 105 20 9B 1.1 3D 32
Merchants B2 88 205 23 118 86
Artimans 0.6 EB22 4B.E EB2 ED4 BDD
Oiher 2327 258 233 284 247 272

100 100 104 100 100 100

Source: Bradley, Religion, Revolufion and English Aadicalism, 288-88.
Key: Corp (Corporation); Ind [Independent); Split

Mote: These are percentages of the overall wote per group. They are nat the
actual numbers of votes.

I-::' LA, Livaraaal Foll Bad 17681, Tha Fiands al Sie Ellie Cunldla and Sharas Pola, Mach 108l .
I-.-: O Gorman, Volers, Palromns, and Eadies, 350
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1761 shows clear evidence of wvoting by socio-economic inerest. Wealthy
gentlemen favoured the Corporation heavily over the independent opposition [10.5
1o 2.0 per cent). Comversely, afisans constituled a larger percentage of Mearedith’s
vote than the Corporation’s (622 to 5006 per cent). This divergence in voling meay
help explain why manufacturers were less prominent an the Common Council =
they did not vole the same way as the upper echelons of Liverpudlian society.
Howewver, the results for 1780 weaken the basis of the socio-sconomic argument.
Surprisingly, genflemen mede & larger share of the Pennant interest than amongst
the Corporation wote (3.0 to 1.1 per cent). Lkewise, artisans comprised a larger
percertage of the Corporation interest than the independents (B2 to ED.4 per
cent). Regarding the mercantie vote, i seems they preferred Independents fo the
Corporation in both 1781 and 1780, This & initizlly surprising, as merchants
generally dominated the Corporation. But, as we have seen, the merchanis were
not homogenous, and quanrelled amongst themselves. Chapter Five and Table 21
will demonstrate that & plurality of merchants favoured concilistion with the
Amesicans during the war, and therefore voted for Pennant — a critic of the war - in

1780,

Howewver, for all of these diferences, there was potential for the landed elte and
mercantile services to come together to form cloger gentlemanly capit slizt bonds in
the future. As noted above, they shared common Socio-ecomomic INlErests,
constituting the English ruling order. Also, a significant example is the upward
social trajectory of Banastre Tarleton. Born in August 1754, he was the son of the
leading Liverpool merchant John Tarleton. By 1771 Banastre had enrolled at

Lniversity College. Four years later he purchased the rank of Cornet in the British

;.
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cavaly, and on 24 July he joined the 1* Dragoon Guards. |n December 177E
Tarleton played an important role in capturing American general Charles Lee. The
following year he was involved in the campaign o iake Philadelphia, and by 1778
became a Lieutenant-Colonel in the British Legion. " In this capacty Tarleton
become notorious. At Monck’s Corner, South Carolina, in 1780 several of
Tarleton's men attacked local wormnen. For this the soldiers were flogged. The
WWachaws Massacre” of 29 May 1780 also saw Tarleton's men defeal 350
Virginian regulars, with the victors asllegedly kiling over 100 surrendering troops.
Tarleton later rebuted this, claiming that the Amercans were reated with "agual
hun:‘namih.r.'”'a Regardless these incidents cemented Tareltor's reputation as

‘Bloody Ban',

Even so, Tarleton's landed superiors acknowledged his military achievements. Far
his contribution to the British victory at Camden in 1780, General Lord Cormwallis
praised Tarleton for his 'usual activity and military address''™ Comwallis even
praised Banastre in letters to the British commander-in-chief, Sir Henry Clinton,
and the Secretary of Stete for the Colonies, George Germazin '™ Evidently, the
relatinship between Cornwallis and Tarleton was sufficently close that, n the
wake of his aunt's death, Banasire requested thal Comwallis be a signatory in

legal documents, ™ This relationship later soured with the publication of Tarleton's

1787 History of fhe Campaigrs, in which the author attempted to exonerate
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himself from the defeat at Yorktown. Cornwallis was prompted to mpudiate
Tarleton's ‘'malicious and false attack’.'™ MNevertheless, the career of Banastre
Tarleton demonstrales the ability of sons of Liverpool merchants to interact with
and, for a time, gain the praise of the top schelons of British society — indicating

potential for future gentlemanly capitalism.

WEAK MERCARNTILE AND PROTO-GENTLEMANLY CAPITALIST

NETWORKS BEYOND LIVERPOOL

Returning to the pre-1783 perod, Liverpool's merchants nuured links with
mercarile services beyond the North West region, as well as overseas. This
reinforces Bowen's argument that trans-oceanic ties bound the Empire. However,
whist these networks rarely broke down completely (even with Morh America after
1775) they were often strained. Thermr is alko some evidence that whilst Liverpoal
merchants cultivated ties with the landed elite overseas, these linkages were
tragile and therefore only proto-gentlemanly capitalist. Combined, these factors

had a negative impacd upon Liverpool's kbbbying capahilities

Az we szw earlier, Liverpool manufacturing and senvices hed connectons fo
YVarkshire throwgh the corstruction of the Leeds-Liverpool Canal. Liverpoal

merchants, including William Davenport, Ralph Earle, and Alexander Nottingham,
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supported this scheme. '™ Cther studies have shown that prominert “Yorkshire
merchants backed the canal too. '™ Consequently, the first public mesting for this
project took place in Bradford in Juby 17EE. Thereafter, John Longbotham
surveyed a route, which was oullined the following January. However, despite
shaered interests, the relationship between Liverpool end “Yorkshire-based
services was compromised. By summer 1765, Liverpool merchanis were
concerned that Longbotham’s route crossed the Douglas Navigation without plans
for a junction, This frusirated Liverpool's goal of acguiring cheaper Lancasirian
ooal. Thus, the Liverpool branch called wpon John Eves and Richard Melling to
survey another route.'™ The Yorkshire members rejected the new line because i
gxtended the kength of the canal, rendering passage tedious and expensie’. '™
Liverpool responded by calling wpon P.P. Burdetie to underake yet another
survey.'® Following a period of adjudication by noted engineer James Brindley,
the Yorkshire commitiee endorsed Longbotham's plan ™ In response, Liverpool
withdrew itz subscriptions from the projec!, generating considersble scrimomy. One
source even claimed that the Liverpool merchanis ‘expected to destroy [the
existing plan]; and be left & Libery to pursue thek favourite lucrative Scheme.' '%
This partnership did not break down emtirely a5 Leeds and Bradiord realised that

Liverpool's exit created a sharffall in subscriptions. ™ Yarkshire interests thus

A THA, Laade-L o pood Camal Company, Livargool Commilaa, 9 Dacamdoar 1788, Rl 8461 .
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maintained a correspondence with Li1..'EF|:|vr.|r|3-I.1m By 177D both sides had reached
an understanding, end Foyal Assent for the canal was obtained. The waterweay
intersected with Dean Lock on the River Douglas, which expanded Liverpools
access to the Wigan coafields. " But this dispule shows that services were nat
always unified, and that, despite economic integration, there was arguably litle

coherent regional, or Morhern', identity during the late-eighteenth century. ™

Liverpool had links to prominent mercantile centres around Britein, such as Bristol,
Indeed, this south-western port had long played & raole in the exploration,
colonisation, and trade of the New World. But it was during the eighteenth century
that Bristol truly became a gateway fo the Atlentic. Oceanic enterprise developed
the town's weallh, and stimulated invesiment in banking and ndustrial enterprise,
Az the century progressed, however, Bristols position gradualy declined. In 170D
it was the second largest port in England. A century later it hed slipped to ninth
place, as Glasgow and Liverpool outstripped it in the tobzoco and slave trades,
Warious explanations for this downturn have been proposed, such as lmited
business acumen in Briglol and a lack of industrial development in the town’s
himerland. ™ Regardless, Liverpool merchanis came into contact with their
Bristolian courterparts on the African Compary of Merchanis. Established by an
Act of Parliament in the 1750s, this body simed to improve trading relationships

between Britain and Africa. It contzined three representatives each from the chief
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slaving ports of London, Bristol, and Liverpool. Becords show that the membership

was predominanthy mercaniile, '

et as with Yorkshire, Liverpool’s ties to Bristol were often subject o fluciuations.
Correspondences often sounded & cautionan fone. For example, on 31 December
1765 the Liverpool merchants wrote to Wiliam Reeve, merchamt of Bristal,
protesting the Stamp Act. Indicating that they were not sure of Bristol's response,
Liverpool hoped that ‘it [Bristol] approve the measureswe [Liverpool] have taken',
then they would transmit a memoral so that both can be "as uniform as
pussjhlg'_‘“ Subsequently, in March 1775, the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce
received & letter from Bristol conceming the plundering of shipwrecks, Liverpool
responded, but several months passed before Bristol brought the matier before
Pardiament. This debate also took place without Bristol "taking any furdher notice of
thaz application, for concurrence and support from hence [Liverpool]"™? Indeed,
both Liverpoal and Bristel were commercial rivals, and subsequent chapters will

show that the town's MPs did not akways sit on the same parliamentary benches.

Liverpool forged ties with Scotland too. |n the early -eighteenth century, Glasgow

served 2z an intermediary between the pastoral Highlands and arable Lowlands.
But by the 1780s Strathchde was 2 key player on the world stage. Glasgow was

closely assooiated with the lobacco market, which linked & to the Americas,
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mainland Eumpe, and Russia. ™ The quicker northern mute from America fo
Britain made the transportafion of tobecco fo Scotland cheaper.1w Fragmented
evidence suggests that ties between Liverpool and Glasgow were lukewam
earlier in the century. Indeed, there had been unrest in Liverpoal following the
1745 Jacobite upr'ﬂing.m Two decades later, writing from north of the border, Sir
William Meredith criticised a "brutal Scoltish manner. Nevertheless, Meredith 350
praised Scotland because 'It is rare tofind a man of that nation of any rank, but the

very lowest of all, withowt, . learning’. ™

The relationship between Liverpool and Glasgow strengthened as time
progressed. Pope showed that some Liverpool merchants were descended from
Scotlish hach-;‘nunﬂs.m Liverpudlian writer Willam Foscoe also had Glaswegian
psn-fr‘nnd.s.m Further consolidation took place when a Chamber of Commerce
was established on Clydeside in 1783, as both Liverpool and Glasgow chambers
coresponded on vanous matters. "™ We can also infer that this was a wam
relationship. On 7 March 1783 the Glasgow Chamber complained that, because of
independence, the Americens could trade iron goods with whomever they wished,
and on the cheapest terms. Thus, the Scotls called upon Bristol and Liverpoal to
help them put the iron trade "upon the same footing with Meighbouring Mations, %

Liverpool responded by =lating their willingness 'io give every assistance in their
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power’. It was also a bwo-way process, as on the same occasion the Liverpool
merchants requested that Glasgow take the slate of the Tobacco trade info their
Considerations’. ™ Regardiess, because the Glasgow Chamber was established
towards the end of the American War, Liverpool's links with Glasgow bore limited

fruit when lobbying over this particular conflict.

Mot surprizingly, Liverpool networked with overseas services. Between 1768 and
1772 the Caribbean islands provided 17.7 per cent of the total of Britain’s extra-
European trade, compared wikh 166 per cent for Narth America ™% Not even the
digruption in mainland MNorth America between 1775 and 1783 severed the links
between Britain and s West Indian possessions. Indeed, the Indies had gained
from the proteclion of the Foyal Navy, the sugar revolution rendered the islands
dependent upon metropolitan markets, and a large number of West Indian plarters
resided in Britain. ™ Therefore, several Liverpool companies, such as John
Tarleton and Case & Shuttleworth, iraded with the islands. Both locations were so
close that they sided each cther when in distress. For instance, on 13 January
1770 Liverpool Corporation paid £100 fo alleviste the suffering of fire victims on
Antigus. 7 The Watt Family Papers demonstrale the clhse personal ties that
bound Liverpool to Jamaica during the Revolutionary War. Richard Watt ariginally
hailed from Wigan, but, by the 1770z, he had established a shipping company in
Liverpool and resided in Kingston ®* In a letter during the conflict, Watt re-stated

his determination to trade with Britain. Should Jamaica fall to the Spanish, he

4 e, & Pl 1753, TD 1870 M.
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vowed that he would return to the UK. He was also expressed dismay that the
prominent Liverpool merchant John Dobson had gone IJEI'!"JLIFIIZ.m Mevertheless,
the refationship between Liverpool and the West Indies was not always smooth.
Chapter Three shows how the Liverpoal Chamber of Commerce complained on
several occagions ebout the decisions of the Jamaican Assembly to levy import
dufies upon slaves. Theredore, in order to seek redress, the Chamber took s case

to imperial authorities in Londan.

British exports to Morth America rose from an estimated £256,000 in 17D0-1701 o
£2 549000 in 17721773 As & result, Liverpool merchants had links to fellw
services i the Thiteen Cobnies. John Tarlelon, John Knight, and John
Blackburne Jurior, maintained corespondence wih Henry Laurens, a Souwth
Carolina merchant, planter, and politician, during the 1760s. These items often
referred to Bills of Exchange, and the staite of markets.*!" There were also more
persanal netwarks. John Backhouse maintained a dislogue with John Baykr of
Mevararket, Virginia. Follewing his father's death in 1772, Bavlor confided in
Backhouse that there were few Instances of a Man in this Cuntry [sic] bring up the
family that rmy Father has done, with 50 much Credit'*™ Charles Goore also
corresponded with the Bland family in Virginia. The relationship was so close that

the Blands emtrusted Goore as the guardian of their son, who was studying in

b g, 17 Juma 1778, Lallay snd Aocounl Bask ol Rzhacd Wall, 220 WAT 1021 .
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Edinhur—j"l.ma Cokbnial mercharts also visited Liverpool. Jabez Maud Fisher spemt
three years in the British Isles and Euwrope beteween 1775 and 1778, representing
one of the wealthiest Quaker merchant houses in Philadelphia.*'* He believed that
the port of Liverpool was Dy far the most convenient _in Great Britain and there is
perhaps none superior to it elsewhere’ *™ Figher alo praized fellow Ouaker
merchants in Lverpool One, Wiliarn Rathbone, was also ‘as good a3
Correspondent as can be  had' “% p ) Marshall has alse shown that,
notwithstanding mutwal distrust and suspicion, many Anglo-American nks were
quickly restored after 1763, The United States continued to draw large numbers of
migrants from the British Isles and Britain remained America’s dominant trading
perner®"’ Indeed, there are several examples of Liverpodl retaining its link with
the former colonies siter independence. Thomas Bbunt, from a prominent Morth
Carolina firm, visited several British destinations in 1787, including Liverpool ¥ By
1801 Liverpool had established an American Chamber of Commerce, and William

Foscoe subsequently corresponded with US President Thomas Jefferso n"

However, this should not detract from the short- and mid-temn problems betwesn
Britain and the Thineen Colonies. Whilst the War of Independence did naot

completely stop trade between Liverpool and Morth America, Chapter Four shows
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that it was severely curtailed. There is also tertative evidence that whilst Liverpoaol
merchants cullivated contacts with the landed and titled elite in America, this was
of a proto-gentlemanly nature. During the 1760s the Gildars traded in tobacoo and
hemp with future President of the United States, George Washingm.ﬂu Cogliano
pointed out there were no frue aristocrats in colonial Morth America. However,
those who were employed in the military and poltics ‘were the closest eighteenth-
century America would produce to fit the term’ =' Washington fulfiled these
criteria by living 25 & planter at Mount Vernon, serving 88 @ member of the Viginia
House of Burgesses, and later becoming Commander -in-Chief of the Continental
Army. Because the relationship between Washington and the Gildarts seems to
have ended during the 1770s, one might speculate thet it was limited and only

preto-gentiemanly capitalist.

CONCLUSIONS

By the 17605 Liverpool and its hinterland confeined manwiacturing, 25 well s
services n general and financial-commercial interests in partculas. They
conducied business together, interacied et social clubs, and were involved in local
politics and lobbying, Thus, there are some grounds for supponing the criticisms of
Cain and Hopkins that sendces and industry canmnot easly be Separated.
Monetheless, this chapter generally supported the concept of gentlemanly
capitalism (albeit in @ northern provincizl town), Merchants held a plurality on the
governing Corporation and lobbying Committee of Trade. They also enjoyed a

majority on the town'’s Chamber of Commerce. Crucially, merchants were involved

1 yys Cunlis lamily papars, Jamas Gidml, Livergool, lo Gaorga Washinglon, Polomas River, 12
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in services through transport, commerce, personal services, and, to a lesser
degree, banking. Manufacturers were not excluded from these gatherings, but they
were at a numerical dsadvantage. At best, manufaciuring enpoyed only an indirect
influence over kocal decion-making. In their pre-eminent position, mercartile
services encountered the titled and landed elte. The latter included local MPs, a5
wel a5 aristocrals in Knowsley Hall and on the lsle of Man, Whilst merchanis
provided financial services to the gentry, the landed classes represented the

merchants in Parlizment

Although accepling the general framing of Cain and Hopkins's argurnent, this
chapter modifies aspects of their work. Firstly, the coming together of landed and
mercartile services in Liverpool suggests that this process was not confined fo
London and the South East, and therefore the northem provinces were not always
predeminantly manufacturing-based. Secondly, these networks were, at this time,
constrained in several respects. There was limited inter-marrage between
Liverpool merchants and the kocal aristocracy, and divisions between the two
groups were exposed during election periods. Henceforth, this inter-connectivity
was only at a proto-gentlemanly stage of development. This retterates Lawrence
Stone's argument that akhough there was cultural cohesion between the elite and
middling sorts (ihat is o 53y merchants, raders, and professionals), it was not an
apen elite. Merchants may have served the landed elite and aped the gentlemanly
Iife.gtyle_ but only = handful spoceeded in buying their way into the aristocracy =
Regardiess, because of the shared family, business, and religious fies amongst
Liverpool merchants, and because local merchants imitated the upper-class

lifestyle, the nofion of profo-gentlemanly capitalem does not preclude the

¥2 | siona, At Open ERe? Srglard 1540-1880 |Oxlovd, 1984}, 402-21.
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possibity of closer gertlemanly capitalist ties developing in the nineteenth
century. Indeed, the example of Liverpool-born Banastre Tarleton and Lord

Carmwallis during the American War highlighied the potential for future imegration.

Furthermore, this chapter used examples to illustrate that Liverpool extended its
mercartile networks throughout the British Isles and Aflentic World This
underscores Bowen's argument that the Empire, and s former imperial
possessions after 1783, was bound together by trams-oceanic fies. Yet, these
commercial neteorks were not atways polifically sirong, and Liverpool’s mercantile
links to the landed elie overseas were fisky and proto-gentlem anly capitalist. This
combination of factors ensured that whilst the second city of empire could rase its
profile in the metropolis, it could echieve few concrete results in shaping imperial

policy. This theme will now be explored in the following two chaplers.

;.
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CHAPTER TWO:

1763-1773: LIVERPOOL IN LONDON
DURING A PERIOD OF COLONIAL UNREST

Chapter Two explores how Liverpools elected and lobiwing representafives
worked in London, and covers a period of imperial unrest between 1763 and
1773." Folowing the concluskon of the Seven Yesrs War, the EIC faced an
uncerain financial future. Thus, the British state took steps o siabilise the
Company, such es the 1773 Regulating Act. Equally, thiz wes & decisive decede in
the history of the Thiteen Colonies. By mid-cemury most of them hed achieved
stable social and political institutions. However, after 1763 Britain introduced mare
imperial controls over its American possessions. This included the revenue -raizing
Stamp Act and Townshend duties. Tensions culminated with colonial boyootts of
British goods, the Boston Massacre of 1770, and the Boston Tea Party of 17732
Thiz dissertation asks to what extent an English provincial town could influence the
imperial decision-making apparalus in London, AlRough the thesis's prirmary focus
is upon the American Revolution, the international issues of whaling, European,
African end Caribbean trede, as well a3 the Royal Navy, are also conzidered in
thes chapter, green Liverpool’s rale in the swider interconnected Atlantic. The future
of colonial trading relationships, and impedal matters generally, alse brought
Liverpool into debates sbout Indian reform. This demonstreted that the town and
its poltical represenfathes in London could nmot igrore the increasing

interconneciedness of the eastern and western halves of the Empire.

' Baa |.B. Cheslie. Wes ad Bevoiulions: Bilgie T 7E0-1805 [London, 1982,
* Cogliano, Ravolvliongy Amnics, 2546,
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Two general observalions are made abowut Liverpool's role in the imperial policy -
making process during this pericd. Firsily, the town's lobby ufilieed various
techniques to achieve their gosls. Liverpool merchants and the Corporation
corresponded with mercantile counterparts in other provincial towns, and sent
delegates with petitions to Whitehal. These merchants also sat on lbobbying
forums such as the Afrcan Company of Merchants, and estabished netwaorks with
'men an the spot” in the capital. Liverpool's landed MPs were the chief component
of the town's lobly, Indeed, the House of Commons Yas becoming the centre of
the political state, with the King's govemment dependent on 5 goodwll for the
passage of business' FWhilst the town's landed MPs collaborated, where possible,
with their mercantile colleagues, the elected members sometimes pursued their
own sgerdas as well. This invalved working abngside political groupings in
Parliamert, and with those whom they had family ties. Whilst Liverpool MPs also
followed the leed of others, they were pro-active in initiating debates. All of this
evidence reinforces Cain and Hopking's argument that up 1o the 1850s, the landed

elte were the backbane of gentlemanly capitalism.*

The second observation relstes 1o the effectiveness of Liverpool in shaping policy,
by overurmning or seeing through legislation. Mersey=side’s effectiveness is an
izsue that even comtemporaries disagreed over, A Londoner once peinted & rosy
piciure in the Lyempool Gerneral Advertizer, The inhabitanis of Liverpool 'were nat
more distinguished for the extent and flourishing state of [thei] Commerce, than

for the Public-spirtedness of [their] Conduct” As such they treaded “upon the

* P.0.G. Thomas, The Howse of Commons i7 e Sigiteamil Camluy [Oxlowd, 1971}, 56
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heels of our great Mefropolis™ But ancther Londoner, presumably & merchant,

was less sang uine:

What do You Polificians at Liverpool think of, or rather dream of.._dream
you certainly must in Comparison with us who drew ell our Political
knowdedge at the Fountain Head who can see the King a5 often as we
please, who hear the profound orations of those who perhaps once in their
Life ime have seen the Prime Minister and who can boast the Honour and
Happiness of the acquaintance of Peter Paragraph — the putter-together-of-
Mews. These are advantages which you must own with Sorrow, you can
never hope for, who are so fer removed from the Centre of ell Business and
who must be content with what K nowledge of the poliical Machine we are

pleased to send you ®

Indeed, Cain and Hopkins stressed the in-effecliveness of provincial lobbies.
Whilst nofhern toans could make "an immens2 amount of noise’, their substantvve
influence over policy-making was modest 4 Liverpool enjoyved only limited
accomplishments in the corridors of power. There were several reasons for this.
The above quotation suggested that Liverpool was geographically remote from the
capital Yet, Liverpocl-related interests were often present in London, which was
made possible through regular coech services. Fling Machines' set out for
London every Sundey morning and weekday noon.® The Liverpool lobby was

therefore actively engaged on several subjects. The Liverpool Memorandum Book
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of 1753 also contained the addresses of government offices, which enabled the
lobby to plan their moves in advance.” As such, there were other reasons why
Liverpool achieved only moderate policy-making success up o 1773 Amongst
these consderations were uncerain ties with other provincial towns, tensions
within the Liverpool merantile community, proto-gentlemeanly capitalist relations
between the lnded MPs and the mercamtile services, the Liverpool MPs being out

of political favowr, and being out of ideological sync with the official mind.

HIGH POLITICS AND LIVERPOOL MPs, 1763-1773

Gien the complex nature of |ate-eighteenth century politics and factionalism, this
snalysis fist provides context on how the Liverpool MPs fitted into the High
Falitics af the age. According 1o OGorman, the accession of Gearge Il in Octaber
1760 did not dizappaint those who expected great thanges'."':' Smarting from his
political isolation at the hands of the Whig grandees, the young monarch sought to
end the proscription of the Tories. He therefore helped bring aboul the end of the
Pitt-Mewcastle administration, which had woan' the Seven YWearsWar, and installed
hiz trusted advisor John Stuart, 3™ Eard of Bule, as the King's principal minister,
The structure of politics was also much altered during the 17605, Plenty has been
written about the ‘rage of party® dwring the late-Stuart and early-Hanoveran
periods, as well as its subsequert return at the end of the eighteenth century,"
But, by the 17EDs, the old Whig-Tory polarty had shattered. Politics became mare
factionalised, and power resided in the hands of leaders such as Bule, Grenville,
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and Pitt. In 1765 the Duke of Newcastle allowed the leadership of his group to

transfer to the Mamuis of Rnr::kingham.”

The early years of George llI's reign were characternsed by ministerial instability.
Bute resigned in 1763, and was succeeded by George Grenville, The latter
grappled with contentious issues, such as the arrest of John Wikes MP for alleged
libel against the King, and the Stamp Act crisis. By 1765 King George had lost
confidence in Grenvile, and Charles Watson-Wentworth (2™ Marquis of
Rockingham) came to power. The Rockinghams successfully repealed the Stamp
Act in 1766. But, fearing for the long-term survival of his administration, Watson-
Wentworth resigned after one year in the post.™ Pitt the Elder, now 1% Earl of
Chatham, took over the reins of office. From 1767 Chatham suffered from nervous
exhaustion, and the government lost direction. The Duke of Grafton was therefore
left in charge of the administration. Yet, he was drained by public outrage against
the Govermment's decision o seat Wilkes's defested opponent &t the 1769
Middlesex election in Parliament. The follbwing year Lord North became prime
minister, herslding 2 return to ministerial stability for the next twelve years. ™
Crucially for this thesis, these pol@icians were the apex of Briish society. For
example, Rockingham had attended the elte Westminster School and, upon
assuming his title, became one of the wealthiest peers in Britain, Rockingham also

owned exiensive propedies in Nonhamplonshire, as well a5 the family's palatial

R, Chrigli, "The Changing Nature of Fadiameniary Polilics 17<2- 1780, in J. Bladk, ed., Saliafr
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home at Wentworth House.™ Frederick North, too, was amother privieged figure.
Having attended Eton College and Trinity College, Oxford, he was the son of the

1* Earl of Guilford, and later become 2™ Earl in 1790.%

Liverpool's MPs had to navigate these shifting political sands, and to intermingle
with these ultra-glite polticians. Such ties were not robust for several reasons.
Whilst ‘™o man ever stood better with his constituents’, Sir Ellis Cunliffe is
arguably the least well known of the three Liverpool MPs during this period. The
son of a prosperous local merchant, several documents tie Sir Ellis to the Duke of
Mewcastle's interest. However, his polifical impact seems to have been fair
negligible, Whilst Cunliife brought in 2 bill for building @ new dock at Liverpool in
March 1762, there is only one recorded speech made by him. This was likely due
to Curliffe's failing health, and he died in October 176717 Although Sir Ellis
receied 2 baronetcy in 1759, this rank was not highly valued s it was merely 'the
first rung of ihe social ladder. ¥ Indeed, he and his felow Liverpoal MPs did not
enjoy the same lofty titles as Rockingham.

The victor in the 1767 by-election, Richard Pennant, was the son of a wealthy

temily with land in the Caribbean end Wales. However, hiz abilty to influence

policy was constreined for several ressons. Firstly, his status amongst the
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pariamentary factions was wncertain. His intial election was attributable to Sir
Wiliam Meredith and the Rockinghams, Indeed, the Rockinghamite Duke of
Partland wrote of Pennant: ‘[he is] evervthing | can wish in a colleague’. ™ Thus,
there are some grounds for labeling Pennam as a HDE-I'LiI'Ig!'IEI'I'IitI!.m If so, this
was an urfortunate ellegiance, as Wentworth-Woodhouse was not in office
between 1766 and 1782, However, during the 1780 election, a Liverpool elector
re-affirmed Pennant's independence: he "has never enlisted under the banners of
any party'® This wes apperently confirmed by Poriland himself, who observed of
Pennant: ‘asa party man, he is not quite to my mind * Even one historian did not
include Pennant amongst the list of H:ur;kinghamics.ﬂ If this holds sway, then
Pennant was a ‘country genflermarn’, or a floating woler who owned land and had
no personal ambitions or chose palitical affiliations.™ This vegueness of alegiance

surel contributed toweards Pennant's inability 1o substantially mould policy.

Thera wera other reasons for Pennant’s 12k of clout. During the 1780 election, 3
Liverpocl elector claimed Richard's personalty was inhibiting. Although affable,
chartable, and gncere, Pennant's ‘'one defect in this  excellent
character.. pwas]...an apparent indolence. ™ Granted, when Pennant represemed
Liverpool between 1784 and 1780 he was an outspoken proponert of the slave

trade, However, between 1767 and 1780 he was not the most frequent speaker in
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parfiamentary debates. This relative silence was probably due to his being
distracted by femily concerms. Indeed, Pennant played = sizeble role in
maintaining his famil's interests in North Wales and the West Indies. Whilst these
ventures were genemlly profitable, financial returns fluctuated annually, which

required constant ettention. =

Sir William Meredith was by far the most active of the three Liverpool MPs in the
decade sfter 1763, and there are seversl examples of his oralorical bravado, In
the House of Commaons in February 1770, Meredith claimed that the Speaker had
‘used him ill' over & procedural issue. The Speaker responded by saving that he
was not making any reflection upon Meredith's character, and therefore did not
need to apolbgise to the Liverpool MP. This resulted in a great hubbub in the
shamber " Sir William was also known on the other side of the Atlartic. Future
President of the US John Adams recalled in 1776 that his barber had known
Meredith ** Despiie his vocal parliamentary caresr, Meredith was often in a wesk
political position. One reason was that his baroneicy provided limied social capital
Furthermore, Sirilliam's shifting sllegiances alienated him from the elite factions,
Criginally a suppanter of George Gremville, 3ir William later became a oritic of this
premier. Meredith disliked the manner in which the ministry handled the Wikes

affair, Perhaps more importantly, Meredih was disappointed by Grenville's
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ambiguous response towards filing a vacancy at Liverpoal Customs House_ @ This
was perticularly galling for the local MP, because the Cusioms Housze wes =

source of considerable patronage.

Thus, by 1764, Meredith hed shifted towards the Rockinghamite camp. This
transitton was mol accomplished smoothly, for there were accusations that
Meredith was a secret Jacobite = something he most strenuously deried ™ The
Duke of Newcastle was therefore inifially reluctant to welcome Sir Wiliam into his
circle.™ But by May 1764 Newcastle had accepted Meredith as a friend * This u-
turn was parialty brought about by Sir YWilliam's social connections. Although he
resided at Henbury Hall, Macclesfield, the 3™ Baronet held an additional property
in Chelsea™ During his time in Londan Sir William attended social events, such as
the Lord Mayor's party in Mansion House, and met notable pulii:ia‘us.a' Keredith
also patronised London's gentlemen's clubs, including Boodles, located on St
James Street ™ At Wildman's Club Meredith was introduced to the Duke of
Portland. There were subsequent meetings between Meredith and other
Rockinghams at the Istter's sest in Yorkshire, and at Henbury Hall.® The practice

of gift giving was commonplace. Meredith once offered Portland ‘an exceedingly
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fine turtle’, and on a wvisit to Dublin Sir Wiliam purchased linen for Lady

Focking ham, ™

The Hisfory of Farfamenf argued that Meredith was only @ minor member of the
Fockingham ~:Ii|:|ma.3E Certainly, he iz legs well known than another prominent
Rockinghamite, Edmund Burke. ™ Furthermore, Meredith was not with the
Fockinghams for the full duration of his political career. Nonetheless, Sir William
still made a significant contribution fowards this group in the realm of domestc
politics, especially during the mid-1760s. One reason why Meredith was so
appealing to the FRockinghams was because he was a keen electioneer. As a
member for Wigan between 1754 and 1767, Meredith’s advice was sought by
Fortland, who was attempling o secure his interest there.* Another reason wihry
the Rockinghams noticed Meredith was because he was a pamphleteer who
articulated their political creed. Indeed, Wentworth-Weoodhouse and his followers
believed that there was a Tory threst to the Constitution, which manifested Rself
through Court corruption. it was therefore up to the Rockinghams fo eradicate this
menace.*’ These fears seemed justified during the Wilkes fiasco. The rise of
reform politics during the reign of George |l has been covered elsewhere. @
Howewver, for clarity, it is appropriate to briefly re-tell the story of John Wilkes. This

MP for Aylesbury famously founded Nodh Brifon, a publication that in April 1763
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attacked the ministry and person of the King. Gremville issued & general warrant
Tor Wilkes's arrest, bt this proved a contentious act, as the warrant did not specify
the name of the person - only the crime. Wikes was confined to the Tower of
London, but was subsequently released on grounds that these actions had
violated hiz pariementary privilege. By January 1764 Wilkes hed been expelied
from the Commaons, and fled overseas. Four years later he returned o the UK, and
caontested the parliamentary election st Middlesex in 1769, Wilkes's victory led to
his re-imprisonment, and ancther vote was called for. Athough Wikes continued
to poll mare than his rival, Coknel Luttrel, Pardiament voted to seat his opponent at

Westminster *?

Meredith proved aclive on the Wilkes case. In February 1764 he made several
attempts in Pardiamert to discuss the matter further, and wunsuccessfully moved
that "a genera warramd for apprehending and selzing the authors, printers, and
publishers of a sedifious libel, together with their papers, is nol warranted by
lawe'** By this time the Lverpool MP did not enjoy Grerwille's support, and
therefore Meredith went cutside of Westminster to make his case. He wrote 2
rebuttal 1o A Defence of he Majorly in the House of Commons, On the Quesion
relafing fo General Warrants, which had attacked the Opposition for sering 'the
Purposes of Party' ** Meredith's Reply fo the Defence of the Maiorify did not label

Wilkes as 'a pafriot’, but decried the power of the Court for interfering in political

f oroorman, Lomg Sighlaenth Gavlury, 221-8.
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issues. *? Meredith's 1769 pamphlet (The Oweston Siated, Whether the
Froeholders of Middlesex Losf their Right, by Voling for Mr Wilkes af the Lasf
Elecion?) did not question the abikty of the Commons to expel Wilkes, but mooted
the idea that it had "annihilated the votes of freemen ™ This pamphlet clearly
aticulated the views of the Rockinghams, referring fo 'odious.. Effects® and
Faclions. . jwhao] are the best Instruments of Service and Preservation to a bad
Govemment' ** This was a direct reference to that staple of Fockingham thought,

the 'secret influence” of the Court,

M eredith’s actions had several consequences. Brewer argued that because of the
quarrels between King, Pariament, and the public during the 1760s, individuaks
aticulated ‘the assumplions thal they entertained about poltical behaviour, and
the aspirations that they held for the poltical order' * Meredith was cleerly part of
this process. In some respects, however, this was of little consequence. The
Liverpoal MP's mdtions an Wilkes in Pardiament made Iitle headway, and a
subsequent resolution declaring general warrants illegal in April 1766 was ‘purely
symbolic’, ™ But Meredith did begin to move in Rockingham's circles. On The
Cuesfion Stated, the Marquis wrote! 'l like it most exceedingly and wish it soon

published' ¥ This association evertually paid off when Rockingham came fo
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power in 1765, and Meredith served ot the Admiralty. Despite the fall of the
Fockingham ministry in 1766, Sir Wiliam initizlly reteined his position at the
Admiraky. However, when Pit began removing other Rockinghams from
government, Meredith resigned in protest. This brought about the end of a short

period in office.

By the early-1770s Meredith's political loyalties shifted once again, as he moved
away from the Rockinghams, On 14 Movember 1770 Chathamite MP John
Cakrafl reported to PRt that Meredith was 'impatient 1o see your Lordship, and
adopt wour pl:ans'.ﬁ The Rockinghams hed their suspicions confirmed on 7 March
1771, when Meredith spoke against Willlam Dowideswells Jury Bill Intdeed,
Dowdeswell had been Chancellor of the Exchequer under Wentwarth Woodhouse.
In due course, the Rockinghans were glad to be rid of Meredih's group or ‘click. ¥
Sir William subsequently dritted into Lord Morh'’s camp. On 21 March 1771, the
Baronel rescued the prime minister from the cluiches of the London mob. *
Thereafter, North thanked Meredith for saving his life, and Sir Wiliam's famiby
enjoyed seweral promotions, Even Meredith's younger brother, the Reverend
Theophilus, was elkevated from Rector of Linton 1o the mare lucrstive benefice of
Fi-:-.ss--:-n-'n"l.l",lre.g'5 Sir William continued to be loosely associated with Morth into the

early stages of the War of Independence.
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In summary, whilstthe Liverpool MPs owned land and titles, and made attempts at
networking with the polifical elie, these fies proved weak., Generally, Liverpools
elected represematives held lowly lBnded fitles. Cunliffe was handicapped by
illness, and Pennam distracted by family businesses. For his part, Meredith
transferred his loyalties amongst several parliamentary groupings. This, in
paricular, limited his scope for influencing palicy. In the words of ome poltical
historian: "lost sheep never retumed._to the fold; such inconsistency could not be
forgiven,'™ \With the high tumover of ministies during the 1760s Liverpool's
members had the misforiune of being in power for anly 2 brief time, or were
consigned to Opposition benches for lengthy periods. Consequently, whilst the
town could reize its profie in Pariament, it could only achieve limited results. This

i5 illustrated by the international and imperial issues discussed below,

NORTH AMERICAN TRADE

Az Chapter One revealed, America accounted for up to 9 per cent of Liverpoals
overseas commerce during the eary-1760s. Therefore, it is unsurprising that the
town was vocal on Morth American commerce,™ An early exam ple from this period
was when Cunkffe presented a memorial o Whitehal from the Liverpool
merchants, complaining aboul the "l effects’ of large guantities of paper bills in
Virginia in 1763.% The follbwing year, in a relatively rare example of petitions from

Liverpoal manufacturers, those employed in making hats from beawver skins
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[presumably from Marth America) asked Parliament to repeal drawbachks [duty) on

this commodity. |

However, it was the Stamp Act crigis that proved the most significant challenge to
Liverpool's business inferests in the Thiteen Colonies between 1763 and 1773,
There were several reasons why Grenville introduced the measure. The most
important was to fil the budget deficit at the end of the Seven Yeers War, which
stood 2t £137 million.® Grenvile believed that esidents of the British Iskes were
already heavily taxed, and the Amercan colonsts should pay their fair share
towards imperial defence. Several measures were introduced to raise revenue in
these terrkories, such as the 1764 Sugar Act, However it was the Stamp Act,

which imposed duties on all prirted goods, that generated the mast mnlrnversy.“'

Cine of the earliest crtics of the stamp duties was Sir Willam Meredith, Spesking
in Parliament on B February 1765, he declared: "We ought..to be extremeby
delicate in imposing a burden upon others which we._not share ourselves ™ At
the second reading of the bill on 15 February, Sir William continued o voice his
apposition to the measure by invoking the issue of taxation without represenation.
Thizs paricular incident is noteworthy because Meredith presented a petition by
Edward Monaguy, the agem for Virgmes, therely demonsiraling Lverpool's wider

links to the lr;n'us-.n!'d:Ian1i-:.-:;:-mrr'u.n'li'g.-.‘in During the Stamp Act fiasco, Meredith was
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alzo counted amongst the most ‘zealous and indefatigable friends’ of Benjamin
Franklin, the agent for F"Eﬂnsyh.rania.“" Whilst in the metropole, these colonial
agents networked with government officials and politicians.™ Despite their leely
protests, MPs such as Meredith and the colonial agents were unable to prevent
the passzage of the Stamp Act, which received the Royal Assenton 22 March 175
They fziled to stop ts passage partially because their arguments challenged the
notion of pariamentary sovereigrty, which was ingrained on the official mind. To
challenge this weakened Weredith's postion, Another reason for Meredith’s faillure
was that the Liverpool MP had weak links with the colonial agenis. Regardless of
F ranklin's assertion, there were Tew references o Meredith in the papers of these
colonial messengers. Of these, most were made only in passing. Furthermore, by
spring 1765, Sir Willieam had mo ministerial patronage to support him. The
Liverpool MP disagreed with George Grenville over the appointment of personnel
at the local Customs House, and with the handling of the Wikes affair. Meanwhile,

Meredith's associates amongst the Rockinghams were not vel in powveer

Upon its introduction, the Stemp Act proved highly detrimental fo trans-Atlantic
commerce. Whilst the Amencan colonigts did not object to Pariament’s night to
regulate trade and levy customs duties, they opposed stamp duties because they
were & direct tax |levied by 2 body in which they were not physically represented.
Mob violence enguifed Boston, the Stamp Act Congress corvened in New York,

and cobnial businesses refused to import British manufactures. * This unleashed
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a plethara of lobbying activities by commercial towns in Britain. On 13 February
1766, Liverpool merchant Willam Healliday testitied before the House of Commons
American Committee that the value of Liverpodl's trade to Morth America was
typically £240 000 per annum. But, as a result of the crisis, most of Liverpool’s
American orders had been canceled These cicumstances hed other sdverse
consequences. Liverpool lost a tenth of ils African trade, and the guantity of
Manchester manufactured goods exported through the port was reduced. Halliday
stressed that the way to allevizte these ills was to repeal the Stamp Act™ To
support their goal, the Liverpool mercanile community formed two kbbbying
commitiees. One dealt with North America, whilst the other was concerned with
the West Indies, The former drafied a petiion calling for ‘speedy and effectual
Redress' of current events. Liverpool merchanis also attempled o enlist the
support of the Bristol Society of Merchamt Venlurers, to ensure that they were "as
unifomrn as possible’, However, the uncertain tone of this comespondence implies
that Liverpeol could not take Bristol for granted: We shall hope, if you approve the
measures we have laken, for your Concurrence therein, and request that you will
be pledged to tranamit us & Copy of any Memaorial or Petition You mean to

present”,®

Despiie the anizgonsms between bderedith and the merchant-dominsted
Corporation, on this occasion both parties found common cause in seeking the
repeal of the troublesome duties. At the start of 1766, they met at a Liverpool

coffes house to discuss the situetion, where Sir William delvered "3 most elegant
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and pathetic [emotional] speech an the present posture of affairs in America”®

Meredith confinued to meke the case for repeal through other channels. He
waorked zlongside noted merchant Barlow Trecothick, who had spent his formative
years in the Americas. By the time he moved to London in the 1750s, Trecothick
had become = pertner in @ Morth Americen firm. He was elso 2 gentleman,
purchasing over 5,000 acres of land by 1768.™ Barlow was pro-Fockingham, and
during the Stamp Act crisis served as chair of a general meeting of London
merchants. In this capacity, he sent circular |etters to commercial towns calling for
unified action, and # was Meredith who presented this ketter to the Liverpoal
merchants 7' The relationship between Sir Wikam and Trecothick developed
further after the Stamp Act debacle. On 8 June 1770 Merediths sister, Anne,
married Barkw, As we shall see, this familial tie proved wseful for Meredith until

Trecahick's passing in 1774,

Liverpodl's marcariile cammunity and their MP were pleased with the repeal of the
Stamp Act on 18 March 1766. Both had clearly worked hard to secure this
outcome, Mometheless, it would be incorrect fo atiribute repesl| solely to their
efiorts. The damage done to overseas trade was sizable and required rectification.
Henceforth, several British towns and the American colonists hed worked for
repeal, The replacement of Gremnvile, the architect of the Stemp Act by
Fockingham in July 1765, made withdrawal of these duties more likely. Meredith

was a member of the Rockingham ministry, but there is litle direct evidence that
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this prowved significant in bringing about repeal. Taken as a whole, the example of
Liverpool during the Stamp Act shows that provincial towns engaged with powerful
political networks. But, whilst they successfully raised their profile, it is debatable
how much influence they wislded on their own. As an endnote to the Stamp Act, in
1766 the Rockinghams [opponents of the Stamp Act) passed the Declaratory Act,
which codfied Parliament’s right to rmake laws and statules Tor the colonies "in all
cases whatsoever ™ This demonstrates an overarching unity to elie political
thinking. Regardless of political faction, the official mind was ahlvays st the
forefront, stressing  parliamenmary  sowversignty. This  piece of legislaton
subsequently caused Meredith embarmssment. He later claimed that he did not
consent to the Declaretory Act, as the colonists were not directly represented in
Wesiminster., But others refuted this asserdion, recalling how Sir William hed
intially cast an affirmative vote for the Act ™ Surely these cortradictions and

inconsistencies did not endear Meredith to elite politicians.

Liverpocl-related interests continued to be aclive on Americen affairs. By 17EB-
1767 the Townshend programme, so named after the Chancellor of the Exchequer,
infroduced legislation to tighten imperial control and raise revenue from the
colonists. An Amercan Board of Customs was to be esisblished and duties
imposed upon wine, ching, glzzs, paint, and tea, Townshend did not live to zee hig
programme implemented, and & was |eft to Grafton to collect these duties. Once
again, these actions incurred the wrath of the colonists. By 1768 the Cabinet

decided to repaal the programme. With Grafton's resignation, it was up o Lord
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Morth to implement this |:|1'.||h:.||.'.'-"' On 5 March 1770, coincidentally the same day as
the Boston Massacre, London merchants called for repeal of the tee duty. North
believed that repeal of the Townshend duties was necessary, excepl for the lewvy
upon tea Indeed, he did not wish to undermine Parliament's right to ta the
colonists. Meredith was amongst those who followed the merchants, and called for
total repeal. No doubt influenced by Trecothick, Sir Willam believed that # made
no sense to maimain one duty whilst revoking the others. The Liverpool MP was in
the minority when the Commaons rejected the London petition. ™ This example
shows that whilst Liverpool-related imerests did not abways take the kead in
debates (in this case they followed London), they could stil cortribute. But in
desiring total repeal, Sk Wiliam went against Wesiminster's desire fo protect
parfiamentary sovereignty, Ancther reason why Meredih cowld nmot win over
colleagues on this vote was because his association with the Rockinghams was

waning, and he had not yet gone over to Marth.

AFRICA AND THE WEST INDHES

The Liverpool mercentile community wveed diferent methods to sefeguard this
branch of trade. Sometimes local slave traders petitioned higher authorities on
their own personal initiative. For example, in 1767 Miles Barber complained to the
Earl of Shelburne, Secretary of State for the Southern Deparment, that the
Governor of Fort James in the River Gambia was obstructing his agents.
Alternatively, some Liverpool slavers used collective action to suppart their goals.

In August 1765, they presented & memorial to the Treesury noting that the contract
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for slaves at Havanah had been 'annulld by order of the Cout of Spain’. The
signatories included prominent merchants such es Hobert Armitege and the

Heywood brothers, and they desired a return to the status quo.™

Another method was for the Liverpool merchants to work alongside their landed
MPs. In the aftermath of the Seven Years War, Meredith sert a peftition on their
behalf to the Treasury. It stated that since the British had captured Guadeloupe in
1759, 43 vessels had seiled from Liverpool to that island with over 12,000 slaves,
Business had become so lucrative that the merchants urged the Crown to
remember this during peace r&g:ntiatinn.s.m Giwen the undoubted differences
between Meredith and the Corporation, this co-operation might seem surprising.
vel Sir William was still one of the town's elected representatives. In the event, the
pleas of the Liverpool merchantz were overruled, and Guadebupe returned to
France, Thisreinforced Uverpools relative lack of clout in the metropolis, Instead,
policy-makers were more concerned sbowt Cuebes. The Board of Trade reporied
that possession of Canada allowed greater fishing rights on the St. Lawrence
River, the extension of the fur trede, and achievement of strategic superiority over

the Bourbons. Thus, this terr@ony was not returned 1o Fra nee, ™

Meredith probably sent this petition o the Treasury because he knew @ man on
the spot. Charles Jenkinson, the future 1 Ear of Liverpool, became a Secretary 1o

the Treasury in 1762 under Gremville. Both Meredith and Jenkinson hailed from

landed backgrounds [Jenkinson was the son of Oxfordshire gentry), and both were
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associated with Grenville for a while, and both eventually cooled towards the prime
minister, Indeed, Jenkinson disliked Grenville's suspicion of him, which was based
upon his prior support for Bute. Nonetheless, the relationship between Meredith
and Jenkinson was limited. It apparently did not survive beyond 17E4. The future
Earl of Liverpool was critical of the Fockinghams, whilst Meredith actively courted
them. ™ There are noticeably fewer surviving letters between Jenkinson and
Meredith from 1764 - around the time that Meredith entered Wentworth-
Woodhouse's circle® Evidently poltical loyaliies affected the longevity of poliical

netaworks.

Another vehicle the merchants used 1o promote Liverpool's interests was the
African Company of Merchants. This organisation enpyed some preslige, as the
Board of Trade often asked it to forward information regarding the African
market, ¥ As members of this company, Liverpool merchanis pleyed 2 role in
supphying this data. The Liverpool merchants also soliciied the imvalvement of their
MPz with the African Company. In May 1772 Sir William prezsenied their petition to
the Commaons, which complained sbout mismanagement within the Company. It
alleged that there were flaws in the franchise that elected the organisation’s
governors. A bill for regulating the elections of committeemen of the African
Company was subsequently intreduced But, whilst receiving its thid reading on
20 bay, the bil ran into sizable oppositon. Edmund Burke, the MP for Wendover

and loyal supporter of Hockingham, argued this law subverted the current
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franchise. Meredith countered this by stressing that he favoured a new law to
clarify circumstances, but the bil wes eventually defeated ® Meredith lost because,
a5 we shall see in the case of the EIC, eighteenth cemury governmenis were
reluctant to meddle in the affairs of private companies. Ancther contributory factor
for the Liverpool MP*s defeat was, once again, that he did not cullivate sustainable
netwarks. By 1772 Meredith had moved out of the Rockinghamite circle, and was
now openly opposed by Burke. The latter had been Wentworth-\Woodhouse's
privele secretary, and his persistence and concentration made him a formidable

pariamentary debater. ®

Liverpool's other MP, Richard Pennant, held longstanding nterests in the West
Indies, and was therefore involved in this bblby too. In 1773 Liverpoal merchams
sent a petition to Lord North requesting the extension of free ports in Jamaica and
Dominica, These facifties had successfuly zllowed the free importation and
exportation of merchandise. ® The folbwing year Pennant confirmed from a
pariamentary committee thet this scheme had indeed been successful, and the
matter progressed further in the House.™ Given his links to the Caribbean, one
might have expected more from Pennznt on this matter in Westminster, But this
relative lack of aclivity was probably due to his pre-occupation with the family

business.
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EUROPEAN TRADE

Records from 1763 highlight a particular challenge to Liverpool's European trading
interests. That summer it became known that an addtional duty was 1o be levied
upon rock sak in the Austrian Netherdands. A letter from the Ead of Habfax,
Secretary of State for the Northern Depardment, noted & 50 per cent duty would
threaten the sale of colonial tobecco in Europe, a5 well as the expordation of salt
from Liverpool. ™ The secretary of the Commissioners of Trade was therefore
ordered to tranemit Halfax's letter to the Mayor of LE-.I'Er|:|-.'.:|r|:-|.E"!I Established in 169E,
the Commissioners of Trade were 3 precursor fo the Bozrd of Trade. During the
eighteenth century this body remained a "potent factor' in determining policy.® By
October 1763 the Mavor of Liverpool had responded to the Commissioners
request, and the mercharts sent a memorial to London ™ At the behest of central
government, Liverpool sent delegates to Westminster to provide testimory on the
European salt trade. ™ To further their goals, the Liverpool merchants also sent 2
formal petition to the Commissioners, but this was |aler rejected Indeed, the
document did not specify whether trade should remain upon #s present fool’ orif a
monopoly should be granted. ¥ By 5 March 1784 Meredith attended the
commission, and presemed another memorial from the Liverpool businessmen *

is not clear if the Liverpool lobby successfully opposed the rock salt duty. Howewver,
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the directing nature of the metropolis over the provinces & clearly demaonstrated.

After all, it wes London that informed Liverpool of the situation in Europe.

It should alzo be added that the Liverpood merchants hed @ man on the spot
amongst the Commissioners of Trade. Bamber Gascoyne hailed from the senvice
sector, being a lawyer by trade and entering Parliament as the represemative for
Maldon in 1761. By April 1763 he had commenced his role as Lord Commissioner.
Gascoyne had several links to Liverpool. On 24 Januery 1757 he maried Mary,
the daugkter and coheir of [saac Green of Childwall Abbey.™ His ties to Liverpool
also proved enduring, as his son was the town's MF from 1780 to 1796, Evidently
the Corporation of Liverpool thought very highly of the Elder Gascoyne. In 1778 it
thanked hirm for *his many great impartant and eminert Serices done this Town ™
However, we should not exaggerate Bamber's support for Liverpudlian interests.
There is little evidence from the Journal of the Commissioners that Gascoyne used
his position o disproporiionately help Liverpool in the case of rock sall, or in
general Bamber also involeed himself in local politics, which alarmed Meredith.
Indeed, the |atter once noted: "Gascoin [siq is making interest at Liverpool whe
[sit] he is sure to be joined by a great part of the Corporation.'™ Gascovne's
medding in Liverpool politics is futher evidence of the split between the
mercantie Corporation and Meredith, which weakened the town's lobbying

capacity.
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GREENLAND AND WHALING

Cn 18 January 1768 the Liverpool merchants sent a petiion to Westminster
concerning Whaling. With the conclusion of the Seven Yeers War, and the offering
of a bounty of 40 shillings to saltors, # was claimed that the British whaling industry
was growing. Nevertheless, this financial incentive was due to expire in the near
future, and the Liverpool merchants petitioned Parlement to grant them additional
relief.® To add weight to their application, Liverpool merchant George Campbell
delivered a testimony in Parliament ™ Richard Pennant also sat on the commitiee
that considered the whale fishery, and it wes he who presented its findings to
Parliament in February 1768 " After reviewing documents from provincial towns,
such as Liverpoal and Edinburgh, the Commons decided to extend the bounty until
late 1770. Pennant and Meredith were amongst those who introduced this
I:au:_;|islati|t:u1."]1 Fegardless of this outcome, whalng continued to be a headache far
Liverpoal. The Briish did not as yet fully master whaling techniques, and Arctic
working conditions did not help. As a result, British whaling was in the doldrums for
several years, as men kst heart and withdrew their ships. For a time, even Whitby
and Hull abandoned this business aliogether. In contrast, Liverpool stayed with it,
but required help." In February 1769 lbcal manufeciurers, such as tanners and
shoemakers, 25 well as senice sector dealers, complained that the whale fishery

was becoming untenable. Hence, to make business more competitive, they called
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for the Excise on sealsking to be reduced.'™ The Excise Office in London, which
advised the Lors Commissioners of the Treesury, suppored this Liverpool
petiticn. They concluded that a reduction in this duty would prove advamageous 1o

the leather trade, 'and may possibly prove beneficia to the Revenue' '

Overall, Liverpool's record an the Greenland fishery during the late-1760s
indicates that the town was active in Parliament. |f Liverpool worked alongside
other provincial towns, then it could achieve some positive resulls in its favour.
However, much still depended upon the acquiescence of the metropole. Even in
1753 London consfiluted just ower half of British whalng interests. 't was

indisputably the centre of whaling, and wasto remain 5o for 2 long time®, 3

THE ROYAL NAVY

Liverpool was not 3 Foyval Dockyard, but 25 8 mapr port t enjoyed some input
aver naval affairs. Between July 1765 and December 17EE, Meredith served on
the Board of Admiralty. This was the highest level of the Mavy's civil administration,
and typically comprised of MPs. Such 2n sppoimment was immedistely beneficial
for Meredith. Not only did the seat provide a salary, but it elevated his social
standing through serving the Crown.'™ It also consolidated Meredith's position in
Liverpool. He was never popular with the Corporation, and since it was standard
practice for an MP to seek re-election  he entered government, here was an

opportunity for the Council to unseat him. But, in the eventuality, Meredith secured
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re-election. Constiuents ‘'expressed . their approbation of his conduct in

Parliament... and at his being made one of the Lords of the Admiralty. "™’

Even so, this posting did not substantially enhance Liverpool's lobbying
capebilities, The Board of Admiralty only dealt with routine neval metters, For
example, in the summer of 17635, Meredith and his colleagues ordered that the
chaplain of HMS Panfher be paid, and that the sloop Wasp be fitted out for
Channel duty."™ The Board of Admiralty was not an executive decision-making
body. Instead, the real power resided within the Nawy Board, which oversaw
warship construction and maintenance. It was also comprised of naval expers.
This was in sharp contrast fo the Board of Admiralty, which often met on an
informal basis. Nor was full attendance required, as only three out of the seven
commissioners were necessary fo be -:p.l:-ratu.mlnde:d Meredith did not attend
the Board regularly. In addition, Sir Wiliam was on the Board of Admiralty for 2
limied time only. When Pt came to power in July 1766, Meredith stayed on. But
the removal of Lord Edgecumbe, a prominent Hockinghamite, from gowernment

prompted Meredih’s resignation atter only seventeen months.'™

THE EAST INDIA COMPANY

Cne of the most comenlious issues of the age was the manzgemen of the EIC.
Criginally conceived as a monopolistic trading organisation in the seventeerth

century, a hundred years |ater the Company had become a fiscal-military state in
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its own ril,j.|h’:.111 International warfare and the directives of Robert Clie led to
territorial acquisitions on the Indian subcontinent By 1765 the Company had
efiectively taken control of Bengzl, Bihar, and Orissa, and was trading with
imperial China. These developments sparked questions of a constitutional and
economic nature back home. The EIC faced grave financial problems, and was
distracted by factionsl infighting in East India House. It was feared that comparny
servarts (nabobs) were returning to the UK with ill-gotten riches, and corrupting
the political system '™ These circumstances invited a series of responses from
London. In 1767 it was agreed that the Company would retain its commercial and
territarial privileges, on the condition that it restricted speculative invesiments, and
paid £400,000 per ennum fo the Exchequer, This armangement failed beceuse of
the EIC's sizable dekls, the great Bengal Tamine of 1769-1770, and because of 3
European credit crunch. Mast importantly, the Regulating Act of 1773 restructured

India's government '™

The Eritish provinces were not diorced from these events. By 1767 merchants in
Bristol, Glasgow, and Dublin were preparing to petition Parlizment for the opening

114

of trade to India.” ~ Liverpool merchants were also active on this issue, and hoped
that East India Chambers would be established around the c:uuntrg,'-‘“g' Eventually
such initiatives came to nothing. Bristol MP Matthew Brickdele recalled in 1768
that the House received the petitions of Liverpool and Somerset with alarm. They

considered it ‘a very exraordinary Step to have Petitions offer'd to open a Trade
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established in & Company, by a Charter, under an Act of Parliament. "% These
were standard objections towards reform of the Company, and helps explain why
these petitions faled Indeed, the Liverpool mercantile community was challenging
the contemporary consensus, which guaranteed the chartered rights of companies.
Brickdale therefore umged the Bristol lobby not to weste eny more fime on Indian
reform. This instruction also implies that the Liverpoal and Bristol kbbbies were not

working together on this issue.

However, Liverpool-related interests did not give up on Indian reform. On 13 April
1772, MP for Preston Coknel John Burgoyne was frustrated with the slbow
progress on East Indian matters. He successfully moved in Parliament for 2 Select
Committee to enquire into the 'nature, state, and condition of the East India
Company'. Meredith seconded this proposal, and hoped the committee would
shed light on the “millions of people under distress as a result of the compary’. On
16 April aver 30 members from a wide spectrum of opinion were chosen to sit on
this body. It included critics of the EIC such as Burgoyne and Meredith, as well as
Robert Clive hirmsell and the ministry's Solicitor- and Attorney- Generals,'” The
Select Committee had the power 1o call wilnesses and review the scocourds of the
EIC."¥|n the words of the writer Horace Walpole, Meredith and Burgoyne were

'hot on the pursuit’ of Clive,'™
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Cn 10 May 1773 Burgoyne resolved that money had ilegally been appropriated
from Indian rulers. COnce again, Sir Wiliam seconded such motions. Meredith also
used this as an opportunity 1o express his own views, arguing that there were two
possible courses of action. Firstly, Parliament could legislate the affairs of the EIC
« but he was reluctant to do thizs because the great distance between Britain and
Indiz made this impractical. Secondly, the commities could make an example of
somebody. Although Sir Willam personally disliked this option, he believed it was
necessary fo prevent eastern averice from spreading westwards. Meredith was
subsequently criticised by Solicitor-General Wedderburn for offering “odious
insnualions'. Clive also altacked Weredith on similar gmunds.mlndtn:l, Clive no
doubt included the Uwverpool MP as one of those ‘erwiows and ressntful
indviduals. .[who] tumed the whole Attack against me'.™ By 21 May 1773, the
report of the committee was taken into final consideration. This paved the way for
an epic parliamentary baitle, which lasted into the early hours of the morning.
W eredith seconded Burgoyne's resolution that Clive had acquired excessive lodl in
India, and had 'abused the powers with which he was infrusted. Various
amendments were proposed which newtralised the original motion. In the end,
Wedderburn successiully resolved that Clive did "al the same time, render great
and, meritorious service to this country’. " Unable to obtain a censure of Clive,

Burgoyne [and evidently Meredith) did not press for additional charges.

Thus, whilst Meredith undoubtedly raised his profile, his effective input on EIC

afieirs was limited. Sir William did not attend every session of the Select
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Committee. ¥

Furthermore, Burgoyne's commitiee was not the onb body
scrutinising the Company. In November 1772, Morth moved for a Secret
Commiltee to secure the 'speedy and effective relief” of the EIC. Ultimately, the
Secret Committer was quicker than the Select Committer, and paved the way for
‘restraining’ the organisation from sending commissioners to BEengal. Meredith and
Pennant were not represented on this forum.™* Nor did the Liverpool MPs make
any lengthy interventions in other areas of Indian reform. Meredith spoke once on
the restraining issue on 18 December 1772, '° According to Cobbett's Hisfory,
Meredith only spoke briefly on North's regulating Bill, on 3 and 10 June 1773
This evidence corfirms that whilst the provinces were vocal, they rarely converled

this energy into substantive policy changes

There were several reasons for Meredith’s lack of success. Parliamentary
management cefainly plaved a role. Despite ramours that Clve bouaht people’s
votes, Wedderburn's forceful defences of Clive thwared the Opposition, ™
Meredith's fragile parliamentary aliances played a role too. Because he hed
moved sway from the Fockinghems, S William could not enlist their support.
Even if he had, their input would have been negligible. The Rockinghams were
numencally small by the early-1770s, and were spit over the EIC. Whilst some
stressed the senclity of charered rights, others shifted positions s new facts
emerged. '™ Meredith could have attempted to enlist the support of North, but the

prime minister had other goals in mind. Whist North needed to appease
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colleagues who wanted action on the Company, he could not sacrifice Clive who
was broadly supportive of the ministry. Thus, it would be left to Burgoyne to defeat
Clive - which he failed to accomplish. ™ Meanwhile, Meredith could not take family
relations for granted His other sister, Mary, had married Lord Frederick Campbell
on 28 March 1768. A young lawyer elected as Member for Glesgow Burghs
between 1761 and 1780, Campbell aigned himself to Bute and the Bediords, and
often voted with the ministry. He therefore disagreed with Meredith by criticising

repeal of the Stamp Act, and on 21 May 1773 opposed Burgoyne's resolutions. '™

Meredith also failed because his position in Liverpool was not safe. One source
wirote 1o Lord Clve in 1773 that Meredith's ‘conduct to you is generally condemned
by a many' in the constituency ' Schemes were therefore hatched to parachule
Clive into Liverpool at the next general election, but these ultimately proved
fruitless."™ This is evidence of the sirsined reletionship between the Corporation
and some MPs. Combined, this evidence shows the limits of Liverpoal’s influence

in the metropolis on matters imperial.

CONCLUSIONS

Liverpool's lobby in the decade after 1763, comprising chiefly of merchants and

landed elite, ulilised different methods to get their message across. This included

correspondence with other provincial towns, sending delegates with petitions to
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Wesiminster, working at forums such as the African Comparny of Merchants,
developing links with other MPs, and men on the spot in London. Despite this
activity, however, the amalysis presented here suppons the argument of Cain and
Hopkins that the provinces did not enjoy significant influence in the corridars of

POWET.

Liverpool's lack of imput was due to several reasons. The vague tone of
correspondence with Bristol during the Stamp Act crisis, and sttempts to open the
Asian market in 1767, reveal weak networks amongst provincial towns (although
thiz was less the case with Edinburgh over whaling). Whilst there were occasions
when the local landed interest did co-operate with the merchants, such as the
Stamp Act crisis, this was not always 50, Indeed, Sir Wiliam Meredith was
concerned about the Corporation's relationship with Bamber Gascoyne the Elder.
Evidently the ties that bound the Liverpool MPs to the Corporation were frequently
strained, or profo-gentiemanty capitalisl. Liverpodls elecled regresemative were
also often out of favour with incumbent administrations. They owed this, in part, to
their relatively bl landed titles. In additon, Cunliffe was hendicapped by illness,
Fennant was hindered by adminisierng his famiy's business nlerests, and
Meredith frequently transferred his paoltical loyalties, rendering him suspect to the
differemt parliamentary factions. Nor could Meredith slways rely upon family ties,
Wheseas Barlow Trecothick assisted Sir Willam during the Stamp Act debacle,
Frederick Campbell boked the other way during reform of the EIC. The high
turnover of minktres during the 1760z meant that Uiverpool's members had the
misfortune of being in power for only brief periods, or being consigned 1o the

Cpposition benches for lengthy durations. Some of Liverpool's demands wene
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seemingly too radical for the official mind to stomach Ewvidently calling for the
opening of the Eastern trede challenged the established charered rights of

COmpanies.

Events in the Thiteen Colonies had concerned British commercial lobbies up to
1773. However, even as Iate as the general election the following year, America
was hardly 2 key campaign issue in many constituencies.™ Yet, thereafter, the
colonies would prove 8 major headeche for British imperial suthorities, The next
thapter considers Liverpool's influence over the policy-making process in London

during the War of Independence.
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CHAPTER THREE:

1774-1783: LIVERPOOL IN LONDON
DURING A PERIOD OF
REVOLUTION AND WARFARE

This chapler moves the analysis from a period of colonial unrest to & decade of
warfare and revolution. In 1774 the British responded to the Boston Tee Party by
passing the so-called 'Coercive Acts’. By Aprl 1773 fighting had erupted between
British troops and colonial minutemen in Massachusetts. The colonists besieged
Boston, and the British were lafer forced to evacuate the town, As the US
Congress mobilsed resources, the corflict spread throughout the American
colonies. British defeat at Saratoga in 1777 eventually spawned an imternational
war, Thereafter, France openly sided with the Americans, with Spain and the
Metherlands (Hollend) commencing hostilities against Britzin in 1779 and 1780,
respectively. Power struggles were now waged on a global scale in European
walers, the West Indies, Africa, and India.' Besides its emormous geographical
scale, this conflict was significant because it was & revolutionary war. In 1776 the
colonists declared |ndependence from Britain, and adopted republicanism over
monarchism.” The conflict in America effectively came to an end in 1781 when
Brifish troops were surrounded by Allied forces et Yorktown, Virginia. Two years

later the Treaty of Paris recognised LIS independence.
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In this decade of conflict, the struclure of the Liverpool bbby remained prota-
gentlemanly capitalist. Manufecturing was present, but still overshadowed by
mercamile and landed interests. But there were some changes in the lobby after
1774. local mercartile organisation became more formalised with  the
establishment of a Chamber of Commerce and a Committee of Trade, There was
also a turnover in the town's MPs after the 1780 election, and the Earl of Derby
became more politically active. Commerce remained the chief tem on the agenda
of the lobby [although manufacturing was not ignored). Finally, whilst the Liverpool
lobby raised its profile and achieved some policy successes, most of the resulis
were qualfied. The reasons for this were in line with the paolitical impediments
taced in the 1763-1773 period: weak kobbying ties to cerain other urban areas,
squzbbles amangst the merchants, proto-gentlemaniy capitalist inks between the
merchant-dominated Corporation and landed MPs, and these MPs were often owut
of fevour with incumbent administretions, sometimes because they eppeared oo

radical for the official mind,

HIGH POLITICS, 1774-1783

Ta understand the relative keck of success of the Liverpool bbby during these
years, we need to contextualize the YWestminster politics of the era. MNorth's
ministry lasted from 1770 fo 1782, and wes therefore responsible for prosecuting
the American War. Absorbing members of the Opposition, and being approved of
by George lll, this government was initially atrm-g.a But, by 1780, it had lost much

ot its vitality. Morih was physically exhzusted and faced an uncerizin outcome in

: B. Cemaughoa, SiilEh Folidics Frd e Amencyt Sevciidon The Pel de War 1773- 75 |Londan,
15543, 280290, and K. Pawe, Enfish Podlics and i Amanicay Sevoddion [Hasngeloka, 19303, 7l
18

;.



162

an international war. Attempis to stabilise the ministry by negotiating with the
Oppaosition feiled. However, British victory st Camden in August 1780 suggesied
that triumph in Amenca was still possible. Thus, in a bid to out-manoeuvre the
Oppaosition, an election was called in |ate 1780 - a year earlier than expected.
Morth continued as prime minister for two more years.* His government finally
unravelied after Corrallis's surrender & Yorktown in auturrm 1781, Although
Britain retained key bridgeheads in America, such as New York and Charleston,
defeat in Virginia ‘corvinced a majority that victory was impossible and s2aled
Marth's fate’. The polfical will to continue the war evaporated, Pariament voled 1o

end military operations in America, and North resigned in March 17823

A key reason why the Morth ministry sundved as long as it did was the weakness
of its opponents, which were split amongst two key groups. The first were the
supporters of WentworthWoodhouse (the Marguis of Fockingham). The second
were the Chathamites, or followers of the Elder Pift. MNeither of these factions
tormed a close working relationship. The Rockinghams advocated the concept of
party, something that the independent Chatham did not. Conversely, Pitt was
notorioush  difficult to work with. The American War presented significant
stumbling blocks for Morth's critics. Bven members of the Opposition supported
pariamentary sovereignty over the colonies, Thersfore, how could they criticise
the Government for enforcing this policy? British defeat at Samtoga in 1777
temporarily relieved the Opposition from these shackles, and it was briefly able to
argue thet GB could not win the war, But Bourbon intervention cast these critics in

an wnpatriotic light The Rockinghams and Chathamites were ako split over the
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principle of American independence. The former were prepared to accept it, whilst
the latter were not, Pitt had been celebrated as the architect of British victory in the
Seven YWears War, and was nol going to zocept dsmemberment of empire.
Chatham died in 1778, and leadership of his group fell to William Petty, 2™ Ear of

Shelburne ®

The Rockinghamites and Chathamites finally returned to power in 1782. However,
their time in office was brief and chactic. Wentworth-Woodhouse died after only 2
few morths as prime minister, and was replaced by the aloof Shelburne.” The
Fockinghamite Charles Fox was especially critical of the new premier. Whemras
Fox was prepared to grent immediate independence to the coknists, fo disrupt the
Franco-American aliance, Shelburne wanted concessions from Congress. Thus,
when Shelburne became First Lord of the Treasury several key Rockinghams
resigned, including Fox, Portlend, and Burke. Shelburne was especially vulnerable
since Lord Morth believed the ministry's peace preliminanes were (0o kenent. Thus,
in an unlikely alliance, Fox and the Morhites combined to defeat Shelbume’s
peace programme in Februany 1782 The latter resigned, and was replaced by
the Fox-Morh coalfion [with the Duke of Portland as its nominal head). The
aliance between Fox and MNorth, two men who had attacked each ather during the
American Wer, was seen s unprincipled, Their ministry hed come into existence
against the King's wishes. This placed the Commaons at loggerheads with the

sovereign, who still wielded considerable Flalmnag-e.* The coalitton was in office
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between Aprl and December 1783, and therefore signed of the Treaty of Paris
that tormally brought the American Wer to an end. However, the King exacied
revenge that December. Fox's India Bill would have estended parliamentary
aversight of the EIC, thereby restricting the influence of the Crown. Athough the
Commeonz voted in fevour of this |egislation, George successtully encouraged the
Lords to reject it This resuked in the dismissal of the minisiry, and Pit the
Wounger was appointed First Lord of the Tr:asurr.mThua was the national
political erwironment that the Liverpool lobby had to contend with, As we shall see,
the town's pariarnentary links to the North government gradually eroded bebween
1777 and 1780. Thereafter, the new MPs sided with North, but this was a faltering
sdministration. Both of these developments cudailed Liverpool's abiliy to influence

Wesiminsier,

THE LIYERPOOL LOBBY 1774-1783:
STRUCTURE AND EFFICACY

There were some manufaciuring interests amongst the Liverpool lobby during this
percd. In March 1777 kbeal hatters and fell makers complained to Pardiament
against a bil regulating prices and hows of work. "' Three years parlier the
Corporation had also sent & pefition fo Westminster protesting & bill preverting the
movement of stones from the Caermarvon seashore. This disturbed local

manufacturing because these stones were used for paving Liverpool's sireets and

" @G orman, Long Eighleenth Camlury, 214-6.
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constructing turnpikes. ' However, whilst this example supports the notion of
Liverpool being involved in manufaduring, # also reinforces the importance of
services, Indeed, the petition referred to turnpikes and rozds [(Cain and Hopkins

associated transport with services).

Generally, ihe town's lobby remained dominated by the merchants and landed
glte. The Ilatter continsed to be the bedrock of Liverpool's parliamentary
representation. Yet Rikhard Pennant's guasi-zristocratic credentials, as =
substantial landowner in Wales and the West Indies, continued ta hald little sway
in Westminster. The reasons for his lack of success between 1774 and 1783
mirrored those of 1767-1773. He had an uncerzin relationship with the Opposition,
and was distracted by the family business. The latier took wp even more of his
time during the early-1780s, as his father became 1. Pennant lost his bid for re-
election in 1780, but was returned to Liverpoal four years leter as Baron Penrhyn,
Although this is after the period covered by this thesis, it is worth briefly
considering because it reveals the only partial entrée of Liverpool interests into
high society. Az & Baron, Pennant became & peer — something that eluded
Cunlifie and Meredith, who were merely baronets. But Penmant acquired an Irish
peerage, which was relatively low key by the standards of the day.'* This suggests

a lack of =ocial capital on Richard's part,
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For S William Meredith, the same reasons for his ineffectiveness in Westminster
during the years 17631773 remained. Chief was his tendency to firt with ditferent
pariamentary groups. During the early-1770s he had been moving away from
Wemwornh-Woodhouse, and gravitating towards MNorth. The Liverpool MP's
association with Morth reached s peak in 1774, when he aftained office as
Comptraller of the Household. For a time, Meredith seemed to be an influential
figure. He came into contact with George Ill, serving as a link between the
monarch and legislature.'® Meredith ako hed access to other members of the
Royal Famiy. The Fellx Farley newspaper recorded: 'l 15 talked that the Right
Hon. Sir Willlam Meredith will soon be appairied Governor to the Princes William -
Henry and Edward, 3d and 4™ sons to their Majestys [sic).'™ There is alko
evidence that Meredith had socess to dipbmatic channels, InJuly 1777 Sir William
passed shipping news onto Viscount Weymouth, Secretary of State for the

Southern Depariment, who in furn transmitted it to the French ambassador. ¥

Howewver, we should not over-state the importance of Meredih's nesw position

Whilst it was cloaked with symboliem, such s = white staff of office, financial

remuneration, and lodgings, the Comptraller of the Household was & sinecure, ™

Furthermore, henving been promoted under North, Meredith faced political attacks

from his former colleagues in the Opposition. In & debete on religious policy on 5

May 1774, Edmund Burke sarcasticaly noled the Comptroller's ‘uniformity of

conduct, and disingenuwously  asserted that  Meredith was  C‘an
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unhblemished... Senalor. The result was continued laughter in the chamber, and
the Liverpool MP declined maoving = vote.'* There were also signz that Meredith
was not trusted by the sdministration. The lzck of references to Sir William in
Morth's manuscripts suggests that the Comptroller was not amongst the prime
minister's inner circle. This was ikely due to bMeradith's previous associgion with
Rockingham. The Mddleser Journa’ ako hinled that the ministry deliberately
failed to salisty S William because he became s0 Yorward in signalizing [sic)

himsai . Henceforth, Meredith’s influence was curtailed.

Meredith’s |lovalties sewung again in December 1777, when he resigned as
Comptraller. Cuite why he chose to do this is debatable. Perhaps the Liverpool MP
had endured enpugh attacks from the Opposition, or fekR ministers were
manipulating him. Howewver, it could also have been due to principle. Regardless,
his decision to resign had consequences, In Parliament on 10 December 1777,
Wikes propesed repealing every act on America since 1763, This led o a heated
discussion in the chamber, to which Sir William cortributed. However, thers were
accusations that Meredith had deserted miniglers 'in their how of dismay’, after
Burgoyne's defest at Saratoga® This incident demonstrates Meredith's declining
reputation, which was further eroded when he returned to the Opposition. Although
Meredith sent a letter to Rockingham thanking him for pessing on his best wishes

during finess, the damage was done.™ Meredith was “treated by both sides with

" Edmund Budea, Speach on Slavical Subscriabon, § May 1774, m P. Langlod, ad., Tive Wrilings
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equal contempt’ ® Sir'William's ability 1o get things done in Parliament was further
eroded by the decay in his famiy's relations. Thiswas paricularly evident with his
three brother-in-laws. Frederck Vane did not stand duwring the 1774 election,
Barlow Trecothick died in May 1775, and Meredith continued to have differences

with Frederick Campbeill.

Howewver, there were significant personnel changes in the Liverpool pariamentary
lobby after 1780. The general election that year returned Frederick Naorth to office.
This did not bode well for Meredith and Pennant, who were, to varying degrees,
associated with the Opposition. Consequently, the former retired due to ill-health
[although his declining steture was probably the deciding factor) Penmant was
later defeated at the poll These evenils demonstrated the weak ties belween the
mercartie Corporation and the previous landed MPs. Two new individuals were
brought into office, Althowgh they were not tkled, they can be seen as having
potentialy qentlemanly capitalst credentizls. Bamber Gascowne the Younger
hailed from the landed classes and service sector. His mother's family owned
Chidwall Hall and his father, the Elder Gascoyne, served on the Board of Trade,
The yvounger Gascoyne atended Magdslen College and had wnderzken the
Grand Tour befiting a young gentleman during the 1770s. In & repeating pattern
Tor Liverpool's MP's, howewer, his ability to influence policy was questionable, The
Hiztory of Parfarmers noled Bamber generally voted with North's government after
1780, but this fell two years later®* The other member for Liverpool was the

merchent Henry Rawlinson, who had 2 brief and lacklustre political career, Indeed,
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™ Wamiar and Brooka, HP: The Hewse of Commeons T754-1 780 Veduma /. 492

1h3

he did not stand for re-election in 1784, and died two years later. “* The Wounger
Gascoyne and Rewlineon enjoyed closer relations with the Corporation than either
Meredith or Penmam. Hence, it can be argued that their ties and credentials were
more genflemanly capitalist than Meredith's or Pennant's. Neverheless, proto-
gentlemanly ties were more evident during this period as a whole, as Meredith and

Fennant were the chief parBamentary representatives.

A peripheral figure in the Liverpool pariamentary bbby was Edward Smith-Stanley,
a scion of the house of Derby. Elecled to mpresent Lancashire in the House of
Commeons in 1774, he moved to the Lords when he became the 12™ Earl in 1778
However, political ties between the 12% Earl of Derby and the Liverpools MPs
were limited. There appears to be only one example of Lord Stanley working
alongside Sir Wiliam. Indeed, on 28 January 1775 both men presented pelitions

from Manchester and Liverpool regarding the poor state of American trade ™

Smith-Stanley's abilky fo exercize major influence in Wesiminster was diminished
by several factors. He ‘preferred (0 occupy hirmsel in the dulies of social |fe rather
than the troublesome arena of polRics’. He was also distracted by events in his
privete life. In 1779, Derin"s wife left hirm for the Duke of Dorset Smith-Stanley’s
refusal o divoree her, and to grant sccess fo their children, added to the scandal”

It was mot umtil the follbwing year that both partners strove to settle. ¥ Most
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importantly, when Derby finally became vocal on the American War after 1777, he
became a critic of the Morth ministry = which was to remain in office for most of
thiz period. The 12" Eard had initially supporied coercion against the colonists,
stressing the legislative ‘omnipotence’ of pariament # But SmithStanley’s
cotwersion took place amidst the backgrownd of his uncle's defeat at Saratoga.
General Burgoyne had proposed crushing the American rebellion by splitting the
colonies in half by marching through upstate New York. This was a difficult task,
as it required treversing forested wilderness. Eventually that October the British
capitulated at Saratoga, often seen as & watershed moment encowaging France
to openly side with the colonists. However, these events were significant for Smith-
Stanley too. The vanguished Burgoyne returned home, but as MP for Preston he
beleved there were aftempis o silence him in Parliament. ™ Because of these
events, Burgoyne and Derby gravitated towards the Opposition Burgoyne later
wrote that he was glad to 222 his nephew “take the (ead inthe Howss of Lords' on
the Amerizan business. B, even i Derby was vocal, he was unlikely to achieve
resulls. The Opposition returned to power in 1782, ot a very late stage in the
conflict, Furthermore, Derby was associated with the wrong® component of the
Rockingham-Shelbume ministry. In & letier to Derby, Burgoyne praised Portland
and Charles Fox as true patriots’?' These were men from the Rockinghamite
wing of the Government, but Wentworth- Woodhowse was only in office for & matter
of momhs befare dying. Shelburne took over thereafter, This was unfortunate for
Derby, as Fox and Shelburne were political foes. |t was not urtil the Fox-Morh

coalition that Derby held office as Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster. Thiz was

A Coaball PHE Volume 18, 1757,
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a historical title that included administration of the Duchy's estates™ But even

then, Derby held this position for only four mo thg ¥

Whilst the Liverpool, and some of the Lancashire, MPs did not prove wvery
influentizd, what of the other branch of the Liverpool bbby —the mercantile interest?
They continued to send pettions and delegates to Parliament, the Treasury, Board
of Trade, Privy Council, and African Company. The merchant-dominated Liverpool
Corporation also confinued to network with men on the spot in London, such as
the Elder Gascoyne. However, there were majgpr structural changes in the
Liverpool commercial lobby after 1774, This included the establishment of a
Chamber of Commerce and the Corporation's Committee of Trade, which was

discussed in Chapler One.®

Bennett argued that the Liverpoal Chamber was suocessful in is bbbying
activities. This was based upon the self-assessment of the Chamber itse¥. Of the
iggues identified, 15 (42.9 per cent) were judged o be successful, 3 (8.6 percent)
probably successful, and a further 3 (8.6 per cent) with some influence, i not
entirely positive. This resulted in an over BD per cent sSuccess rate. ¥ Bennett
argued that this echievement was due to its membership being inter-linked through
shared business, social and family networks. ™ However, upon reflection, this
figure does seem inflated. Even Bennett acknowledged that this was based upon

the Chamber's oan spin, attempling of course, fo justfy it own existence,
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Fesulls were actualy more varied — lobbying achieved success to differemt
degrees: immediate, partial, and h:-ng-terrn.r'rThE Chamber alko endwed sizable
problems. Although it cormes ponded with other provincial towns, not eveny location
[mamely Bristol) wished to work closely with its rivals in Liverpool. Greater
provincial co-operation only came with the establishment of the Glasgow Chamber
of Commerce in the early-1780s, ot the end of the American War™® Furthermore,
the Liverpool Chamber and Committee of Trade did not initialy enpy a
harmonious relationship. it was not wntil 1783 that their memberships began to
overtap. Amidst intermal disputes snd turnover inm membership, the Chamber
dissolved in 1756.® Nor was the Committee of Trade especially long-lasting:
sitting on 118 occasions, it folded in 1784.* Let us now see how these Liverpool

dynamics played out in London on imperial matiers up to 1783,

THE QUEBEC ACT, 1774

After the Seven Years War, Canada was placed under Briteh military rule.
Howewver, the French Canadiens remained in the majority. North believed that i
British authority was to be preserved, then colonizl suthorities needed to secure
the loyalty of the French population. It was therefore proposed that a Governor
would rule elongside a nominated legislative counci of British and French advisors.
French law would continue, 25 would the free practice of Catholicism *' William Pit,

often depicted as the architect of British victory n 1763, denounced these
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measures in the Lords in June 1774, He argued that the English system should
teke precedence over French law, and that the bolstering of Catholicism wes

unthinkable **

Sir¥William Meredith, at this time a member of North's govemment, hardly features
in the pariamentary debates on this issue. No doubt he was stil reeling from
Burke's devastating attack upon his character in May. Thus, he voiced an opinion
on the matter outside Parliament. In the pamphlet A Leffer o fhe Eard of Chatham
Meredith acknowiedged the contribution made by Fill to the "dlorious era’, when
Mew France had been added to the Empire. However, Sir Wiliam perted compary
with Chatharm by supporting Morth's legistation, He argued that the system of
government in Canada was confused, hence threatening the liberty of the people.
It utifsed both English and French laws, which meant 'no man knew by what right
he could take, or aive, inhert, convey, possesses, of enjoy propery.” Such
circumstances enabled the Crown to amend the stalute books. Therefore,
Meredith asked rheforically, "what less than despotism is the power of the crown
when it can creste or imterpret, establish, or destroy laws, by vitue of s own
mandates?™? Sir William claimed that North's Quebee Act improved the system of
governmernt by clerifying the rules. In doing so, it preserved the rights of
Englishmen®* An unknown author later contradicted the Comptroller's arguments,
Whilst a legiskative council would be introduced, this remained insufficient for

preserving ibetdy, a= i members remained the King's nominees. Furthermore,
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the threat of absolutiem continued because Catholic ceremonies were retained * It
i hard to imagine Morth opposing the content of Meredith’s fract, especially since
it suppored the minisiry. Meverheless, there is litlle evidence of the prime minister
praising the document. Again, whilst members of the Liverpoal-lobby raised their

profile, they did not command significant influence.

SUPPORT FOR COERCION, 1774-1775

A series of events paved the way for major unrest in the Thirteen Colonies, In kMay
1773 Parliamem passed the Tea Act to save the EIC from bankruptey. Under this
legizlation duties paid on tea were returned to the Company directly, and sold only
throwgh designated sgents, Althowgh this made tes cheaper in America, the act re-
opened the vexed guestion of taxation in the colonies. On 16 December 1773 six
radical Sons of Liberly, disguised as Indians, boarded the company ship
Dzrmowth in Boston harbour. They destroyed 342 chests of tes, vaelued at
£10,000. * London viewed this act of vandalism as a challenge to imperial
authonty. Therefore, between 1774 and 1775 there was a flurry of activity in
Wiesiminster, MNorth's government infroduced legisiation designed to isolate and
punish Boston. However, it had precisely the opposite effect by unifying the
colonies against the mother country. On 5 September 1774 the first Continental
Congress met in Philadelphia to discuss the situstion. British control in the
colonies began to unmvel as Patriot militias hoarded weapons. The follwing April
British troops were ordered to recowver guns in rural Massachusetts, which led fo

armed confrontations at Lexington and Concord, igniting the Revolutionary War,
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Cn 20 May 1774 Willamson's General Advedfiser noted that there was
pariamentary opposition to the Government's coercive measwes, The Duke of
Richmond, and nine ofher Peers, are said o have entered a Protest against the
Bill..for reguisting the...government of M assachusetts’ By 27 May there were
rumours that the minisiry would pin forces with Wiliam Pitt. There was =lso
uncerainty amongst the London mercantile community.*? Wiliamson's General
Adveriser printed a lefter from the capital on 20 January 1775 stafing: The
commercial part of this city begin fo feel a very sensible alerm at the firm and
temperate proceeding of the American Congress; and mamy wise men entertain
the most melanchaly apprehensions’. In a mave that initially seems 1o weaken the
pre-eminence and exclusivity of London in the Cain-Hopkins thesis, metropolitan

merzhants called upon Liverpool and Manchester to sponsor their iniliatives -

But, given that merchants in the capital called upon other commercial centres, this
suggesis that London-based inferests were aware of the importance of mobilizing
wider opinion. Evidently Landon businessmen were not isolated from provincial
inferests. The ecample of America after 1774 therefore ‘reinforces the point that
when City and provincizl men co-operated, proceedings were usuwally dictated by
London” ¥ Liverpool's lack of effectiveness is indicated here. In December 1774,
the Chamber of Commerce edopted the cautious strategy of sending a circular
lefter to ather trading fowns, wishing to know their opinions on current events. A
more asserlive style was |ater adopled on 14 January 1775 when the Chamber

sent & petition to Parliament re-steting the importence of the American market. By

T itk pmsons Genar Advertiser, 20 May 1774.
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26 January a delegation of Liverpool merchants went o Westminster for several

weeks Regrettably, ‘no security could be obtained' **

A key reason for Liverpool's inahility to take advantage of this particular situation
wasthe pariamentary lobby's lack of unity, On 19 April 1774 Pennant attacked the
ministry, seconding an Cppasition motion o repeal the Tea Duly. He argued that
raising revenue in America rullified the chartered rights of colonial assemblies.
Crifics of this resolufion included the government's Solcitor-General, who believed
this motion embaldened the colonists. Chalenging the principle of parfamentany
autharty, this moation failed to pmgrcss.ﬂ In contrast, Sir William suppored the
ministry's agenda, He made contributions to parliamentary debates on some of the
coercive measures, including the Boston Port Bill, the Quartering Act, and Justice
Act. ¥ Nevertheless, Meredth's contribution to the M assachusetts Government Bill
[which altered the province's charter) is better recorded. Receiving its third reading
on 2 May 1774, the Liverpool MP stated that whilst he opposed taxing America he
ackmowledged the supremacy of Britain over #s colomies. Supporting
pariamentary sovereignty, Meredith said that now that Americans had resisted an
Act of Parliament and desirayed properly, it was Time 10 regulate the course of

justice." He waswith the Government when the bill passed in the affirmative.*

Despite siding with the ministry during this period, and being on the winning side,

there i still pvidence thet Sir Wiliam was not highly regarded by his peers. On 23
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Janumary 1775, a London Aldeman requested that the Commons consider a
petition from the capitals merchants on the state of America, and refer it to the
commities already koking into this matier. But the Government benches were
opposed to this because the pre-existing papers had laid the groundwork for
coercion. ‘Lord Morth therefore, by his friend S William Meredith, moved that this
petfition should be referred to a cormmittee of €5 oway’. With govermment suppor,
Meredith's amendment passed 197 voles to 81. However, Thomas Townshend
MF observed that the Liverpool MP was being laughed 3 by his new friends’ in
ﬂ{IT.I'EH"I'IMEI'I't.ﬁ Mor was Meredith popular with the Opposifion. In spring 1775,
Morth successfully moved for a bill restraining the commerce of New England.
During the debate, opposition MP Sir George Saville argued that since the
Americans had been taxed wihout their consent, the colonists were in a state of
justifiable rebelion’. Sir YWilliam rebuotted this claimn, nofing that such taxes in
America had been legally pessed under the 1766 Declaratory Act. Meredith also
stated that he 'did and ever would oppose the principle of taing Amenca’
However, critics pounced upon the contradictions in Meredith’s argument. How
could an MP that opposed taxing America support the Coercive Acts? The lack
of respect for Sir William, on both sides of the politcal azle, demonstrates the

weakness of his networks, reducing his ability to influence palicy.
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SHIFTING SUPPORT AND CRITICISM OF THE WAR, 1777-1780

At the start of the conflict both Meredith and Derby favoured coercion, However,
afier the British defest at Saratoga in 1777, both men changed their positions.
They now became vocal critics of the struggle. It was not that they supported
American independence per se. In 1778 Meredith pontificated 't was a certain
known truth that & was not the interest of America to insist an [independence).' ™
But they did chject to the Government's justfication for the conflict, and the
manner of the war effort. Although Meredith and Derby woiced their opposition,
their substantial impact was imited The patriofic fide that swep the nation after
Bourban intervention in 1777 reduced the potency of their arguments. By criticising
the rrinistnds policy of resforing impesial authorty 0 Armerica, they appeared to

chalenge padiamentary sovereignty and the official mind.

After 1777, Sir Wiliam derded the rmnistry's justiication for the war, Indeed, he
argued that the laws of nature did not suppon the conflict. These views found
expression in his 1778 pamphlet, Hisforical Remarks on the Taxafion of Free
Siafes. An amhology of |etters written by the Liverpool MP, the second letter
identified animal species that nurured their young. Paremal care showld also
extend from = mother country to its colonies. ¥ Meredith also chalenged the
Government's legal justification for the conflict. Morth wes dedicsted to upholding
pariamentary sovereignly in the colbnies, which was codified in the Declaratory
Act. However, on B April 1778, Meredith called for repeal of this legislation. 1t was

one of ‘several obnoxious Acts' that made reconcilation with the colonists unlikeby,

¥ Cosball PHE Volume 13, 1204.7
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Smconded by opposition MP Sir George Yonge, the motion was delayed by the

ministry indefinitehy,

Both Meredith and Derby opposed the Americen War because of their anger
ggainst perceived ministerial incompetence. Following the King's Speech to
Parliamert in November 1778, in which George re-stated his determination to fight
the war, the Commons oconsidered the traditional Address of Thanks to the
monarch. But Fox and Townshend proposed establishing 2 committee to
investigate the misconduct of ministers. Meredith contributed 1o the debate, and
bhelieved that American independence was 'not to be avoided while ministers
spoke one language, and held another’, Fox's molion went down to defeat against
governmen maﬁ:rties.m After the same speech, Derby was amongst those who
voted against the Address of Thanks in the Lords. He charged that the Cabinet
had been weak, impalitic, and that they hed trested Burgoyne disgracefully
Regardiess, Derby and the Cppostion were unsuccessiul in stopping the Address.
The preamble to Smith-Stanley"s speech was significant. He hoped that he would
not be “charged with inconsistency of conduct’, as he supported Britain's right to
tax its American possession but voted sgainst the Address of Thanks.® This
implies that Derby knew his pasition seemed opportunistic, and therefore reduced

hig influence in the corridors of pPoWET,

Both Meredith and Smith-Stanley favoured peece initiatives. On 11 June 1778 Sir

William maoved that & pefition be sent to the King to secure an end to the war, The
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speech was well received by Charles Fa, who described it as ‘one of the finest
we ever heard. ™ However, the Ministry rejected Meredith’'s motion because
Congress refused 1o deal with Britain unless George 1l ackrowledged the United
States The implication of Meredith's initiative was that t challenged parliamentary
sovereignty, and easily failed without a division.™ il Meredith's proposal had
some impact, # not concrete success, Only a matler of days later David Hartley,
MP for Kingston-upon-Hull, reintroduced virtually the same motion. Meredith wryly
reminded Hariley that his ocwn resclution had failed ™ The prime minister also
informed the King abowt Meredith's inliative. Unsurprisingly, George expressed
disapproval of the motion, describing it as very mischievous' A amith-Stanley also
tevoured peece negofiations with America. In the House of Lords on 7 December
1778 PBeckingham sfacked the meanifesto released by the wnsuccessiul
commission under the Earl of Carlisle. This delegation had been sent ta America
to discuss peace, but proved fruitless. Insteed, its members signed a document
proposing to fight the war to the finsh " Fockingham called for an address to the
King expressing the Lord's disapprobation of the docurment. Derby cortributed 1o
the debate, describing this document as a ‘bloody edict’ that dishonoured Great

Britain Again, the Opposition's motion succumbed to North's majority,®

Members of the Liverpool parliamentary lobby also criicised the management of

the land war. In February 1778, Barringlon, Secretary at War, urged Parliament to
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raise new troops. In doing so, North claimed that the ministry was merely drawing
upon past precedents, However, Sir William was amongst those who suggested
that the Government was misimerpreting the record. Whilst Pitt had indeed raised
troops in 1758, these were old regiments that had previously been approved by
Parliamert. Monetheless, Meredith was in the minority when 223 MPs voted with
the administration. This particular example illuslrates the decling in Meredth's
reputation, and the tensions within the Liverpool lobby. Bamber Gascoyne, MP for
Truro and close associete of the Liverpool Corporstion, openly criticised Sir
Williarm, Gascoyvne thought 'little regard was due to what was said by one in whom
no confidence could be placed.' Meredith retoded: it was "a pity [Gascoyne] stopt

[=ic], as abuse from himwas great praise, '™

The Liwerpudlian pariamentarians were especially critical of the conduct of the
navel war, By 1778 the French had become involved in the conilict, and their fleet
salled from Touwlbn on 13 April. This was significam as it threastened British sea
power in the Atlartic. 25 May 1778 was a busy day in the House on naval issues.
The Rockinghamite Duke of Richmond had spoken at grest length, and Meredith
moved three resolutions: that Ministers had intelligence on the saling of the
French ships, that no orders were sent urti 28 April, and that ministers were
inattentive. The outcome indicated that Liverpool MPs could get some things done
in Parliament [albeit qualified). The first resolution passed 117 to 91, But when the

subsequent motions came to a vote, North successfully moved for an adjournment.
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All Meredith could do was to insinuate that this was a ploy to prevent discussing

ministerial rEr!;,|I'|=_'~-::l.E"i

The Keppel-Paliser affair was one of the most infamous episodes from the war. In
the summer of 1778, Admiral Avgusius Keppel engaged & French fleet at the
indecisive Batile at Ushant. The British commander ardered vessels under Sir

Hugh Pallizer to come to his aid. However, Sir Hugh claimed that he could not see

Keppel's signal. By Decemnber, Palliser had called for Keppel to be court-martialied.

This was speedily adhered to, fuelling rumours that the move was politically
motivated. Indeed, whereas Keppel was affilisted with the Opposition, Paliser had
ties to the Earl of Sandwich, First Lord of the Admiralty. Held in early 1779, the trial
ultimately acquitted Keppel. Palkser subsequently called far his own trial, which
cleared his name too.™ Meredith played a role in this drama, akhouwgh it was minor
and wnfruitful. On 11 December 1778, Tempell Lutirel MP called for the trial of
Hugh Palliser, for allegedly disobeying arders. North opposed it, believing there
was no evidence to support this claim. Surprigingly, Meredith sided with the prime
minister, and successfully moved that the Iatter part of the resclution be omitted,™
Howeyver, the matier continued on 3 March 1779 when Fos proposed censuring
the Admiralty for sending Keppel with too small a force. During his interrogation,
Keppel supplied evidence to F e’z questions, [ was mooted that this evidence be
taken down in writing. But the ministry regarded this as being un-parliamenary, as

witnesses required notice before giving evidence. Meredith moved for the
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evidence to be written down, but was unsuccessful in the face of government

resistance.

LIVERPOOL'S OVERSEAS TRADE DURING THE AMERIC AN WAR

The crigis in the Thiteen Colonies disrupted Uverpools Atlartic trade. Mot
surprisingly, different branches of the town's [obby were active in supporing thess
interests. This section does not deal speciically with Norh American commerce,
as this will be addressed in full in the next chepter. But the internationalisation of
the American conflict had knock-on efiects for the European marke!. An example
from spring 1774 [admittedly prior to the war) futher illustrates Sic William
Meredith's ineffectiveness. Parliament was considering the declining state of the
Britizsh linen trade. Various explanations were proposed, including s handicap
through constrained credit supplies and increased foreign competition. On 17 May,
Frederick Campbell (Sir Willam's brother-in-lew) hoped to save this business by
plazing 2 bounty upon the exporis of British and Irish liners. This was not a new
idea, as it had been in operation urtil 1756 This call found support from Lord
Maorth, so long as it did not threaten other branches of trade. However, Meredith
opposad his relative’s sugoestion on the grounds that the previous duty hed
damaged the cotton trade. The vote was 128 for the duty, B3 agai nst.”™ Meredith

was again in the minority, and cleerly family ties did not alweys guerantee support.
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The Greenland trade also continued to vex the local commercial lobby. Miltary
contlict had led fo the contraction of the British whaling fleet, and by 1777 press
gangs captured the crewmen from wihalers - who were officially exempt from this
a-:ti'..'il'y.h Thus, on 14 February 1775 the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce
pefiticned Parliament to continue the 40s. bounty upon the Greenland Trade.
However this came to nothing. ™ By January 1782 the Liverpool (and Hull)
merchants were again calling for new bounties for the Greenland ships. Parfament
subseguently acguiesced in Uverpools reguest ™ Although the bbby was
successful on this ooccasion, the fact that this issue repeatedy came up suggests

that the Liverpoal businessmen did not always achieve positive outcomes.

Irish trade was also problematic for Liverpool after 1775 Indesd, with the outbreak
of hostilities, Irish Patriots identified with the Amercan cause. |t was therefore
mooted in London that some concessions be granted to Ireland. On 2 April 1778
the Commons decided to establish a committee o consider the state of the Irish
trade. By 7 April, there were proposals for Irish-produced goods to be expored
directly from there on British ships to British terrtories. Opponents feared that
chesper Irish taxes and labour would damage Briish manufaciwing, and this

ensured that there was a lengthy debate on this matter in the Commons. ™ At this
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stage the key element of reform, the lrish Import Bill, was defeated in the Lords. ™

However, as we shall see, this was only & short-term success for Liverpool.

The second city of empire played a vocal role in opposing this legislation. On 28
March 1778, Liverpool's Committee of Trade learned of the proposals, which
enabled greater commerce between lreland and the West Indies. The Commitiee
responded by drawing up a petition opposing thiz scheme, and on 15 April sent
circular letters to the mayors of several towns criticising plans to open the African
trade to Ireland. Three days later, the Commitiee pressured MPs to defeat the
bil. ™ Cther local groups opposed this legislation, including Liverpool
manufaciurers, such as soap bolers.™ Bamber Gascoyne provided support to the
Liverpoal interest too. On 19 May, he successfully moved in Pariament that duties
be levied upon articles that were to be exported under the Irish Importation Bin ¥
This presumably went against the nofion of opening Irish trade, delighting the
Liverpoal Carparation. Hence, on 7 Oclober the Corporaton thanked Gascoyne far
'hiz many great important and eminent Services done this Town...[and)...on the

Irigh Trade Bills in particular, ®

At this stege, the Liverpool lobby hed successfully opposed the reforms to Irish

trade. But we canngt sttribute this solely to the interventions of the second city of
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empire. By May 1778 a flurry of petitions against this proposed Iegislation
swamped Westminster. They ceme from a variety of locations, including Blackburn,
Glasgow, and Lancaster, reflecting widespread opposition from both senvices and
rna'mJ..l'fi:»l:!_ur'rll.:.|.a:t Here was a successful instance of provincial co-operation. The
seilcloth makers of Liverpool Warrington, Preston, Wigan, and sewveral other
pla=es, also sent 3 united petiion to London criticising the bill. They restated their
eocomomic arguments, and irvoked the belief that importing sails from Ireland
would compromise British security during wartime ¥ Despite its ability to raise its
wvoice, Liverpoal cleary had to enlist the support of provincial towns and men on
the spot in London, if it was to succeed. But perhaps the key factor here was that
Lord Morth was firing of his premiership, end henceforth allbwed the measure to

be defeated.®

et, in the longer term, the Liverpool lobby did not succeed in opposing reform to
Irish trade. The failure of reform in 1778 generated a considerable backlash in
Ireland, resulting in the boycott of English goods, and the ‘Buy Irsh’ campaigns.
War with France, the formation of Irish Volunteers, and escalation of public
distontent, eventually compelied London to grant the lrish free trade” hetween

1778 and 1780. This was not tantamaount to Eisser-fzire economics, but instead

® Joumal ol Iha Housa ol Sommans, 5 May 1778 953-7, Houea ol Commans Padiamanlary
Papare Orrdina, hEpifam lipapare chachwych oo uiTulllaxiTullias Lo Paraa=homn mdids fhe-
M O0TEandsow ca=andpaganum=3andmasullNum=andank Bs =andquanyid=andbackio=FULLR ECa
ndivam SamchiHElorn=andeaars iy ilhin=ande howa li=andan lamga=mdgaoF e lH i=and SEARCH 5T
RMG=: accassad 1 Juma 2014

* Danalas, Housa ol Commone, & May 1775, Housa ol Commone Failiamaniary Fages Onina,
180294 hilp#aalisagars.chadwech ool homa do; acosssad 1 Juna 2014,

* Pawy, British Podtics, 91-2.

L1gr

granted Ireland full access to colonial commerce, and a repeal of restrictions upon

glass and wool

The biggest issue for Liverpool's overseas trade during these vears was anguably
the African-West Indian nexus. Different elements of the Liverpool bbby raised
their woices on thiz subject, and often achieved only 'hit and miss’ results in
influencing palicy. In November 1774 the Liverpool Chamber of Commerce noted
that the Jamaican Assembly hed levied 40s. per head upon impored slaves. The
Chamber therefore pettioned the Earl of Dardmouth, Secretary of 3tate for the
Cokonies, requesting the ‘suppressing’ of this act, fearing that it made frade less
lucrative  Giher commercial forums proiested this duty too, including the African
Company of Merchants and mercantile counterparts in Bristol and London. By 12
December representatives from these towns had attended the Boerd of Trade ®
As 2 sign of Eimited success, Jamaicen dufies continued to be problematic for
Liverpoal. On 26 January 1773 the Chamber of Commerce sought to recover the
duty levied upon slaves. Vet a want of unanimity’ prevented this from progres=ing
further, In Februarny yet another memorial was sent to Dadmouth, opposing an
additional duty of £5 levied upon every Megro imponed imo Jamaica over the sge
of 30 Another Liverpool delegation therefore attended the Board of Trade. But, on

this occasion, the town was successful, The Board judged the Act to be improper,
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and the governor of Jamaica was instructed not to give his assent to any similar

lzwes in future, ™

The issue of shipping supplies to the Ceribbean was crucial, but again Liverpool
enjoyed only mixed lobbying fortunes, On 20 November 1775 the Chamber of
Commemrce obsered that the West Indies were deprived of provisions from harth
America. It therefore petitioned Parliament to grant permission to export certain
supplies to British America, Permission was obtained, but under restrictions. There
were also difficulties regarding the supplying of vessels traversing the Triangular
Trade. The outbreak of war with America imposed resfrictions on the exportation
of arms on British vessels. This being detrimental to the African trade, the
Chamber sent a petition to the King on 6 September 1775, hoping for permission
to ship ammunition in vessels going fo Africa. Thomas Case and Thomas
Hodgson Junior were dispaiched to London to support this measure, and made
some headway. However, & similar inilistiee on 5 September 1776 provided no
‘effectual relief. ® As a consequence, several merchants became individually
active on this issue. On 3 June 1777 Gill Slater asked the Bozrd of Trade for
pEMMission to export sundry ordinance and military stores from Liverpool o St
Vincent The Board criticised Slater for not idertifying how his vessel would take
these supplies, and rejected his request, L But on other occepsions some
individuals were successful. Shipbuilder Roger Fisher wanted o export miltary

stores to Africa for the purpose of trade, as well as to carry swivel guns. After the
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vessel had been inspected, the Board concluded that carrying swivel guns was
unnecessary to secure the ship, But they had no objection to the first pert of the

pefition, provided that the Customs were financially compensated. ™

1777 proved to be an important vear for the African market. In the face of declining
trade, questions surfaced regarding the competency of the African Compary. That
February the Board of Trade wrote to merchants in Bristol and Liverpool, calling
for information on the state of the African business, The Board also requested that
the Commissioners of the Customs list all the vessels belonging to Liverpoal and
Bristol that had cleared to Africa since 1750. But all of this proved a dificult
experience for Liverpool The Commissioners compleined about the impossibility
of prepanng salistactory accounts of the Liverpool ships. As a resulk, the town's
Mayar, William Croshie, ifformed the authorifies that a beal committes had been
formed to consider this issue. A report was eventually lzid before Pariament, but
additional problems surfaced on 4 April 1777, when John Cobsan of the Chamber

of Commerce wrote to Bristol:

Cine can scarce svoid suspecting, that the intentions of Administration is to
let the remainder of the Session slip over, without further attention to this
matter, \We can not however be content fo give the matier up, . from the

Malpractices af the Cormpany's Servants, We are slill willing 10 entertain
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hopes, that those abuses may be in a great measure, ¥ not totally
removed *?

Dobson concleded by requesting that Bristol share ts thoughts on the matter. This
suggests that these towns did not slways do so, and that links between these
provincial commercial centres were rarely close. Furher complications arose 25
on 27 May, when a Liverpool deputation attended the Board to prove unidertified
‘allegations contained in the report sent from thence’, By June the immediate

matter was seemingly &t an end. i

Gther elements of the Liverpool bbby were active on the trans-Aflantic slave trade
during the war years. Indeed, Meredith spoke on this matier in Parliament on 5
June 1777. Morth proposed that £13,00D be paid to the African Compamy for
maintaining their gerrisons, but not to discharge their debis. Alongside several
MPs, including Burke, Meredith supported the proposal. Failure to supply this
money would jeopardise access to valuable commaodities, such as mahogany and
palm oil. For once, Meredith was in the majority. Mevertheless, the debate
exposed the proto-gentlemanty capitalist divisions between the landed Liverpoal
MF and the mercantile Corporation. The later's advocate, Bamber Gastoyne, was
Widlent in his censure of the African company’, and presumably opposed the
measure. *? It seems unlikely that these issues were ubimately resolved fo
Liverpodl's merchants satisfaction. A lefter from Gill Slater, president of the

Chamber of Commence, fo Bristol on 12 &pril 1779 noted that they were ‘much
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alarmed [by).. the Advocates of Momopok®, and that the low ebb of trade

strengthenad 'the hands of our opponerts’. ®

The Liverpoal lobby also strove to protect the territorial security of British
possessions in the Caribbean, again with mixed results. At the forefront of thiz
struggle was Richard Pennant In early-1777 he brought the banker Sir Roger
Harries before the House. The latter was examined by Meredith as a witness to
‘the distressed situation of the West India Islands.” Sir Robe's testimony afforded
‘areat saisfaction’ in the Commans.” Neverheless, in 2 sign that matters were
not resohed, Pennant mentioned Jamaica in the Commons again in December
1778, He moved for an eddress demanding copies of the complaints by the
Jamaican assembly, which desired sdditional prefedion fom the Bourbons, Both
the American Secrelary and primne minister opposed Pennant’s proposal, anguing
that it compromised national security,® In early-1780 Pennant presented a petition
signed by eighty merchants. It complained that London hed not done enough to
protect Jamaica. The ensuing debate saw the Secretary of State for the Colonies,
George Germain, mobilise government supporters to defeat the petition. -
Lindeterred by his lack of parliamentary success, Pennant supported the West
Indian bbby outside of Westminster. He attended a meeting at a London tavern on
15 October 1778, fo help finance a regiment for the protection of Jamaica. A

subscripfion was opened up, and Pennant himself confributed £100. Y7 By

February 1781 another West Indian commitiee had been established to support
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the 'sufferers of calamities in Jamaica and Barbados.' This was inresponse 1o the
hurricene that had devastated the islands the previous yeer. Pennant contributed
to the scheme alongside notables such as the Mayor of London. '™ Thus, whilst

Pennant had been vocal, in final analysis his initiatives bore little frui.

The: British attack upon the Dutch island of St. Bustatius in February 1781 had
repercussions for the newly elected Liverpool MPs too. After the assault, it was
alleged that British commanders had acquired personal weslth for themsebhes, at
the detriment of military operations. In Parliamert on 14 May Burke criticised the
flagrant acts of injustice committed by the commanders'. He therefore moved that
an address be sent fo the King, requesting that memorials on this matter be laid
before the House. This was seconded by Br Stanley, who had presenied a petition
from 100 Liwerpool merchants affected by these corfiscations. Stanley also
alleged that neither of the Liverpool MPs had presented this document In
response, Bamber Gascoyne the Younger rebulted this sccusation, claiming that
both he and Henry Rawlinson had seen two similar documents. Mot only had they
written back to Liverpool regarding one of the petitions (fo which they had not
receied a response), but they had forwarded the olher document 1o the Ameican
dapaﬂment.m'l'his incident calls into question the effectiveness of the Younger

Gascoyne and of Rewlinson,
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THE END OF THE WAR AND THE PEACE TREATY

Cn 25 MNovember 1781 news resched London of Cornwalis's surrender at
Yarkiown This did not automaticaly spell the end of the war, a5 imperial forces
still oocupied New York, Charleston, and Savannah. However, it paved the way far
the end of the Morth ministry, The Government's decline was not immediate, as it
held on to office for another fowr months, During this time it still inflicied several
defeats upon the Opposiion For example, on 27 November 1781 the King
delvered his speech to Parliament. Amidst the backdrop of Yorktown, George still
wished to presecute the war, The subsequent Address of Thanks criticised the
enemies of Britain, and included a clause to keep on fighting. The Opposition
called for the remowval of this padicular clause. '™ Smith-Stanley was amongst
them, and in an attempt to cest himself a5 2 patriot, Derby claimed that the King
was 'held under a delusion’, and therefore onl "honest and wise counsel fram
Parliament could ‘remove the bandages from his eves’. But this was to no avai
The ministry's majoity defested this amendment, which had challenged

parliameniary sovereignty over America.'™

The weakness of the Opposition was further exposed in early-1782, when the
Lords resoled itsel into a commiltee to consider the defeat st Yorktown. The
Duke of Chandos, then gravitating fowerds Shelburne, moved that this setback
was stiribulable to poor planning. The First Lord of the Admiralty, Sandwich,

opposad this, suggesling that defeat was an accident. Chandos's mation ultimately
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fell to a ministerial majority. However, the incident also demonstrated the prrsonal
wgakness of Derty. In response to Sandwich's testimony, Smith-Stanley referred

to the 'impudence’ of the minister. For this he was called to order, 'S

The moment that Lord MNorth was finally defested also indicated the Liverpool MP*s
lack of poltical sawy. On 27 February 1782 General Comway moved that
continuing the war in America would prove detrimental to Britain, and strengthen
the hands of her European foes. This wes essentizlly 2 call to halt offensive
operations in the colonies. MNorth oppased it, and the Atorney-General proposed
an edjpurnment The Lierpool MPs, Bamber Gascoyne and Henry Rawlinson,
were pro-North, and therefore voted in fawour of the bresk. Under most
circumstances, siding with Morth would have resulted in beirg in the majority. But
on this occcasion the Liverpool MPs were in the minarity.'® As Cogliano poirted
out, after Yorktown and with rising debis, there was declining enthusiasm for the
American conflict ™7 By now the tide was moving Whilst not inked to Liverpool,
the example of Sir Horace Mann [MP for Maidstone) during this debate &
indicative of the shift in aftitudes, Mann had previously supported the American
War, on the grounds that it had been just and practical. Mevertheless, 'his eves
werne now open' and he hoped to end the struggle. Comeay's original motion

passed, against the votes of the ministry end &s followers, 10 Then, on 15 March

WE g, 98399
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1782, 8ir John Fous of Suffolk moved a motion of no confidence in the minisiry.
Rawdinson's vole is not recorded, buf Gascoyne opposed Rous's mation, '™
However, Gascoyne was in the mirority, and Morth resigned on 20 March. These
events clearly show how out of step Gascoyne [and probably Rawlinson) were

with the political mood at the time.

With the installation of the Rockingham-Shelburne ministry in March 1782, the
question of settling the peace became of paramownt importance. Mevertheless,
this subject demonstrated that Derby was estranged from the ministry, and
therefore achieved litle. Being an ally of Charles Fox, Smith-Stanley stood to gain
from & Rockingham premiership. But Wentworth-Woodhousas's sudden death
propelled Shelburne iro office. This was bad news for both Fox and Derby. As a
resull, the latter spent considerable time in 1782 attacking the new leader. In the
Lords on 11 July Derby queried, in front of Shelburne, why Fox had resigned from
the ministry. The prime minstier did net offer & formal reply, bul speculated that
Fox had resigned because he had become the chief minister. """ Tengions between
Derby and Shelburne also simmered over the peace treaty. On 28 November the
British and Amercans signed a2 provisional agreement, whereby the LK
acknowledged the independence of the US. "' On 13 December the Lords
questioned this provisional treaty. Earl Fitzwilliam compleined that whilst the upper

chamber understoad the ierms 1o be conditional, the Commaons believed them 1o

andimo mEsach Hitlows mdeamchiwilhineandehowal k= mdanl rgasamdgoloFislHileand SEARCHS
TRING=; accassad 25 Juna 201 4,

" Dgnala i Patiamenl 15 Mawch 1782, 480, Housa ol Commone Pavlismenlary Pagare onlina,
hlp:#aaviaanars chadwyck.oo usul Bslulilaxldo?aea= hoppandid=ar 1 T80 _1 PG

000375 andeaLr o= andpaganum=3dandmaau i um=andanlrist= mdquary ld=mdaas b= FULLREG
ardim mSaach Hislory=andsaachitilhin=andshowall=andan| aga=andgoloF islHil=and SEARCHSE
TRING= aoxaesad 25 Juma 200 4).

"0 Codaall, PHE, Volume 23 200-1

" Coglima, Savoiulicmeny Ameics, 55

;.



155

be unconditional Therefore, Fitzwiliam wanted a clarifying remark from the
premier. Shelburne refused to offer a simple enswer, stating that he was bound by
his office to keep "the secrets of the King'. This did not satisfy Derty, who
demanded a plain statement whether the Americans were ‘independent or not'.

V2 1t is not recorded how

But again, Shelburne refused to provide a clear response.
this comersation ended, but given the smoothness of Shelbume's evasiveness, i

seems that Derby exercised limited influence.

The House of Commons also discussed the peace preliminaries, which split the
incumbert Lierpool MPs. MNorth was a political opponemt of Shelburne, and
therefore voted against the peace preliminaries. However, the Liverpool MPs, who
were nominally Morthites, divided aver the issue. Whikt Rawlinson favoured
Shelbume's proposals, Gascoyne went against them. " Former Liverpool MPs
also voiced an opinion on the peace. In 1783 Sir Willam Meredith published A
Lefler on ke Preliminaries of Peace, in which he analysed the pmposed trealies
with the Allied powers. He was critical of several clauses, including the extension
of American fishing rights off the Grand Banks. Sir Wilem also gueried why
‘ample and important concessions [have been] made to Spain, disgraced and
vanguished as dhe was. Bul Meredih welcomed some adicles, including the
proposed loss of pars of British India. This was because he had long suspected
that tyrannical forces governed the subcontinert. Meredith was also pleased that
the Treaty of Paris maintained trading links between Britain and America, and

therefore that the 'door wes open’ between the mother country and her former

"2 Gamtieat 8 'k Mage xae, 53 |1 AR, pp 1057,
""* Namiar and Brooka, HP: The House of Commons T754-1780 Volume 2 492; and Namiar and
Bradka, HE The Hovsa of Commoms T 1780 Volume 3, 349
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colonies.'™ However, being out of favour, there is no evidence that Meredith's

views on the treaty camed anmy weight.

THE POST-WAR PERIOD

With the signing of the Treaty of Paris in September 1783, the immedizte issue for
the Liverpoal merchants was the subject of compensation. Duncan Campbell, who
iz recorded in the Liverpool street directories as being a merchant residing on
Duke Street, sent & pettion to the Marquis of Carmarthen in late 1783 He
intormed the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs that he was writing on behalf of
merchents from London, Bristol Liverpool, Whitehaven, and Glasgow, who had
traded to America prior to 1776, The petitioners hed previously held property in the
colonies, but during the course of the war these estates had been sold off 1o raise
money in Wiginia and Maryland The petition further noted that the aricles of
peace provided for the lawful recovery of bons fide debts. But, when the
pefitioners had gone over to the US to seek redress, they had been met with
resistance. Consequently, the mercharts urged Cammarthen to intervene on their
behalf.'"* This example shows evidence of metropolitan and provincial networking.
However, the outcome was inkially unsuccessful. This was pmbably a
consequence of the complexity of the issue, rather than the incompetence of the
Liverpool lobby., As the Amercan Commissioners noted during the pesce
negotiations, recovering these estates was ‘impracticable;, because they were

confiscated by Laws of Particular States and in many instances, have passed by

"y Maradilh, A Lalier o e Pravimicgriss of Pegcs |Lendon, 1783} 134,

'"* TMA, Colonial Olkoa vacords, kaliar o Iha Righl Honouratla tha Mawguis o Cavmarlhan, 1783,
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legal titles through several hands’."™ Thus, restitution for these debts did not make

significant progress until the 1784 Jay Treaty. L

There were also pariamentary attempts to bolster trade between British
possessions and the newly independent United States. This included an initiative
by the former Liverpool MP Richard Pennant. Prior to the election of 1784, which
saw him return to hie old seat, Pennant chaired a committee of West Indian
planters, In this capacity he met with the prime minister, Pitt the Younger, who
assured Pennart that his governmemt would assist British colonies in the
Caribbean. The committee therefore decided to petiion the Government,
advocating a free trade with North America by American ships. This could not be
done on British vessels because of their enormous costs. The peliioners also
hoped that this plan would be accompanied by a reduction in fees levied upon
American shipping in the British West Indies."™ The Board of Trade reported that
the British sugar plantations were indeed in a poor economic state, and therefare
any non-maenufactured goods that came from America, which the British Isles
could not supply, could be imported from the LS into the British West Indies,
Crucially, however, the Board did not advize that goods be imporied or expored
from the West |ndies to the US on American vessels. These commodifies would
have to be shipped on British vessels -::nnr:,l."‘i Thiz evidence shows that whilst
Liverpool could work with commercial bbbies, the cutcome was often qualfied.
Indeed, the complete opening of this trade would challenge mercantiism, the

Mavigation Acts, and ultimately the ideckgical underpinnings of the official mind.

"ETMA, Colonial Qllica Racords, kabar oy Iha Amarican CommiEsionars in Pavis, 1782, O 58
"7 parghal, Remsking e Brilish Alisrlic, 288

" TMA, Boavd ol Trada racovds, 1784, BT 683,

8 e BT BT
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THE EAST INDIA COMPANY

Alongside the American War, the EIC remained a key imperial issue, Lord MNorth's
1773 legislation had attempted to restore solvency to the Comparmy. But # was on
the wverge of bankrupicy again by 178D "0 The Liverpaal parliamentary lobby
remzined involed with this issu=, but fo 2 lesser extentthan in 1773, On 21 March
1780 Lod Marth noted in Parliament that the charter of the Company was due far
renewal, subject io it being supplied revenue from taxpayers. Thus, he moved that
£4.2 milion be ‘paid of to the EIC Fox objected, claiming that this moton
deprived the public of their money, and that it was anather attempt by the ministry
to gain patronage at Company headquarters. Meredith was a teller for the No
votes, who were defeated 142 to 68" Presumably Meredith was less active on
EIC matters by 1780 because both Government and Opposition MPs reviled him,

and he was ill by this time.

Feform of the EIC remained a parliamentary issue after the 1780 election. From
Bpril 1721 to April 1722 there were several debates on the Company's charter,
finencial dealings, profits, and on the trestment of Indians. However, transcripis
suggest that Bamber Gascoyne and Rawlinson played no prominent roles in these
debates. This re-enforces the perception that these men were relatively
insignficant players in the Commons during these years. |n contrast, the Earl of
Derby did speak out on Fox's East India Bill during the Fox-North Coalition. Using
long quotalions from authentic records’, Smith-Stanley spoke in favour of Fox's

legislation. He argued that the beheviour of Governor Warren Hastings in India

13| awson, Easl Ingdiz Company, 123,
" Cornalll, PHE, Volume 2T, 303-19.
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necessiated a new system of contral from Westminster. 2 But, despite supporting
the ministry on this occasion, Derby was in the minority as the King exercised his
influence to neutralise this bill. This is yet futher evidence that the Liverpool lobby
did not achiewve concrete results [although it would be more difficult to accomplish

under these circumstances if the monarch was determined to have his way).

CONCLUSIONS

In Lvarpools interactions with the melropohs dunng the era of walare and
revolution, the structure of the town's lobby remained chiefly dominsied by
merchants, and by the landed elite who represented them in Parliament. However,
there were some changes in the structure of the lobby sfter 1774, The merchants
were splhit between the Chamber of Commerce and Committee of Trade, and by
1780 there were two new MP=s In line with Cain and Hopkins's angument, the
provinces — here in the guise of Liverpool - could make their presence feli, but they
ultimately wielded limited influence in London. For Liverpool after 1774, the splits
between the merchants intensified, and ties between the kcal landed MPs and
mercantile interests remeined largely proto-gentlemanly capitalist. This weas
demonstrated in the disagreements between Meredith and the Elder Gascyone
over the Africen Company. Furtthermaore, these Liverpool MPzs were often out of
fawour with the ministry of the day because of personzl issues and political
manoeuvring. Afler 1777 Memrdih and Derby frequently called for peace in
America, but this defied padiamentary sovereignty, so cherished by the official
mind. Hence the inttiatives of the Liverpool MPs [who were mostly associated with

the Cpposition) fell o Government majorities. Finally, whilst Liverpoal had links fo

132 Sinall, FHE Velume 24, 183-90
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other pronvincial commercial towns, which produced positive results when opposing
the Irish Trade Bill (=t least initizlly), connections to Bristol were not robust. This
was illustrated by the tone of corespondence with the latter during the slavery

issue of 1777.

Thus ends Part One of the thesis, and s concern with Liverpool's roke in the
imperial policy-making process. We shall now analyse the social, economic, and
cultural impact of the American War upon what was becoming the second city of
empire. Indeed, f Liverpool had limited influence over imperial policy-making, this
did not mean that the course of the War of Independence = in both its continental

and Aflantic manifesistions —was insignificant for the inhabitanis of town

;.
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PART TWO: CHAPTER FOUR:

THE IMPACT OF IMPERIAL WARFARE THE ECONOMIC IMPACT OF
THE WAR OF AMERICAN INDEPENDENCE

UPON LIVERPOOL

The first section of this chapter analyses the patterns of overseas commerce. Both
Comway and Marriner suggested that the American War had positive and negative
consaquences fior Liverpool's foreign trades. However, in building a more nuanced
interpretation, the new analysis preserted here identfies four general phases to
Liverpodl's owerseas frade during these years, Initially, there was a period when
business broadly remained steady. Secondly, this was folowed by a decline, The
third phase was marked by a sluggish improvement. Finally, it was not until the
post-war period that & clearer recovery finally took hold. It should be stressed that
this structure & a very broad generslisation of the oversll data, and individual
markets often had their own dynamics. Consequently, there are some anomalous
resulls that do not conform to this general pattern. This underscores the general
unprediciability of overseas trade. Neverheless, the proposed four stages put
events into a more structured framework than appreciated by previous writers on
this subject. Marriner and Conway also postulated that priveteering offered some
explanation 1or the rebound In Lverpool’s trade, Whilst this activity undouitediy
played a role in the town's recovery, seizing enemy vessels was extremely
hazerdous, Henceforth, other factors cortributed towards Liverpool’s sligoish

revival. They included the provision of convoys, the business acumen of kbcal

merchants, and developments on the battlefield. However, # was the return to
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peace in 1783 that ultimately restored Liverpool’s overseas trade. Because the
town was closely intertwined with the larger Atlantic World, the American War
disrupted several lines of commerce. Thus, 1o gain a broader understanding of the
epconomic impact of the war, this chapter considers the African, European, and
Caribbean markets as well The second pert considers the broeder effect of the
war upon other branches of Liverpool's economy. Regreftably, there isvitually mo
evidence of how local agriculture and banking responded to this imperial crisis. But,
there is date suggesting that there were both winners and losers in the town,
thereby supporting elements of both AH. Jobn's and T.5. Ashion's assertions,
Thus, on the whaole, the economic impact of the Amedcan War of Independence

upon Liverpools foreign trade and local economy was mixed.

THE PERILS OF OYERSEAS TRADE

Foreign commerce was subject to risk at any given time, even during peaceful
pericds. Success often hinged upon several factors, not least the skill of the ships
captain. The Liverpool-based merchant William Davenport once confided in
Captain John Smale: [vou have] mary vears experience in this frade, we doubt
not your making a proper use of it'.' But not every captain enjoyed such a cordial
relastionship with the owner. The Liverpool and Jamalca merchant Richard Watt
wiote that one of his skipperswas 'not behaving in a masterly manner' because of
hizs youth and tI'IB:l:FIBriEI'ICB.?E-DI'IEEqIJEI'IH}', owners of vessels wrote detailed

lefters of instructions fo their captains. This included guidelines on the couwrse of

" MM, Davanaoil Papars, Lallay Book, Lallay ol melnschon Lo Caglain Johm Smala, Juna 1779,
DDAV .

* LIVRO, Wall Family Papars. Lallar and Accounl Bodk ol Bichawd Wall, Richard Wall, Kingslon, b
haahaw, 249 July 1081, 920 WAT 15201
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the ship, and what cargoes to purchase ? The co-aperation of the crew was also
essential. First mates were employed to lead by example. Nonetheless, one of
Davenport's captaing, Peter Potter, sulfered a first mate that would ‘feign sick and
Absent himsell from the Deck " Problems could also arse when loading supplies.
Whilst purchasing sleves on the African coest in 1751, Liverpool Captain William
Earle noted: The Callabars are now very Sawsey [sic] |ve had my Clothes Tore of
my Back'* A letter from Captain Poter in 1775 ako indicated that Liverpoal
slavers competed with British rivals on the African coasst. Indeed, Pofter was
relieved that a London vessel would scon depart his area. Thus, he woukd enjoy

the 'advantage of being in the River. by n'r:.raellf.‘;

The fransperation of commaodities also proved hazardows. It was not unknown far
slaves to rebel on vessels during the middle passage from Africa to America.
Handcutfs and regular checks were used to prevent revolts, but they were not fool-
progf, The logiook of Willam Earle's Usfly indicates that several insurrections
took place on one voyage alone in 1770. Slaves died dudng these risings, and
others committed suicide by jumping overboard. The result was a lbss of cargo
and damaged goods. Some slaves were sick when loaded on board. i illness
spread 1o crewmembers, then the operational effectiveness of the ship was
impneujeu:l.F Bad weather was especially problematic. David Tuohy's Minerve was

smashed 0 "atoms v a stonm oon the Welsh coast in 1781, The result was that

* LI¥RA, Earla Papars, lallar ol mshuclin lo Saglain Witiam Eavia lov voyaga lo lha Sheslarliald,
22 May 1751, CfEarkafiil .

* MM, Davanpol Papars, Covespondanca, 20 May 1777, DYDAWT O3,

¥ M, Eavla Papare, Caplain Willam Exvia b Ms Arma Winslmiy, 30 Augusl 1751,
DEARLESN,

® MMM, Davemaoil Pagars, Caplain Paler Poller, Camawon, ib Willism Davempoil, 25 Juna 1775,
DDAV TR

¥ MKMW, Eaila Fapars, Log Book al Umely, July | maS-May 1771, IEARLEM M.
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goods were washed along the shoreline, and Tuohy's nephew perished. ? Number of Men, belonging to each respective Port.'? Such data is presented
Circumstances at market were equally uncertein, Writing in 1778, the Dominican belkw:

compamny VYance, Caldwel & Vance informed William Davenport that two years
prior, a hurricane had damaged plarmtations in Guadeloupe. The result was that

planters were unable fo run their estates or pay creditors,

THE OVERALL IMPACT OF THE AMERICAN WAR UPON

LIVERPOOL'S FOREIGN TRADE

Several sources permit measuwrement of the economic impact of the American War
upon Liverpool's overseas comimerce. Firstly, there are shipping figures. Lioyd's
Fegister of Shipping includes data on the master, lonmage, and men on board.
Whilst undoubtedly useful, the register only includes wessels covered under
Lloyd's marne insurance, and therefore does not give the overal picture.'® There
are also the Naval Office Shipping Lists. Compiled by naval officers in British
colonies, they recorded vessels arriving at ports with a description of their cargoes.
The records up to 1765 are faidy complete, but few have survived thereafier. ' A
more accessible source is the General Register of Shipping. This branch of the

Customes recorded ‘the Total Mumber of Ships and Vessels, ther Tonnage and

? LIVAO, Tuchy Fapare, Caplain MoOwen lo David Tuchy, Holyhaad, 17 Saplarmber 1781, 380

TUDA &,

¥ MM, Davemporl Papers, Vanmca, Cakhwall, Vanca, lo Wilkam Davanporl 22 Jamuary 1778,

DDAV 253,

" b, Fope, "Shigaing and Tieda m Iha Poil of Livarpool 1 TE3-1783: Volure T |umputlishad " THA, Cusbime Racords, Genaral Ragiskar ol Shigping, 1772-1788, CUST 171-3.
dociomal bas ks, Univarsily ol Liveroool, 139008, 778,

" ik, 131-5.

;.



LB PO (B o

By uo BnEn) B PRy wRasS | R O] BYL TN PRE 19U 0P § R0 10 RN By PUR SRS | WO 7 SSWoop B W pepbeoed ik By o seendl op) B0y

B L)L LSND 98 1 -2EL | Budtys 10 snbey |BLBUES SRWORH B 0TEND TWHL ISURIS

COFeE valEy cEg vt BEC L IEIGE SECtF ZEE O FeO 6L CO0GE IWIOL

cg  Buysy

Zi0's B2l'E Leg'c Z20'tr Elt't LGE'E cglL'e glE'E LIB'Z |2Isen])

£6.°05 G28'8E LiE"0E gez'0e tPE'GE 620 Lt 18t L€ aoa'ac  i6'SE wbiauog
SECell  vELOLL | o@ @il GFGLLL  @LZLLL  OLGLIl  GLGLLL  FIGLLl CIolil

0T

ag/ |-22 21 1ead &g Buiddiyg joodian jo abeuuo | =0 21 379YL

‘anooa) mbuons e BugsaBing — oo Jano spaswa aunbyy ay) 'pouad es-sed Ay Buunp “fEUY 005 18AT O] YR

BIGQWNU Jy) yEm "£g | PUR | @7 | uassmaq juawascdw jsapow B 1 auay) uay ] 08 1642 L 4G ge2 03 Ajdieys sdoup § Jaaamop

'0GE Jaao suewal sdiys o JAaqWnu |EnuUUe |21 Ayl 'S22L-pa2 L Siead ayy o4 waned abeisoangg Sy saeqsn)) LL Qe L

“pUEL recp B i o Bl

o sy ey @ ey weub F)0 By L CON PRE 10U Op G =R 8 [10] SN By PUR TSRS ISELL | WO MUSWnooD BY] W peracdc s Buigmy 1oy sentr o) moy

B L L LS ND 98122 'Budtiys 0 ismiey |RLBUED "RROCEY BUOIEN0 WHL J8IRN0T

vOF S I3 £he gLt 96L 05t AT I WICL
L Eurys:
G2 a5 £S ag g1 S 285 649 15 LaEtly
BZE £62 ¥GZ 122 T ZHE 9z £2€ phe TETE
CE T FELELL | G LELL  OB-6LLL  BLZLIL  GLGLIL  GLbLIL | PIBLIL | ELGllL

20z

g2/ L-Z2 2 | 1ead Ag podraa e sdiys jo miaquinu 2o LL 3EYL




210

For the eighteenth century three types of tonnage were utilised. Firstly, registered
tonnage asccounted for the payment of revenues. For buying, selling or leasing
ships, measured fonnage was wsed. Finzlly, for shipping earnings and cargo
capacty, cargo tonnage was recorded. " Fegrettably, the General Register does
not state which it used. Again, the years vary, but a quadruple structure s
digcernible, Total annwzl tonnzge between 1774 gnd 1778 remains over 40,000
tons, or very close to it But between 1779 and 1782 the value is clearly wel below
40,000 tons. It was not until 1783 - the final year of the war - that figures had risen
back up to this figure. Finally, by the mid-1780s, the annuel figure exceeded

a3,000 tons.

Ciher useful quamtitative sowces are duly figures, which indicate the value of
goods entering a port. After 1564 Local Port Books recorded customs duties that
were paid, but maeny fowns stopped wsing them by the 17508." The Board of
Trade recards hold extensive collections on the value of commodities impored
and exported during the eighteenth century. i However, much of ths data is
national in scope, and is mrely broken down eccording fo individual out-ports for
the years in question. Fortuiloushy, Brooke's history of Liverpool cantains data on

local dock duties:

U, Mefusker, “Brfiish Ship Tonnage during the Eighteenth Cantund. in Beseanch im Scomamic
Hislery, 5 | 19813, 91.

i b hanl Teada Faconds.,  Parl Books 1565-1753, Maliomal  Archivas,
hlja Fornn ma liona Imchiva s gav. i mes defrasa o h-guidasipail-nooke him acosssad 26 Faaday
210 4]

" THA, BT &, n palicular.
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FIGURE 1 Dock Duties paid in Liverpoal, 17751785
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Source: Brooke, Laerpool as if Was, 250-2.

Duty and revenue figures were subject to errors. A comtemporary official in
Liverpoal retorted JA number of persans at this Port make it 8 constant Practice to
frequent the Guays, when ships are discharging Tobacco in order fo pifer such”.'®
atill, Figure 1 conforms to the four stages. Between 1775 and 1778, the value of
duties remains broadly constant, ofien being above or near equal to the 1774
value. But then there is a noticeable drop between 1778 and 1780. Perultimately,
the value of these duties increased up to 1783, Finally, it was not until after the

war in 1754 that there was an appreciable recovery.

Muster rolls oulling the composition of a ship's crewe, and state from where the

vessel sailed. Table 13 shows the number of rolls for vessels arriving 2t Liverpool,

" 5L, Rdaoul Papars, Cusloms Housa Lallar Book, Livarpool, 24 Saealambar 1783, Ridaoul ¥.1.
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according to its point of departure. There are, however, some limitations. Muster TABLE 13 Livempool Muster Rolls, 1775-1785

rolls do not abvays reflect multiple destinations, and the totals given in Table 13 do

not equate with the figuwes in Table 11. Evidently some rolls have been bst

LIWERFOOL MUSTER ROLLS

1rrd |*7S |70 [°F7 |78 |79 | B0 |81 | ‘82 |83 ‘84 | ‘85

BRITISH ISLES

British Isles 7O |74 |1D3|115 |06 |95 |81 |SB |&7 |108|80 |7EB

ATLANTIC

Fisheries 5 T 7 12 |4 2 3 3 3 v 5

Greenland ] 15 |15 |18 |8 o i q 3 3 Fi 8

AMERICAS

Wewfoundlard | 2 3

Canada 1 4 7 3 3 3 a2 | 2 2

13 Colonies 38 41 |11 |7 & B 7 13 | B 12 |30 |24

West Indies 125 |123 (123 115( 76 (53 |53 |72 |88 |87 |1D7| 136

Sauth 2 1 2 1

America

EUROFE

Europe B B2 |63 |66 |48 |21 |16 |14 |23 |33 |35 |48




2318
AFRICA
Africa 2 ] B B B 3 3 B 4 B a &
OTHER
Cruize ! 1 4 |13 |20 |3 1 1
Privateer
Taken 1 B | 15 |E 1
Distress 1 1
Loss ] B ) 3 5 7 3 4
Lnclear & 4 3 20 |8 13 |12 |20 12 |4 24 | 28
TOTAL J21 | 329|348 (358 (276 | 218 | M6 | 264 | 25T | 283 | 313 | 342

Spurce; THA, Boerd of Trede Records, Liverpool Muster Rolls, 1774-185, BT

BEE5-93.

This data is useful in two respects. Fistly, Table 13 shows the totals far each year,
and supports the four-stage model. Between 1775 and 1777 the total annual
number of musier rolls is above 300, Then, from 1778, there is a clear skde in
numbers, reaching a trough of 206 in 1780, A skw, lagging, improvement oocurs
from 1781 to 1783, with figures hovering in the higher two hundreds. Finally, with
the restoration of peace, figwes are back to owver 300 by 1784 and 1785. The
second importance of Table 13 is that it llusirstes fluctustons within individual

markets. Evidertly, they declined at different times.
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DECLINING TRADE WITH THE THIRTEEN COLONIES

At the start of 1775, Liverpool still mainteined contact with the Thirfeen Colonies.
During that year, 41 vessels arrived in Liverpool from America, and businesses on
both sides of the Atlantic still exchanged corespondence. For example, in
February the Gildars wrote to Robert Carer of Virginia concerning quantities of
pig iron. But they were also concerned sbout the deteriarating stuation Gildart
noted that colonial embargoes on British goods were highly detrimental, and that

‘its a cruel hardship to make the innoceni individuals suffer for government

grievances.”

But very soon there was = clear drop in the number of vessels sailing from
America to Liverpool. This & unsurprising, given that the war was fought over
these territories. Indeed, there are only eleven swrviving entries for 1776 = & drop
of 30 vessels during the previous twehlve months. There were multiple causes for
this downturn. As British authority in the colonies oollapsed, the Amercan
Congress took over. The resulting boycotts of British goods achieved their
intended results. A Virginien Congressmean claimed that several Liverpool ships
had sailed to America in 1775, but they had been sent back. He urged his fellow
citizens to %eep a good look-out to prevent their slipping in'"* There were also
violent reprisals egainst British properties in the colonies. The Tofmess, owned by

the Gikdars, ran aground near Annapolis, Maryland, in 1775. Because the ship

'" ¥HS, Robanl Carlav Manuscrials, Gildas and Busigny, Livarsool, 20 Fatmuary 1775, lo Robal
o alan, Ragpahmmmock Rvar, MES1 Ce4dB5889EE.

" Yiginia delegala, Philadalphia, 30 Juna 1775, in G Galwall ed., ielles of Delegaies (o
Comgrass 17741788 Veluma T August 1774 Aug 1775 | Washinglon, 1930}, 561,
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contravened the embargo imposed by Congress, it was set alight.ﬁ Decisions by
the Britiwh government in late-1775 also hindered Liverpool's treding relationship
with the colonies. Uinder the Prohibition of Trade Act British vessels could still sail
to America, but only if they had special icenses granted by the LK government.
Between 1775 and 1776 a handful of vessels supplied with coel depared
Liverpoal for Boston wnder these condifions (presumably this was to re-supply
British froops stationed in the tv.'.nu.'n'nj.:':I But the pattern was a downward trend.
Table 13 registers only @ mere six ertries for the Thiteen Colonies in 1778, Yet,
a5 we shall see, British frade to the American colonies, though diminished, did not

cEase entirely.

DECLINING TRADE WITH THE WEST INDIES AND

TRANS-ATLANTIC SLAVERY

Im both 1775 and 1776 there were 123 muster rolls in Liverpool from West Indian
destinations. Granted there was a decline to 115 by 1777, but this number was still
in triple figures - suggesting a broad consistency in rade. As one conlemporarny
noted in 1775, although frade to Africa was not prosecuted with the 'usual spirt it

was far from being at a stand' *’

But there iz a noticeable drop in the number of West Indian muster rolls between

1777 and 1778, from 115 o 76, respectively. One reason for this was an Order in

" Piipdelpiis Gazalie, 28 July 1 775,
“ 8O0, Novkh Pagavs, Morlh o 69,
| wipood Gemacgi Adveriser, & Oclobar 1 775.
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Council, issued by George |ll, to restrict the exportation of gunpowder overseas. <

There was a legal precedent for this dedsion, as an Act of Tonnage and
Foundzge under Charles 11 allowed the monarch 1o prohibit the transport ation of
gunpowder outside of the kingdom, on the grounds of public saf:lg,'.n Liverpoal
slavers were affected by this decision because they used gunpowder for defence,
and as barter on the Afncan coasl. David Tuohy even recorded There has been
nothing done in the African business here owing to a prohibition of arms and
gunpowder which 5 8 material pert of an African ship's cargo,™ Whilst
undoubtedly troublesome, the deleterious impact of this embargo should not be
exaggerated. British slave trading vessels could still carry gunpowder overseas
under special licenses, and the Order had been issued in 1775 — some time before
the noficesble drop in West Indian muster rolls between 1777 and 1773
Henceforth, there were other factors that comribuled towards this decline,
including ettacks by American shipping. Indeed, from the outset of the conflict, the
colonists had targeted British interesis in the Garibbean - they even captured the
governar of the Bahamas in 1776. One Liverpool captain recalled that when
colonial priveteers captured British sleving vessels, they engaged in economic

warfare by seling slaves at discount prices, therefore ensuring that there were oo

2 rvdar oy Lha King in Council, grohkilng lha kamsporling o any aarle oul ol Lha Kingdom, or
cany ing coasbwiza, any Gunpovdar, Sallpala, ov any sovlal Arme or Amemanibon, lor lha spaca ol
lhmaa monlhe lvam ha 23d melanl, Amaricam Aschivad Documamls ol lha Amarican Ravalulion
1774-1 76 Marilham limaks Limivaesily Liav|s, hllocf Imcoin | i niuedufiogh
amfamachidocumanlids.al?™dos_id=54-V3-PO1 2034 -D000Zandehoniu kacord=om  accaisad £
Fsiansary 2004,

B An Al o ampams Hie Majely lo grohiad Iha Exporlalion ol Salpaba: and b anlowa Lha Law
lov amgowaning His Majasly lo grohiail tha Expovialion ol Gumaowdar, or any Soul of Avms and
Ammumilon: and alko 1o ampoear Hie Majely 12 raleam Iha canying Cosslvisa ol Sallatra,
sSumgoedan, o any Sonl ol Avmeor Ammamilion, Anmo 23 Geo 8, A D 1756, n J. Railhiy, ad.. The
Sigvies ratpling (o ive Admicgly, Mivy, Shigoing acd Nevigelion of te Unied Kimgdem Shoem 2
ﬂﬁl'l'- Mio 2 Geo v kolssive | London, 1523), 255

“LIVRO, Tusahy Papars, David Tuaohy lo Mesre Ryan and Bagona, Ocdobar 1775, 380 TUOEY.
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many Africans available in the West Indies. This undercut British and Liverpudlian

traders 2*

Arguahly the most important reason for this drop in West Indian trade between
1777 and 1778 was that t coincided with France's entry into the war. Events in
upstate New York had proven decisive. In autlumn 1777 British General Burgoyne
surrendered to American forces st Sarstoga. The French saw this as the
opporune moment to seek revenge against the Briish for defeat in the Seven
Years War. On 6 February 1778 2 Treaty of Amity and Commerce was signed
between France and the United States. The number of muster rolls from the West
Indies was cut further to 53 in 1779, owing to Spanish entry into the wer (on 12
April 1779 Paris and Madnd signed a tresty of co-operation). British cobnists n
the West Indies recognised that they were vulnerable to Allied attacks. A letter by
Richard Watt in Jamaica noted: 5 France and Spain declares war and America
are Enemys [sic] we here are badly stusted, instesd of your being Governor under
the United Stales | am afraid they Spaniards will appoint a Governor of their own'.
The same letter speculated that i these fears came true, there would be reduced

demand for colonial sugar in Liverpool, and a rise in mercantile bankruptcies, ®

The falling number of vessels saiing between Liverpool and the West Indies
between 1777 and 1778 generaly had an adverse impact upon trans-Aflantic
slavery. Gramed, the terms of purchasing slaves in Africa could improve for

Liverpudlien merchants. Devenport wrote in 17789: The African Trade having bean

= bAn, Davanporl Papars, Saplain Brighousa, Bavoadoas, lo Willam Davanpoil, 23 March 1777,
DDAV 125,
* LIVRO. Wall Famiy Pagaws. Richard Wall bo Oviand and Thomas Fawson, 17 Juna 1775, 920

WAT 1T .
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dead for sometime past.. [we] propose fitling out three, or four ships to Africa in
order to waork off their stock, and to reap benefit.. . as Megroes may now be bought
50 p cent less than they were 12 morths ago”.® However, Figure 2 suggests that

Davenpaot's hopes were overly oplimistic for many Liverpool slavers.

FIGURE & Wumber of African slaves disembarked in the West Indies from

Liverpool ships, 17741754
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Source: The Trans-Aflantic Slave Trade Dafsbase, www .slevevoyeges.org;
accessed 3 March 20135,

This graph suppods the four-stage approach. From 1775 o 1776 the number of

Africans disembarked in the Caribbean on Liverpool shipping remzined broadhy

T i, Davenport Papers, Wiliam Davenports Letter Book, Dawenpor, Livampool, lo Charlas
Foed, 23 Mavch 1779, VDAY . Richardson's weook on ‘Williarm Davenport akko shows Lhal Lha
gialile kom ha elava kada olien vaiad lom woyaga o voyaga. Thie was agualy Lua loy
Dimeanporl during tha &maman War, wilh pwlik ol as much as £4.000 n 1779, 1780, and 17E3,
Horeavar, Iham wolva DEsas ol o £1,000 m 1775 and 1 77e Sea Rehardson, "Feolle in the
Liverpool Slaove Teade', 3065,
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stable. However, there was a clear dip lasting between 1777 and 1780, which
coincided with the interventions of France and Spain. Then there was =
subsequent incresse in numbers up to 1783, By 1784, with the restoration of
peace, pre-war peformance was finally exceeded. Yet the declining number of
disembarked sleves during the middle of the war was not the end of the woes for

Liverpoal slavers.

FIGURE 3 Sterling cash price in Jamaica, slaves transported on Liverpool vesseks

to the West Indies 17 74-1754
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Source: The Trans-Affantic Slave Trade Dalabase, www . slavevoyages.org;

gccessed 3 March 2015,

Figure 3 shows that, with the exception of 1778, the price of slaves declined after
1775, end pre-war prices were not reached again until 1782 In addition to falling
numbers of Africans disembarking in the Indies, and reduced prices, there were

other problems for Liverpool slave traders. Because of the uncefainty of wartime,

F il

the owners of local businesses hoped that their captains would make short
remittances. ™ MNonetheless, by 1777 some bils of exchange remained valid for as
long as two years.™ At the same time, these problems were compounded by rising
costs, such as maritime insurance. The following complaints made by William

Davenport below are not untypical:

| received yours.. _ordering addifional Insurance of £ 200 an the Ruby, to be
done in Liverpool, but the underwriters here are so full on this Ship that |
coud [sic] not get any more insured wupan her under 25 Guiness per cent,
which | thought was an Linreasonable premiurm.. .| think the whole £700
insured for you on the Ship is on the Average pretty moderate considering

the exorbitant premium now give n®

RISING AND DECLINING TRADE WITH EUROPE

Burprisingly, between 1775 and 1776 there was an increase in the number of
vessek arriving in Liverpool from the Confinent - 53 to B3, respectively. This was
probably due fo partnerships seeking alternatives to the American market, Indeed,
it was not inevitable that France, Spain, let alone Holland, would end up fighting
the British. Members of the French government were initially reluctant to become
combatants because of the poor state of nafional finances. Madrid was also

concerned that an American victory would generate instability in its own imperial

MMM, Davenport Papers, Wilkam Davenports Letter Book. Davenport. Liverpool, to Msses
Bailla mnd Hamillon, SEY moml, 28 Juby 1783, DDAV .

2 panan, Cavanpaid Fapas. Yanoa Caldwall Yanca, Domnica, b Wilkam Davanponl, 1 May 1777,
DoAY A1 5E.

* M, Davenport Papers, William Davenport's Letter Bock, Davenport, Liverpool, to
Manhaw Alexander, Glasgow, 4 November 1780, DDAV 1A
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possessions. Thus, for a time, peace was preserved amongst the Ewopean

powWETS .EII

But Table 12 recorded a noficeable drop in Liverpool's continental frade, from 48
muster rolls in 1778 to 21 in 1779, Again, this coincided with France and Spain
joining the conflict. But the lowest numbers of vessels arriving in Liverpool from
Europe came in 1780 and 1781 (16 and 14, respeclively). Thie dip comesponded
with Britain's dispute with the neutral cariers. Russia had initially been courted by
Britain to supply troops for the war effort, but these gestures came to nothing.
Catherine || was also alarmed by EBritish privateers operating in the Balic, and
therefore proposed that the area become a closed sea, policed by the regional
powers. Russia's Armed Meutrality was later agread to by Denmak and Swaden,
and by early-1780 Britain was on the defensive.® Matters became mare
complicated in December that year, with the onset of the Fourth Anglo -Dutch War,
The shekering of American Captain John Paul Jones at Texel suggested to
London that the Dutch were sssisting the Rebels. The Dutch ako disliked the
Foyal Navy seizing their vessels, which was prompted by British fears that the
Linied Provinces were supplying the French with naval stores. Eventually, this

provoked an amed conflict.

3 H M. Senll, Sritisk Fonmige Policy it the Age of the Amevican Sevedulion |Oxlaw, 1990, 207-311.
¥ 1. Black, A System of Ambifior? Brilish Fowign Polcy T660-1703 [London, 1991}, 2189 and |,
Da Madariags, Srilsin, Sussiz srd (e Anmed Neuilaiily of 1780 |Lendan, 1962, 382,
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THE RETURN TO GROWTH AND
THE QUESTION OF PRIVATEERING

Tables 11, 12, 13, a5 well as Figwes 1, 2, and 3, broadly suggest that, &t varous
times and in different markets, there was a sluggish improvernent in Liverpool's
overseas commerce between c1780 and 1783. Marriner and Conway parially
atiributed this rebound to the kocal privateering enterprise. Indeed, 80 privateers
operaled out of Liverpool between 1777 and 1783. Athough this was behind
London's 719 wessels, it exceeded Bristol's privateering fleet. In tofal, 1,384
commissions were issued o Liverpool priveteers during the Revolutionany War, ¥
A full audit of the size and dimensions of these vessels is unnecessary, athough a
few examples will be wsed for illustration. Liverpool's privateering fleet was not
homogenous. Vufure, owned by Wiliam Boats, displaced a mere twenty tons.® In
contrasl, Richard Kenl's Quess was 750 tons.™ At 14,000 tons, Mersey was
amongst the largest of Liverpool privateers ™ The number of crewmembers
aboard them varied. Indeed, fiiteen and 70 men navigeted Vulure and Juliana,
respectively. ¥ The nature of their weaponry was also diverse, with shots ranging
from 4lbs to 12|ba. Refits were necessary, and therefore the dimensions of these
vessaks changed. Francis Ingram's NMancy was recorded 2z displacing 150 tons in

January 1781. But by the following November it had been reduced to 100 tons. ™

The terms of sailing could vary too. Many Liverpool privateers were provisioned for

B Simbay, Brilish Privateanng, 200,

H THA, HCA, Yulues, m Fagiglam o Daslmalion: lov Lallae o Marqgua agamel Lha Unidad
Frowimecas, 1780, HCA 2664,

¥ TNA, HCA, Quaan, n Fagizlre ol Declmalions lor Lalaw of Mmqua againel ha Undad
Frovmeas, 1781, HGA 2657,

® ) A_Piclon, Mevnengis of Liveqpoai, tisioncsl sred (opogrgeiics | Livapool, 1903, 2134,

¥ TrA, HCA, Vullua and Juliana in Ragislas of Daclavalions lor Lalaws ol Mavgua agamsl bha
Unilad Fravimcas, 1 780, HCA 25754 .

¥ TMA, HCA. Mancy in Ragisiers ol Daeclavalions lov Lallas ol Margua againsl lha Unibad
Proowmeas, 1781, HCA 26755, HiGA 258155 .
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a sie-month cruise, afthough vessels owned by William Boals tended o be

suppliedfor ey par, ™

Liverpool privatesrs also deployed wvarious tactics to achieve success. This
included saling owver a wide area, ranging from the Morwegian Sea to the western
Atlantic*® Some privateers also operated close to enemy territory. Bess, for
example, patrolled the Bay of Biscay, near France and Spain*' Prizes were also
taken in diferent ways. Whilst some were capiured by lone vessels, others fell
victim to co-operafing pmr-:latnrs.‘z Privatesrs from Liverpool were 2lso largeting

vessels twenty-four hours a -:Ianq,.r.‘“al

atarkey painied out that the net economic impact of privateering is incelculable,
due to sparse evidence® Neverdheless, there are some indications that it
benefited Liverpool. In teking 154 enemy wessels during the American
Revolutionary War, the town was the leading prize-iaking port on the Eritish
mainland. This figure surpassed Liverpool's record in previous conflicts *¥
Privateering certainly employed local people. According to Belona's 1778 muster
oll, all of its 151 cewmembers hailed from Liverpool*® Numerous Liverpool

merchanis were imvob/ed in privateering tob, such as Nicholas Ashton, Daniel

w Tha, HCA, vacords lor Yulluva, Jana, and Geegeon, n Ragebas ol Declaralions lor Lallas ol
Magua agaim:l Lha Umlad Provmoas, 17581, HCA 268757,

e THA, HZA, Govarnor Jolneon, inCaaluvad ehige with namas ‘Sagmning wilh &, 17751783, HCA
3H344. Ao saa THA, HEA, Canislar, inCagluad shigs wilh namas bagnning wilh <, 1775-1TE3,
HCHA IH2EF: and THA, HCA, Fanlazia, m Capluaed shigpe wilh namae bagmnng wilh F, 1775-1T&3,
HES 38389,

i THA, HCA, Polade, m Caplunad shigs wilh namae bagmmimg wilh F, 1 775-1 783, HCA 2204200

“ THA, HCA, Count [F Estaing. in Caphussad shigs wilh namas bagimming with €, 1775-1783, HCA
JHEE. Alko cea THA, HCA, La Neslex, n Caphrad shipe wilh namae ‘sagmming wilh N, 1775-
1783, HCA 3210,

o THA, HGA, La Paudna, inSaplumd &higs wilh namas bagnning wilh P, 1 775- 1783, HCA 32418,
THA, HCA, La Pegasa. in Caavad shigswilh namas baginning wilh P, 1778-1783, HCA 2418,
2% SlEdaay, Srilialr Favaleaimg, 2E89-7 2.

= ik, 232,

- THA, Boad ol Trada raconds, Balima m Livargool WMusba Rols, 1779, BT 85G35
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Backhouse, Wiliam Gregson, Francis Ingram, Thomas Humbold, and John
Sparing. They al held shares in such vessels, and invariably re-supplied their
ships.¥ The Liverpool privateering enterprise also cast a wider net by benefiting
other geographical areas. In 1778 Knight had a total of 70 crewmembers, of which
28 came from London ® Some Liverpool-registered vessels were also the property
of metropolian businesses. Indeed, Minerva was owned by Edward Whinnel & Co
of Leadenhall Street, London®® Some individual privateering veniures were
extremely profiteble. The outstending example wes the 700-ton Frenchmen
Carnalic, taken by AMesforin Cctober 1778, Carmalle had saled to Africa and India.
In the process it acquired a sizable cargo including DD bags of pepper, 18 chests
of Chinese cinnamon, and 51 chests of tea.™ The prize was estimated up fo
£135,000.¥ The owner and captain of Werfor shared 254, 000.* The seamen
gained £109 each, and individual ordinary sailors £54.7 The capture was also
strategically profitable, ss Camabic’s 'important papers' were transmitted to

Westminster, ™

But there were several fectors that limited the financial worth of privateering.
Aszuming that prizes were captured at all then they were not abways valuable
Indeed, the Spanish Nostra Sigrora was taken by Liverpool's Hypocrffe in June

1780, However, ils hold was leaky and this damaged the vessel's cargo.™ Cther

L LIVRO, Bocounl Boolol Fa Enlapriza, 1 779-1 780, 387 MD45.

* Tk, Boavd ol Trada racaids, Kmighl m Livarsool Mesba Ralis, 1779, BT 2829,

4 THA, HCA, Mmawa, in Aagelae ol Daclmalion: lor Lallave ol Margua againzl lha Unidad
Frowimeoas, 1780, HCA 2664,

9:' THA, HZA, Canals, HCA I 28RS

5B Muir, A Hislory of Livegeo! |London, 1907}, 221-2

¥ Simbay, Brilist Privateaning, 279.
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risks were evidert. Gomer Williams identified over 3D Liverpool privateers that
were captured by the Enem}r.ﬂ' Even if prizes were brought into port, there were
ofien long delays between the seizure of the ship and distribution of royalies.
Frizes were firsd 'condemned” by Admiralty courts, cargoes advertized and sold,
and only then were cleims settied ™ MNor were disputes in the High Court of
Admiraly unknown. In February 1779 Captain Baileul of the London privateer
Befsey and John Taylor of the Liverpool vessel Dreadnoughf quarrelled over
L Aimigble Agatha. Both vessels had sighted the Frenchman, end Befsey
evertuzlly took the prize. Ballleul hoped to take it imo London, but subsequenthy
charged that Taylor fraudulently took the prize into L'n.rcrp:-nl.“ Amather example of
a dispute in the High Court of Admiraky was Lz Forfuna, 2 suspected Dutch ship
taken by Liverpool-registered Rumboid. The owners of Lg Fordura claimed that the
vessel was Danish, and therefore neutral. By June 1782 the awthorities decided o
restore the ship to ts Scandinavian owners, thereby depriving Liverpool of enother

prize.®

The records of the Liverpool privateer Enferprise are well preserved, and illustrate
the problems associzied with this activity in detail. They confirm that local
businesses were weary of attacking neutral carriers. Indeed, in 1780 Captain
James Haslam was ordered not to defzin any neutral shipping, a5 greal expense

had Been incurred By "such imprudence’. Haslam was also wamed about fhe

= G Williama, Helecy of e Liveepos! Priveleecs ard Ledlevs of ddpngue with &7 Accowm of e
Livameel Staae Trade 1 74- 1812 |Londom, 20048, 253,

5 B L wiicking, "Economics of Privateering, JEEH, 13, 2 | 1984), 37357

B THA, HOA, UAimisole Agalha, 1779, HCA Z2M2634,

o THA, HEA, La Faovlina, m Sanlamcas m Dulch Frizas, 1TE2, HGA 3457,
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dangers posed by British men-of-war im pressing the crews of |:|-ri'..'1'nl==r5.'m It was
also possible that the crew of the privateer would plunder prizes for themsekes,
Haslam was therefore directed to post his "Ledtenant and two frusty ofcers. .. [50
that they)] examing the Trunks and Chest..and they should sign papers (o prevent

jealousy or misunderstanding, ™

Another fzcior that limied the value of Liverpool privateering was thal & was not
evident throughout the war. Table 13 indicates that there were no privale warships
operating out of the port at the outbreak of hostilities. This was due o the
uncerain status of the enemy. By authorsing reprizals ageinst Rebel trade,
Parliament would inadvertently be acknowledging the American Congress.® In the
everd, as Table 14 illustrates, & was not wndil 1777 that Liverpool's predatory
activities began. By this time British privete vessels were suthorised to capture
American shipping. Table 13 shows the number of Liverpool privateers reaching
double digits in 1778 and 1780. This increase took place after an Order in Council
in the second half of 1778, granting a priveteering war against France. The issuing
of privateering commissions against Spain had also begun in summer 17709
Table 13 shows a distinct increase in local privatesring activity between 1780 and
1781, from 13 to 20 muster rolls, This coincided with the onset of the Anglo -Dutch
War in December 1750, Indeed, there was approval amongst Liverpool

businesses for preying upon the Dutch, who were believed to be a rich commescial

™ LIVRO. Accounl Badk ol lha Enlayisa, lalay ol maluckon ko Caglain Jamas Haslam, Livaraool,
15 Juna 1780, 257 MD 45

P st , 16 Saala e | TTE.

™ Sladaay, Brilish Privaleanng, 194,

™ ik 194-7.
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power. Even Davenport urged Caplain Smale to get his commission for reprisals

against the Dutch as soon as possible, to ‘'make every advantage'.®

Yet, in terms of the number of vessels sailing, Liverpool's privateering flest had
reached its peak by 1781 — two yesrs before the end of the conflict, That is not to
say that privateering did not continue thereafter. Table 14 shows prizes being
captured until 1783.% Even tho ugh Parliament voted to end offensive operations in
Maorth America after defest at Yorktowen in 1781, it was not until Movember 1782
that preliminary terms were reached with the Bebels. In addition, Britain, France,
and Spain only signed preliminary agreements in January 1783. The Treaty of
Paris came in late-1783, and an accommaodation with the Dutch reached in 1784,%
But, crucially, Table 13 shows 20 Liverpool privaleer muster ralls for 1781, and the
numbers declined thereafier. Evidently the "mania’ of sending ships out as
priveteers had peaked by mid-1781. The aggression of Brfish privateers resulted
in the loss and withdrawal of the Duich fleet ™ Table 14 outines the compositan

and numbers of prizes teken, which is also revealing:

™ bbb, Davenport Papers, Wiliam Davenports Letter Book, D avenport to © aptain John Smale,
1.2 Jansmy 78N, DVDANAS .

¥ ZSiangaly, Tatls 13 shows |hal lhava was ona avivalasr in 1784, avan hough licansas graniad
anly Uil smuary 1783

™ Conway, War of Ameicar Indeperdarce, 230-2,

L Sladay, SeihiET Savaleanmg, 207,
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TABLE 14 Liverpoal Prizes taken to High Court of the Admiralty 1777-1782 -

Number and % of that year

us FR SP DT TOTAL
1777 8 (100) g

1778 5 [28) 12 (71) 17
1779 5 [8) 52 (B5) a7 B1
1780 3(13) 10 (42) 11 [4E) 24
1781 4 [1E) 12 (48) 3 (12) E (24) 25
1782 4 [22) 4(22) 1 (B) g [50) 18
TOTAL 30 a0 19 15 154
AS % 19 38 12 10 &9

KEY: US [American), FR [French), SP [Spanish), DT [Dutch)

Source: TNA, HCA 25/56-122; HCA 2B/33-70; HCA 34/43-57; 58

Unsurprisingly, the compostion of Liverpool's prizes varied, At the start of the
conflict, they were exclusively Amercan. But as the war imensified, and mare
nations became belligerents, the prizes became more diverse. French vessels
constituted the largest number [80) and percentage (58 per cent) of ships teken by

Liwverpool predators. This reinforces Starkey's point that, nationally, the French

;.
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mercartie marine suffered the most from British privatesrs % Crucially, Starkey
showed that across the country, most prizes had been sentenced between 1778
and 1782% This was before the signing of the Treaty of Paris. But in Liverpool, the
condemning of most prizes had taken place even sooner.” Table 14 does show a
significent number of prizes for the town in 1780 and 1781, but a peak of E1 had
been reached in 1779, All of this date shows that Liverpool privateering had

reached its full potential well before the end of the conflict in 1783.

ADDITIONAL FACTORS IN THE RECOVERY OF
OVERSEAS TRADE

Therefore, other factors besides prvateering contributed towards the town's
sluggish improvement in the early-1780s, and eventual past-war recovery. One
potential contribution was smuggling (but this is obviously difficult to assess with
cerainty), Haggery also argued that merchants were forced fo re-direct their
trade.”! Indeed, it was mooled earlier that this was the reason wiy Liverpool's
trade to Europe increased atthe start of the Amencan War. Tables 11 and 12 also
indicate that whilst the overseas market declined during the first hak of the wer,
Liverpodl's coastal frade grew i numbers and 1onnage bebween 1775 and 1778,
But this market declined thereafter, due to colonial pivateers harrying the British
cogst, Liverpool Corporation minuies stated: “our Ships are frequently taken even
in fhese Channels, and our Coasts annoved Iy Amencan Privateers’. ™ Another

factor that may have helped Liverpool was that it could gain fram the Government

™ i, 198, 218, 232,

M ioid, 218,

™ i, 232,

™ Hagoarly, Meraly for Momey, 214,

™ LIWAO, Livepool Cowpovalion Racords, 15 Dacambar 1777, 352 MINFCOUT .
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requisitioning vessels. Indeed, the British army in America could not live off the
country due to local resistance, and therefore t had to be supplied with food and
stores from the British [skes. Henceforh, the UK government charered large
numbers of merchart ships, which was potentially profitable for businesses. But,

as the nextchapter shows, this happened only to a limited extent in Liverpoal.

There were olher possible sources of relief. As in peacelime, overseas traders
responded to difficulties by acquiring the |atest business and shipping news. A
letter from Willizin Davenport in 177910 a colleague in the West |ndies noted; We
shall e hankiul you'll advise us frequently ofthe slate of your markel for Megroes
and the terms of payment.™ Armed with this information, Liverpool businesses
could plan future decwmions. That said, enemy shipping could disrupt the
transmission of commercial nteligence. Whikt the evidence & fragmented, it
seems that some local companies restructured themseles. For example, prior to
1775 the merchart firm Rawlinson & Chorley consisted of only two partners. By
April 1780 they were referred to as Rawlinson, Chorley & Gregson.™ The lack of
in-depth materials makes it hard to determing precisely why this restructuring took
place. Yet advertisements in the local press prior to the American War suggest
that Rawliinson & Chorley deak primarily with North America and the West Indies.”
Thus, they would have been especially vulnerable to the distuwbances in the

colonies. It is likely 2 new partner was brought in fo replece depleted capital and

reduce personal risk. One auihor suggested that local businesses re-frenched by

™ MM, Davangoil Papaws, Willam Davenaorl Livavaool, lo Jno. Thomgson, 1 Mach 1779,
DDAV .

™ L wpool General Advaniser, & Agil 1780,

™ pich, 22 July 1774,
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seeking cheaper alternatives.™ This is borne out in the documentary record. For
example, one of Davenports vessels wes damaged in 1781, and it was repaired in
Londonderry. This was because wages, timbers, and planks, were cheaper there
than in Li'aﬂ:r|.'.|.:u|:ul.'|.'r However, as we shall see, retrenchment was not abways
successiul as a large numiber of merchants were amongst the town's bankrupts

during the conflict.

Lobbying for naval provision arguably contributed towards the improvement in
overseas trade. The Liverpool Chamber of Commerce sent numerous pelifions to
the Admirally calling for convoys. On 1 February 1776 they requested that the
Mavy guerd homeward bound ships from the West Indies. The Admirelty
responded that convoys would cover frade wp fo 120 Leagues clear of Jamaica.
Although this was a positive step, the Liverpool mercharts warted mare. They
lobbied for their vessels to be conducted to 45* North Latitude. The Admirakty later
instructed the Mewfoundland commander to order vessels o strelch oocasionally
to the outer edge of the Grand Banks. The Chamber of Commerce continued to be
active on this issue, and by August 1776 convoys were eppointed for outward and
homeward bound trade with the West Indies.™ But the efficiency of these convoys
is questionable. Crowhurst argued that whilst the Admirakty became more adept at
organizing commercial defence during the eighteenth century, the American War
was especially challenging.”™ Britain was strained by fighting the Americans,

French, Spanish, and Dutch, with few allies. Furthermore, slave vessels were

™ Haggaily, Meraly for Moy, 214,

™ MMM, Davanpoil Papars, Wilkam Davanaorl, Livepool, o Caplain Palar Follar, 15 May 1781,
CeDanA

L LA, Faeiracl al tha Prosaadmgs mnd Rassulions al Lha Savaral Commilea: al [ha Chambsan al
wommarca lor tha Pavlol Livargool, Mscallanaous Pamahials 65, 525 Fakd

L F. Crvwhonsl, The Dalarce of Sl Trad'e 1659-TE1S |Falaskona, 1977}, &r-8.
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especially difficult to protect. They took varying lengths of time to load cargoes and
never left the African coast in groups. Under these circumstances, it was virtually

imposshle to organise a proper convoy system for slave traders ®

Developments on the battlefield confributed towards Liverpools recovery.
Althowgh British troops evacuated Boston in 1776, they re-tocok MNew York the
same year, Philadelphia in 1777, and Charleston in 1780. This ensured that whilst
Liverpodl's frade to the colonies was constricted, it did not end entirely, Indeed,
Table 13 shows muster rolls from the Thiteen Colonies for the duration of the war.
Such wvictaries re-opened Amercan towns to British commerce. Thus, some
Liverpocl businesses resuscitated their links with the Thiteen Colonies. By May
1780 David Tuohy was sending packets to Cork, which then travelled on fo New
York by way of convoy. ¥ Tuohy also sent agents to South Carolina. In 1781, one
reported that provisions of all kinds waere Sery much in demand.’ But there were
limiatons as Brtish control extended only six miles into the -r.'u:m.lmr'!.rsi-:hz.’alE
Ironically, British defeat at Yorktown inm 1781 arguably proved beneficial 1o
Liverpool’s overseas commerce, Surrounded by American and French forces on
land and sea, Cornwallis was forced to surrender. Such was the humiliation of this
defeat that Pardiamert woted to cease miltary operations in North America
Althowgh this decision brought the prospect of peace closer to hand, it did naot in
itzelf end the conilicl, Referring to the Bzitle of the Szintes in April 1782, in which
the British defeated a French fleet in the Caribbean, Richard Watt wrote in

Jamaica; ‘after the news of Sr G B. Rodney's Victory and that of our force in these

& 5
dirick | &0
" LIVRQ, Tuchy Pagars, Thomas Tranl. Sodk, o David Tuahy, 9 May 1780, 380 TUQNN S
# wiliam Simmons, Chavieslon, Soulh Cancima, lo David Tuahy, £F Dacamae 1781, 380
T LU 53,
o Hithe | Redcests amd Rabals: Tha War for Amavics 1 770-17871 |Lomdon, 2001}, 333.

;.



P

Seas are superior | suppose [insurance] will be done for less.™ Decisive as it was,
not even this batile ended operations in the Caribbean I anything, London
expecied a resumption of French and Spanish offensives, and the West Indian
front would become more important than pver Only with the final arrival of peace
after 1783 did Liverpool's overseas frade witness a significant recovery. According
to Table 11, the total number of vessels in Liverpool rose from 349 0 1763-1784 1o
404 in 1785-1786. Table 12 also indicates an increase in tonnage values, rising

from 43,064 in 17531784 to 55,865 tons by 1786,

OTHER BRANCHES OF THE LIVERPOOL ECONOMY

The war clearly had a trickle-down effect upon the broader local economy. As a

result, some groups hed @ negative experience. Graph 4 outlines the number of

Liverpool bankrupts between 1774 and 17385

Lz LIWRO, wall Famiy Fagare, Lallar and Acscounl Back al Richand Wall, Rizhad Wall, Kmgalon,
Io Thomas Rawson, 16 Maw 1782, 920 WAT 1£21
”Cmtray. War of Amancae irdesanderce, 1| 40-1.
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FIGURE 4 Number of new bankrupts in Liverpool 1774 -85
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Sowrce: An alphebetical list of all the bankrupts from the first of January 1774 to
the thitieth of June 1786 inclusive with the date of the cedificsiez =nd
supersedures fo those who have received them [London, 1788), LAMNA,

For eighteerth century England as a whaole, Hoppit argued that a broad pattern of
wartime bankruptcy was discernible = an initial rise, folowed by a fall The
restoration of peace also demanded readusiments, In particular, the iron and steel
industries suffered from kst government corfracts. Henceforlh, the number of
bankrupts began fo increase algmi'l.“:'":I For Liverpool, this pattern is clearly
replicated in Figure 4. Whereas there were nine new bankrupts in the town in
1775, this figure rose to 20 in 1778, Thereafier # began to fall, reaching as few as
five in 1782. But with the relurn of peace, the number of bankrupts increased
ggain to double I’igure: Severzl prominent Liverpool merchanis succumbed to

bankruptcy dwing this period Amongst them were Miles Barber in 1777, John

® Hoaail, Sisk god Fxiue it Englisl: Busitess, | 23-3.
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Dobson, Joseph Dalters, and Thomas Case in 1778; John Gore in 1778; William
Gregeson in 1781; and John Postlethweite in 1783, Howewver, es Table 15
indicates, both raders and manufaciuring were affected. It is not clear why these
individuals from @& wvariety of business backgrounds succumbed to bankruptoy
during these yeers. Indeed, the causes are not erficulated in these pariicular
bankruptcy records. But, given that it fits the broad patiern of bankupicy during
wartime, it was likely related %o the ups and downs of doing business during the

American conflict

TABLE 15 Cooupations of Liverpeol bankrupts 17741756

OCCUPATION NUMEBER % OF WHOLE
Manufacturer / Retal 72 45
Merchants 58 387
Dealer iD E.7
Money Scrivener 4 27
Lnclear 3 2
Professionzl 2 1.3
Mariner 1 0.7
TOTAL 150 100.1

source: LANA, An slphebefcs! Isf of gl ihe barlrupiz from the fist of Janvany
1774 1o the thirieth of June 17BE inclusive wih the date of the cerfificales and
supersedures o fose who Rave received them [London, 1788), 2321594
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Cormversely, some areas of the local economy did wel out of the War of
Independence. Local shipyards benefited from the multiplier effect of riging
government expendilure. The core of Georgian Briain's shipbuilding was the
Foyal Dockyards. Howewver, the increasing incidence of warfare after 1688 meant
that it became increasingly common to use private contractors to supplement the
construction of naval vessels. Liverpool had seven such private contractors by the
17705, and Table 16 shows that they buit warships during the American

Fewvaolution,

TABLE 16 Mumber of King's Ships launched at Liverpoal, 1777-1784

YEAR HO. LAUNCHES TOTAL TONNAGE
177 1 SET

17rB 3 1,412

1778 1 BET

1ran 4 £, 660

178 o =, 080

1782 3 1,405

1733 1 711

17384 1 710

Souwrce: B Stewart-Brown, Liverpool Ships in the Eightesnth Cerury [London,

1932), £9,
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Liverpool's private vards made a szable contribution to the war efford. This was
not intially apparent, as no military vessels were launched into the Mersey in
1775, Indeed, the first of bwo mobilizations was limited, as Narth's government
hoped to keep cosls down by pursuing a limited engagement in the colonies.
However, a second, more intense, mobilzetion took place sfter Bourbon
intervention in 1775.F This pattern was repeated in Liverpool That year three
military vessels were launched into the Mersey, and an additional five by 1780. By
the end of the conflict in 1783, eighteen Foyal Naval vessels had been launched, ™
The key fzctor behind this growth was an increase in national government
expenditure. In 1775, £3358,151 was spent on warship construction, of which 13
per cent was invested in the private yards. By 1780 this expenditure had almost
doubled to £67D,000. Merchamt contractors accounted for half of this sum. Whilst
Liverpool was behind the private yards in London [in 1778 there 17 warships were
being built on the Thames, compered to only 5 on the Mersey), Liverpool was
ahead of Bristol. ™ The American War also marked the first ime that the number of
merchant-buit warships exceepded those launched in the Foyal Dnckjra'ds.m
Furthermore, the construction of warships in Liverpool had an impact upon the
broader regional economy. Many of the anchors for Liverpool ships were made in
Whitthaven.®! The copper for locally buit warships was also obtained from

Macclesfield =

Ll Baugh, "Why did Beitain lege command of the 3e3z?, inJ. Bladk and P. Woodire, edz, Tig
Britiel Mivy srd e Uee of Meva Power 7 il Solneacdly Canboy |Laicaslar, 1928, 154.

® g awal-Brown, Livemoo! Shigs, 59.

o BOLD, Nalh Fagars, Hoilh 54457,

® . Knight "Devi bolts and deception™ ® arme naval shipbulding in private s hipyards, 1 733-
1E15 . Jowms of Menlime Sesegrcit, 5, 1 | 2003, 41.

" THa, Admiwlly Facowds, Thomas Mikhsll, Livarpool, lo lha Havy Boawd, 15 Novambar 1780,
ADM 1051258,

¥ THA, Admially Records, Chales Roa, Maccieslisild, Lo Iha Commissionars of tha Navy, 18
Moy 1 780, ADM 1060 252 .
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The private yards in Liverpool made an additional contribution to the war effort.
A H John pointed out that military conflict stimulated technological development.
Liverpool ship-wright Foger Fisher was a keen innovator. After the Seven Years
War he published Hearf of Oaf, which criticized the exhaustion of timber supplies
in the UK, and urged immediate replanting of trees.™ His sense of innovation wes
also important during the American War. The coppering of hulls, to reduce drag
and to increase speed, had initially been pioneered in the Royal I};u.:lq,ra.'m--:|s.'9"’L But
the Mawvy Office compleined in January 1778 thet coppering resulted in the
gathering of verdigris, & green pigment that is evidence of oxidation. It later
penetrated the planks and damaged the ship. Fisher informed the Nawy Cffice that
covering the botiom with peper dipped in hot ter could prevent this. The Newy
agreed that ships of the line could safely be coppered Fishers way™ Thus, the
degree of naval construction in the Lverpool private yards, as well as Fisher's role
in supporting technological innovetion, reinforces Maorriss's argument that private
vards made a substanfial contribwtion towards British war efiors during the Long

Eighteenth lC“.h!:ni:.u‘:,r.';'Ei Liverpool was clearly part of this process.

However, the trckle-down impact from the Amerncan War zslso had some
ambiguous consequences, especialy wupon the Leeds-Liverpool Canal
Construction of this waterway had begun in 1770, and by 1773 31 miles of canal

had been built in Lancashire. The complete length between Wigan and Livempoal

® B, Fishar, Haarl of Og: The Bilish Bulwank lo wivci is sdded av sgeerds sievang lhe aullods
saim avils, fow e rese Ny of Englaad may be praserved, 8o §8 lo endwe more iiter oouwkis
tive Mumber of Yaars (i wil comlinug i tive preser Mode of (a0 g we Sies |Londom, 1771}, wii

¥ piacdougall, Roval Dechygids, 15

# b, Boavd ol Admivally n-Lallaws, 27 January 1779, ADM/E 195

" Mg, FoundFioms of SnliaT Wanhm @ A scardancy, 1355 7.
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was opened in October 1774.% The following year the American War commenced.
In some respects, these disturbances did not hinder the development of the canal.
Liverpool merchant Wiliam Blundell recorded that the amount of coal carried on it
increased from 31,401 tons in 1781 %o 70,555 tons in 1784, Similarly, the
trensportation of Limestone roge from 2,451 fons in 1781 1o 3,220 tons by 1784.%
Howewver, & can be argued that the war had profoundly negative consequences for
the waterway. No work was undedaken to eatend the main line of the canal
between 1777 end 1780. Clarke ergued that the American War hed a detrimental
impact upon industry in Lancashire and Yerkshire, Indeed, it reduced the supply of
money that was necessary to complete the pmjn:ﬂ.m This argument is partially
substentisted by Table 15 which shows that manufacturers and merchants,
(@roups who had sponsored the canal) were a sEable proportion of Liverpools

bankrupts during the period

The best thet can be said is that & the Leeds-Liverpool Canal was adversely
afiected during these years, the American War was but one factor amongst many.
Waterway construction was necessarily expensive, having 1o pay labourers and
compensation to those inconvenienced.'™ The most expensive measure taken by
the Company was the purchasing of the Douglas navigstion in 1772 which

improved access 1o Wigan and boosted the supply of waler. W A a result, by

¥ Clala, Leeds and Liveqroo! Canal, 77-8.

H LI¥RD, Mizcallansous Docurmanle, Wilism Blundall Tomaga ligwves = ooal and olbary
malanaks carriad an |ha Laads-Livagpool and Lha Douglas Hawvigalioms 1 751-1790, MD 553
Hﬂ-hhﬂ. Laad's pord Lol Gans, B4

""" TNA, Leads and Livaracol Canal Comgany. Mnulas ol Livavpool Commillaa and Sanaral
Assamaly, 1 Fr5=-17T80, HA, RAIL 84&de. Alea eaa 15 md 23 Novamoa 1705, 11 lanuany 1708
amd 1 May 1777,

" Claka, Leads sed Livecpoo! Camal, T56.
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1784, the Company was £18,000 in debt. 2 |t was not until changes in personnel
and improvements in the national economy in the early -1790s that money became

available again, and construction of the main line resumed.'™

CONCLUSIONS

This chapier provides a nuanced interpretalion of the impact of the Amercan
conflict upon the ‘empire at home', or specifically Liverpool's economy. In terms of
overseas trade, the precize timings of downturns and upturns very according to
which zowces are drawn upon, bud shipping numbers and fonnages, as well a5
revenue figwes suggest that there were four broad phases fo Liverpools
commercial experience. Intizly, overseas business broedly remained steady.
Secondly, this was folowed by a decline. The penultimate phase was marked by 3
sluggish improvement. Finally, t was not until the post-war years that a clearer
recovery took place, The various branches of Liverpoofs overseas commernce
declined at different fimes. Whereas the American market declined immediateby,
European trade fell ater. The diversity of experiences, and the fluctuations in
some figures that do not conform fo this general pattern, underscore the
unpredictability of overseas trade. Marriner and Conway stressed the role of
privateering in bringing about an improvement in overseas activity. Cerainly, the
number of Liverpool priveteers increessed between 1778 snd 1781, and, es
Marriner and Conway rightly pointed out, this had some benefils for the beoal
goonomy. But taking enemy vessels was highly dangerous, not abways rewarding,

and had erguably reached is peak between 1778 end 1781. Henceforth, other

"2 THA, Leads and Livarpool Canal Compamy, Mirule ol Liarpool Commillaa mnd Ganaal
Azssamialy, 1 FPEITED, £l July 1784, RAIL Sda5fd2
"3 Clatka, Leads and Liverpoo Cana. 84-5.
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factors, such as the provision of convoys, the business acumen of local
merchents, and developments on the battlefizid, contributed towards Liverpool's
rebound. Yet the most important facior was the restoration of pesce by 1783,

which proved conducive for a sustained post-war recovery.

The war also had an efiect upon the broader local economy. There were victims of
wartime dislocation, and thus the number of bankmupts increased. Aternatively,
some areas of the kcal ecomomy, neamely shipbuilding, flourished from the
multiplier effect of incressed national government expendilure. This frend also
illustrated the impotance of private yands in sustaining Britain's war efforts.
Infrastructure projects enjoyed mixed forlunes, Whilst the amount of goods
transported akng the Leeds-Liverpoal Canal increased, comstruction of the main
line of this waterway ceased. Thus, on the whole, the sconomic impact of the
Revolutionary Wer upon Liverpool wes mixed. There were winners and losers, and

thus we combine Ashton™s and John's assenons. Convway summed | up.

The picture...is highly wariegated. Historians disegree about the impadt of
war on the eighteenth cenfury econamy, and such is the complexity and
range of the issues to be weighed that & proper audit is probably
impossible. But whether we are focusing on costs or benefits, lbsers or

winners, one thing is clear. The American war made its mark. '™

With the benefit of hindsight, we know that the War of Independence did not stop

Liverpodl's long-term economic march, wban sprawl, and growth in oversess

" Comway, War of Amarican indepetderce, 194.
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trade. The strategies and factors memntioned in this chapter, as wel as the longer-
term socio-cultural  sttributes, diversification of business porifolios, end
geographical factors delziled in Chapter One, enabled Liverpool o sundve the
Revolutionary ¥War. The town's overseas trade continued to prosper thereafter. As
Pope noted: The years 1783-1783 in Liverpool were & period of economic
upsurge and commercial vitalty” "™ Trade with Europe underwent considerable
expansion. Affica and the Caribbean remained Liverpools most wvaluable
destinations, but were becoming less imporant. Indeed, the 17805 and 1780s
witnessed the develkpment of markets that were to play a major role in Liverpools
nineteenth cemury ecomomy, such as the cotton, com, and fruit trades. "™
Obviously, the United Stetes became a major supplier of Liverpool's cotton.
Furthermore, despite the economic dislocation of the War of Independence, Maw
has shown that the American market grew in importance for Liverpool after 1783,
The town became the largest exporier of cotton manufactures to the LSA by 180E
— even overaking London, In bried, this waes because many English émigré
merchants that had left for Amerca hailed from Lancashire ard Yorkshire. LS
merchents also chose to bypass London, and go directly to the source of cotion
manufactures in Morth West Emgland. In sddition, subsegquent improvemenis to
Liverpodl's shipping and banking facilties made the toen more atiractive to LIS

: I
businesses, "™

"% Pope, ‘Shipping and Trade, 476,

108wyl 476-82

T P, Maw, Vorkshire and Lancashire scendant: Englands textile exports to New Yod and
FhiladakhsE 1750-1805 , E4HS, &3, 3 2010}, F33-55.
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CHAPTER FIVE:
THE SOCIAL AND CULTURAL IMPACT OF
THE WAR OF INDEPENDENCE
UPON LIVERPOOL

This chapter comtinues to analyse how overseas imperial warfare sffected lie back
home in the UK. Firstly, it synthesises existing knowledge of the socio-cultural
consequences of the American War upon Liverpool. Secondl, i teps into
previousk neglected sources. Finally, it contributes to seversl historiographical
debates. Whilst it is not clear what impact the war had upon local fiving standards
[2 key social factor), it is evident that the conflict did affect the fown in several
respects. Indeed, the war influenced patterns of criminality, migration, and labour
relations. This extends Bowen's argument that Hanoverian warfare impacted upon

the British regions to include the northern provinces too, b

Another social consequence in Liverpool was the mil#erisation of the community.
Indeed, this manifested tself in several ways, namely the housing of prigoners of
war, boosting civil defences, intelligence gathering, and recruitment of service
personnel. The miltarisation of the fown enables us to essess the degree to which
the central fiscal-military sizte could nfluence the localities. Comway found that
during the American War if London wanted to achieve its goals, it sometimes had
to accommaodate local circumstences. For instance, the raising of men for army

service was often the product of working alongside provincizl elites. Monetheless,

' Bowaam, War mad Snbsh SociEy, 41.
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central government's role should not be minimised. It raised men and resources
through impressment into the Navy, often overriding local -::L|:L|:H:n::ii:un.2 However,
Cormaay's analrsis only made limded reference 1o Liverpodl. The evidance from
this town suggests that militarisation prompted local authorities in Liverpool to
seek concessions from the centre. Buf, whilst these were sometimes granted, the

directing nature of the fizcal state was ever-present.

This chapter considers other themes too. Bradley stated that the conflict divided
British public opinion.? Wilson built upon this, stressing that the American War
magnified existing ideclogical religious, parisan, and socio-economic
distinctions.* Both suthors used Liverpool 25 an example to substantiate their
arguments, and that information is synthesised here. The town did conform o the
aocepted consensus that the American War split opinion, and that economics and
religion were key dividing lines. But the example of Liverpool also demonstrates
thatl quanttative evaluation can reveal boal subtleties. * Wilson further argued that
the American Revolution prompted a re-evaluation in British imperial ideology. The
war polarised =zn older liberarizn spprosch to empire zgaingt the mare
authontarian model devekbped by m'r:I--:ernLnr.* This schism was evident in
Liverpocl oo, as both those in favour of coercion and conciliation used imperial
ideclogy fo justify their positions, Finally, Colley postulsted that the rise of
‘Britishness” owed much to warfare, piting Protestant Britain against the Cathalic

Bourbons. This in turn generated a greater sense of patriotism. The example of

* Conway, Bnlsh lsies snd dre War of Amencar ndependence, S47-53.

: JE. Bradiey, 'The Brtish Fublic and the Amencan Revolution: Idealogy, Interest and Dpinion’, in
H.T. Dickimson, ad.. Bdlziz and ie Ameicar Seaeivor |Londom, 1938} 141,

 Wilsom, Semsa of line Peopis, 253.

* g 2T

P Wikem, Sevse of iite Feonie, 232-4.
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Liverpool during the War of Independence indicates that there were certainly
different identilies in the fown, including a sense of ‘Englishness’, But the essential
Tlowy Of Colley's thesis i supported. During the war-years some boalks referred 1o

the 'British’, and identified against 'the Other. The latter included the Ewopean

powers, and, eventually, the American colonists.

LIVING STANDARDS

Judging the impact of warfare upon living standards is extremely difficult.” This
uncereinty arises from the sheer number of factors thet require considering,
including inflation, incomes, prices, regional variations, and taxation.” Analysing
living standards in Liverpool from 1775 to 1783 is especially challenging, as there
is lithle lbng-running data, and much of it is contradictory Az the previous chaper
indicated, there were some economic winners during these years, such as
shipbuilders. Individuals also managed to achieve remarkable social mability.
Chapter One recellied how Banastre Tarleton came o the stention of Lord
Cormwallis for his military exploits. Other anecdotal evidence suggests that some
individuals continued to enjoy high quality lfestyles. Liverpool Corporation records
g

show that money was still spent on functions at the Exchange during the war.

Adverdisements in the local press for lusury goods, such as siks and country

T J. Rula, The Labounnng Clgsees in Exdy Induslng Segiand T720-18580 |Landon, 198E8), 40-5. Alka
see MW, Flion, "Trends in Real Wages 1780-18450¢, ENR, 27, 3 1974}, 335413 and T.R.
Gouwwvigh, 'Flinn and RealWage Trends in Bratain 17°50-1850°, 5-F, 29, 1 |1978], 12&-42.

¥ See R. Black and C. Gdmere, *Crowding Out dwing Britain's Industial R evoldion, JEH 50, 1

(19903, 109-31: E. W. Gilboy, Wages it Sigiiearih Camlury Englend |Camiidga, 1934, 219-20: P.

Wathias and P, O Brien. ‘Taxalion in Bvilan and Fanca 1715-1810; A Comaarison ol tha Social
and Econarmic incidence of taoses collected Tor the Cenlral Goce mments’, J5EH, 5 |197&), G01-50:
and F, ¥, 0'Brigr, ‘The Polifcal Econorvy of Briteh Taxalon, 16281815, S48 2, 41 19588, 1-32,
' LIY RO, Lwaarpoal Cavparabon Racands, 8 Oclobar 1779, 3528 MINESOU 1.
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homes, imply that there was stil demand for these commodities during war

'!ll‘E‘EFE.”.

Corwversely, other records suggest a decidedly negative impact. The conflict forced
some local businesses to make employees redundent. For exemple, in 1778 the
cofton manufaciurers Craven & Fosson laid off 120 children from the Liverpool
Blue Coat School They had aoriginally been emplyed for roving, carding, and
picking cotton for the spinning machines, But becauwse of the 'Deadness of the
C-otton Branch of Trade' the compary became ‘ulterly incapable to Employ 50
large a nusmber” " Indeed, between 1772 and 1774, B4 per cent of British cotion
imporis came from the West Indies.'* The wer disrupied the Caribbean market,
and therefore impacted upon the Briish coffon industry. Comway also pointed out
that increased warime taxation generated considerable opposition in parts of
Britain. The pesudonymous Varm® reflected this by criticising ‘burthensome taoes'

during the 1780 Liverpool electio n™

Quantitative evidence for declining local living standards is patchy. There would
seem to have been some price inflstion in the town. The cost of a Liverpoal
newspaper between 1777 and 1783, for example, rose by 20 per cert from 2 v d.
to 3d.™ The coach to London, on the ather hand, rose by @ more modest 7 per
cent from £2.25 to £2.55 between 1776 and 1781."% These figures suggest that

Liverpool was not out of kiter with the national picture. According to the

" | oo Generl Advedizer, 19 Mavch, 18 Juna, nd 9 July 1779,
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Schumpeter-Gilboy price index, national prices for consumer goods rose from an
index of 113 in 1775 t0 128 in 1783 =2 14 per cent rise."™ Set against these price
rses, there is some evidence of declining wages, or, at least, stagnating wages for
public employees. Indeed, Corporation records reveal that the salary of local
Beadle remained constant throughout the war. However, others like the gardener

saw their wages cut."”

Even if one essumes declining living standards [which is not clear cut), there are
competing explanations for this trend. As we saw in the previous chapler, a
number of merchanis engaged in overseas trade were made bankrupts between
1775 end 1783. Local businesswoman Sarsh Clayton [who had interests in
property asnd collieries) also suffered the same fale in 1778 Whilst the exact
causes of their demise remain unknown, Chapter Four showed a decline in
overseas frade for & time during the conflct. It seems probable that there was a
conrection with this trend and the onset of war, But there zre other potential
reasons for possible declining living standards. On 2 February 1776, the
Corporation noted that the ‘deplorable Case of the Poor' was due o bad
weather, ™ The Blue Coat charity school also commenied on the increased number
of dispossessed children, atiibuting this to Liverpools continued  urban
E:-tps.'nsil:n-ﬂ Significantly, neither entry referred to the struggle in the colonies.

Thus, it remains unclesr how the war sifected local living standards,
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CRIME AND UNREST

We can be more cerfain that the war affected local crirminalily. Liverpodl was 'a
tough town to police” during the eighteenth I:E:FﬂLI";'.m Poaching, scams, and bodily
harm, were amongst the most frequent crimes committed. Imprisonment was the
most obviows fomm of punishment, and there were five major detenfion centres in
the town. This included the tower at the bottom of Water Street, which, in 1740,
became a geol for housing felons and debiors. A House of Correction was also
opened next o the workhouse on Brownlow Hill in 1776 Its purpose was t© punish

criminals, and make vagabonds work. More extreme punishments, such as

execution, were evailable, but rarely used o

The onset of war immedistely precipitated violence in the town. Exact details of the
Sailors Riot of August 1775 vary eccording to individual accounts. Nonetheless, a
general chronology of events is discernible. Some contemporaries believed that
the disturbances in Amerca initially forced the laying up of a "great nomber of
Guinea ships’™ Up to 3,000 sailors became unemployed, and wages cut for those
who retzined their jobs, On Friday 25 Awgust, the crew of Oerby responded by
unrigging their vessel. Some of the offenders were commitied to prison, but a gang
of armed sailorz released them, as well as a female EI.':E:I.‘.II'HFI"CE.n Protesting
continued into the weekend, and increased the following Monday. The marinems

demanded redress of their grievances at the Exchange. Failing to achieve this,

:'? M, Macilveaa, The Livempood Undenvend, Crime it dhve Gity 7750 1500 |Lvarpool, 200013 13,
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they returned on Tuesday. However, a body of hired men protected the town hall
from ettack, which resulted in & viokent encounter that led to multiple desths, The
next day armed sailors marched on the Exchange, and ransacked the homes of
local merchants. By Thursday, troops ardved from Manchester and Chester to

quell the rict 2%

This unrest had several consequences. |n the immediate aftermath, over 40 men
were arrested.” Liverpool Corporation granted the freedom of the town to the
officers responsible for silencing the disturbances.®™ Merchants also attempted fo
seek redress. Indeed, Thomas Ratcliffe sought compensation for damage done to
his home, But this was a lengthy process, as there was uncerainty under which
legislation he was entitied compensation. It would be another two years before he
received remuneration. ¥’ The Sailor's Riot contributed towards the increased
sense of fear in the town during the war. As we shall see, there was spprehension
that beligerem powers wouk attack the port. Disgruntled saibors also cortinued to
pose a risk. The Mayor noted in 1779 that crews from privaleers caused ‘great
annovance of the inhabitants’, and therefore troops were dlationed to prevent
breaches of the peac:e.ﬁ Additional steps were taken to ensure tranguillty. In 1777
the council appointed a police committee, which advised people not fo leave their

homes =t night. By 1778 the Yorkshire miltiz were assigned to Lﬁ.lerpml.ﬂ
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The war likely affected the ske of Liverpool's prison population foo. Cortemporary
social reformer John Howard recorded the number of inmates incarcerated. His
data is not umproblematic, as prison populations often fluctuated throughout the
year. Even if there was an increase in the number of occuparts, it is not clear
whether this was down to the war, or the increased vigilance of local authorities, ™
Mevertheless, the annual number of inmates in Liverpool Borough Gaol &
consistent with the pattern associat ed with periods of warfare.? In Navember 1774
there were 58 prisoners in the facility. By 1778 the figure dropped to 28, This may
indicate the efiectiveness of the Recruitment Acts, which augmented the size of
the armed forces with criminals. Of these, two were |sted as deserers or
impressed men, suggesting a direct military link. By 1782, however, the number of
inmates at Liverpool Borough Gaol had increased to 34, This suppors the dea

that demobilisation led to a higher incidence of crime *

MIGRATION AND REFUGEES

The decision to wege war in America impected upon Liverpool by reducing
overseas migration Chapter One mentioned that the town fecilisted the
movement of unfree Britons across the Atlantic. However, there seems 1o be no
transport contract between Liverpool and America after 1775.% The second city of
empire also serwviced the movememt of free peoples across the ocean

Comemporary Treasury records listed migrams sailing from England to America,
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and Liverpool was one point of departure. These migrants came from various paris
of the UK, and trevelled to the West Indies and Morth America. Mew York and
Philzdelphia were amongst the most frequent destinstions from  Liverpool.
Continual runs of data from this period are limited, but it seems that the outbreak
of war in 1775 sharply reduced the number of migrants. In 1774, 243 free migrants
left Liverpoal for the Americas. Twelve months Ister, there was a large drop to 2

mere eight recorded entries

Warfare invariably creates refugees, and 7,000 Loyalists fled the colonies for the
LK. hiost of them resided in London, during which time they worked, socialised,
and travelled sround Britain.™ Some loyalists visited Liverpool, but often they did
not find ® appealing Samuel Curwen recorded that whilst the docks were
'slupendously grand’, housing was 'by a great majority in middling and lower siyle'.
Its charader was ‘nautical and so infinitely below our expectations’ *® Other
loyalists had a thoroughly unpleasant experience in Liverpoal. Joseph de Sabbe
was a physician who had resided in Amerca. When the disputes between Britain
and the colonists became violent, ke boerded & ship owned by John Sparling,
bound for Liverpool. However, owing to the limited time to collect his property, De
Sabbe had little money. Thus, when he arived at Liverpoaol in 177E, he was jailed
for not paying his passage.r" Taken =3 & whole, the evidence on criminalty, labour
unrest, reduced overseas migration, and visits by colonial refugees, suggests that
the American War affected Liverpool = and therefore that regions outside of the

South of England were impacted by eighteenth century warfare too.
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PRISONERS OF WAR

We now turn to miitarisation of the community, end this enables us to determine
the balance of power between the cemral fiscal-military state and boal authorities.
Liverpool was a depot for enemy combatarts 'from the force of circumstances
rather than ary suitabiiy of ts own'. ™ Indeed, because the fown wes =
privateerirg por, itserved as a convenient detemtion centre. Extant sources do not
provide numbers, but between 1775 and 1783 Liverpocl housed people from
various nations, This included neutrals that were captured on enemy vessels, who,
afier further investigation, were relezsed.™ Most inmates tended to be American,
French, or Spanish, the majority of which were confined to the Gaal on Mount
Pleazant.® On the whole, prisoners were humanely treated Omders were given
that inmates be 'victualled and supplied with clothes and necessaries ™' However,
it was |ater alleged that the agert, Mr Oliphant, did not carry out these instructions
with the Americans. After conducting an iwestigation, the Mawvy Board found ‘him
totaly unfit to be continued in the emplovment’. Oliphant was replaced, and £20

distributed amaongst the prisoners as mmpnnsaﬁ:ﬂ.ﬂ

Housing these people put @ strain on local resources, which brought the
Corporation into conflict with central government. French and Spanish prisoners
were especialy dangerous becsuse of the Tacial animosities' between the two @

Thus, the Corporation actively solicied the removal of prisoners from the town. In
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Movember 1778 the local government sert @ memorial to the Privy Councd,
requesting that French prisoners be transferred to an inland fown ** This yielded
some resulls, as a number of prisoners were moved o Omskirk, Chester, and
Lancaster. But the cenfre did not always acquiesce to provincial requests. In 1780
Liverpoal hoped that a government vessel would transport prisoners from the tfown
to Plymouth. This was rejected, and Liverpool instructed to find other methods of
removing the inmates. ** Even when prisoners were moved, there were mare 1o
take their plece. By 4 January 1780 orders were issued that the Durham militia
escort ten Fremchmen from Whitehaven to Liverpool *¥ Thus, whilst local
government tried to modify exactions forced upon it, the direction of the fiscal-

milkary state was evident,

CIVIL DEFENCE

Several ettempts were made to bolster the town’s defensive posture. The need for
protection was not unfounded, as the U3 Congress targeted Liverpool for
destruction.*” The main form of local defence was the construction of fortifications.
This hed previously been sttempted during the Seven Years War, but did not
materizlise due to difficullies with the landholders of the intended site. With the
nation again at war, this matter was back on the agenda In 1776, Liverpoal
petitioned the Privy Council for @ Fort and Barrecks to bdge two companies of
soldiers. ** By May 1777, the Master-General of Ordinamce reporied that

construction of a battery on the pier was insufficient, as the breadth of the river
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enabled enemy vessels to fire at the docks and town Thus, an alternative was
proposed - & total of two batteries, with one at Hoxhey Mook and the other at
Seacomb Point. The crossfire from both would dissuade enemy vessels from
attacking the town. But this plan would take two years to complete, and therefore
hulks were deployed in the river as short-term solutions *® Construction of a fort
commenced on the north shore by Princes Dock, with barracks for S00 troops.
Batteries were also placed =t the mouth of the docks ¥ As evidence of the impact
of warfare upon British society, when troops emived in these gerrisons they
interacted with local civiians. The Mayor of Liverpool noted that inhabitanis
purchased clothes from the soldiers, and that this was detimental 1o the welfare of
the troops. Henceforth, anybody found guilly of this crime would be punished, ™
Adverisements were also placed in the beal press demanding information on the

whereabouts of deserers

The construction of these forlifications placaied the needs of the beality. However,
the direction of the fiscal-military state remained paramount. Liverpool Corporation
believed that national government had egreed to supply gunpowder with the forts,
When thie commodity did not arrive, Liverpoal pettioned Westminster to procure

it. ¥ But, in the summer of 1779, the Privy Counci rejected this appeal, arguing
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that this had never been part of the arrangumsnt.ﬁ" To acquiesce would enoourage

similar requests from other towns. >

INTELLIGENCE GATHERING

Another example of the war impacting upon Liverpoal, as well as the growing
reach of the fiscal-miitary stete, was the expension of inteligence gathering.
Dwring the Early Modern Period there were two obvious ways of conducting this,
either through resident diplomats in other countries or networks of agerts
Howewver, with the advent of privateering at port towns, opportunities for soquiring
information were expanded. Enemy wvessels were brought ime por, papers
confiscated, armd crews nterviewed. Ower twenly standard guestions were
prepared for interrogetion. This included detais of where the ship had seiled from,
what cargo it carried, and whether & was insured. A series of sdditional questions

could follew, such as asking about passengers and passmns.?

Crucially, these interrogations shed light an the relationship between kboal and
national government. In Liverpool, bcal merchants conducted and transcribed
these interviews. For example, Jobnson Gildart, fluent in French, interviewed
crewmembers from Canisfer in 1778 at the Golden Lyan an Dale Street. ® Fellow

merchant Joseph Daliera also translated testimonies from Lz Fawlime at Pontack’s
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Coffer House on Water Street 3% However, the importance of certral government
was evident in these interviews., The interrogafion documents were highly

form alised, suggesting that they were centrally designed.

RECRUITMENT AND SERVICE IN THE ARMY

Banastre Tarlelon remains the outstanding example of a Liverpool-barm man
serving in the British army during the American War, but he was not alone. If there
were attempis to recruit soldiers in Liverpool at the outset of the war, then they
were modest. This was probably due 1o the initial liméed mobilisation. But, an 15
December 1777 the Corporation considered the most serious . _present state of
publick Affairs in America’. It noted how the Declaration of Independence had
made reconciliation more dificult, and overseas trade was reduced. In a move that
symbolised the importance of local initiative, Liverpool Corporation pledged to
raise @ regiment,™ This was reminiscent of Britain's "amateur miktary tradition’, or
part-time volurteer 5:4.::4-:1i£trir|-g.m The Toth Regiment of Foot were inffarmally known
as the "Liverpool Blues', in honour of the local batialion that operated during the

‘45 % The new regiment initially numbered over 1,000 men &

Despite this local initiative, national considerations remained paramount. The War

Office outlined the specifications of the regiment to the Liverpool meyor on &
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January 1778 It would contain eight battalions, one company of grenadiers, and a
company of light infantry. Mone of the men were o be under 5ft 4 inches tall, and
would be aged between 18 and 30.% In May 1778 the regiment assembled at
Bank Hall 1o receie their colours. ™ Thereafter, the 75" was o the operational
disposal of the central state, and experienced conditions associated with army fife.
In summer 1778 they received their training at Warley in the Midlands.*® The
following year they disembarked for Jamaica. By November 1778 there were only
833 men in their renks. Muster rolls show that there had been only five desertions

since August. Evidently, the loss of manpower was predominantly due to iliness ¥

The 79" glso experienced the horrors of combat. After the internationalisetion of
the war, they took part in an espedition to atiack Spanish America. Governar
Daling of Jamaica proposed that British troops move down the San Juan Rier,
near Mosquito Shore, to take possession of Lake Nicaragua, This would cut
apanish America in hak. The expedition deparied Jamaica in February 1780, and
Horatio Nelson conveyed some of these troops. They reached Central America in
Warch, and by 15 April opered fire on the Spanish at St. John's Castle, Deprived
of water, the Spanih struck their coburs & forinight later, ™ Durireg this action, the
behaviour of the 78" varied. For his bravery, the commander was recommended

for promation, but some of the regiment also abandoned their pusla.ﬂg Fortun=s
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turned into failure, as Spanish re-enforcements entrapped the Bitish, and there
were a lack of provisions. Humidity and rein rofted the tents, leeding to illness.
Foor conduct by the Bntish troops alkbo alienated the boal people, who had
previously supported them. Thus, by November, the British were forced to
withdraw. "™ Only 84 men from the 79" returned home to Liverpool et the end of the
war, and their colours were deposited atthe Exchange.”™ Although the records are
paichy, it seems that in 1782 more troops were raised in the town for imternal

defence. ™
THE NAVY: REQUISITIONS AND PRESS GANGS

The expansion of the Poyal Nawy in Liverpool contributed towards the
miltarization of the community. One of the first initiathes to expand the Senior
Service was fo requisition vessels from privete owners. In 1776 the Naw sent
agents o Liverpool for such purposes. Two kocal transports were forthcoming, and
sent to Plymouth for refitting. However, it seems that no other private vessels were
supplied to the state from Liverpool Some were foreign-built, and therefore could
not serve in American waters under the Mavigation Acts, whilst others proved
unsuitable because they were designed for the African and Greenland trades. The
owners of others simply refused to hand over their property under the terms and
conditions offered. ™ This suggests that the localfies would not slways comply with

the cenire.
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However, there are examples of the Mavy and cemtral state asserting a great
influence over Liverpudlian society. The previous chapter moted that several
warships were buill on the Mersey between 1777 and 1784, Locally-built Adzmant
took part in the Chesapeake campaign, the failure of which consigned Cormwallis
to defeat at Yorkiown ™ Cther Liverpool-built vessels, such as Alfgafor, remained
in the Mersey for a time.”® This was for defensive purposes, because American
Captain John Paul Jones had been sighted off Whitehaven in 1778, Assisfarce
was positioned in the Mersey too. The Lieutenants Logbooks suggest @ mundane
routine on-boerd. Crews were frequently mustered, maintained the ships rigging,
and were sent ashore fo receive supples. In such an envimnment, several hands
desered, which prompted remaining crewmembers to go eshore to impress new

i 7
sailors.™

'For the eighteenth cenfury navy the manning problem was always the critical
factor which limied operational possibiiies and damaged social relations'™
Localties frequently opposed impressment. A lefier from the Admirally Office in
1770 noted thatthe Mayor of Liverpool refusad to suppont press warrants, "alleging
that the mob, who are very numerous, would set fire to his house, as they had
done to one of his predecessors’. ™ During the American War, there was clear
resistance 1o impressment in Liverpool. Ships evaded the gangs by landing their

crews long before arriving et the po 7 The Corporation also tried to neutralise the
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rationale for these gangs by providing bounties for men to serve in the Nm_m
There were also violent clashes between the press gengs and local community. In
March 1780 2 gang assembled in from of 2 house in Hackins Hey, where a
number of sailors resided. The mariners refused to open the door to the pressmen,
which resulted in a disturbance. In the end, the master of the house was sent to
the infimary, and a member of the Yorkshire militia shot dead®' Thus, by 1781,
press gangs were Worried almost every excursion' in Liverpoal, and they
acknowledged that they were foriunate to escape with their lives. ™ Siil, on
balance, there were limits to local opposition against impressment. Despite violent
reprisals, the State continued o send gangs to Liverpool for the duration of the
war, This was presumably because there was & sieady supply of sailors to be
tepped. Local accomplices also suppored gangs. The Nawy drew E100 in favour
of the Liverpool banker Charles Caldwell, for carrying on the impress service. ® In
1776 the Mayor promised that the personal Eberties of seilors would be reapected,
even if press gangs were operating in the town, Locals dismissed this as a hollow
declaration.® Thus, the strength of the centre, and the relative weakness of the

Corporation, i inferred.

VETERANS CHARITY

The expansion of the fiscal-miltary state was also manifested through increased

provigion of veterans charities. Indeed, Greenwich Naval Hospital had been built in

® | 1WA, Livexpool Covaoyalion momvds, 2 January 1777, 352 MINACOL 1.
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the late-sepvemtesnth century to care for wounded service personnel. ¥ Ag part of
the miltarisetion of Liverpool, a cherity was established in 1775 for soldiers
serving in America, as wel as for their widows and orphans. This scheme was
funded by voluntary local subscriptions. The subscribers came from a range of
socio-economic beckgrounds, including the lended elite, merchents, retail, and
manufacturing. Subscribers slso came from oulside the town and included both
genders. A Z6-member commitiee, comprised chiefly of local government officials,
merchants, and church leeders, eceived these sums. The funds were l=ier
deposited in the local Caldwells Bank, and a5 of 17 November 1775 they had
raised £1,048. Despite this bcal organisation, the scheme was nevedheless
modeled upon on a London-based insfitution. ™ Gnce egein, this indicates the

direction of the metmpole.

OPINION IN LIVERPOOL

Turming to imellectual and cultural impacts, the American War split opinion within
Liverpool. Views were transmitted through word of mouwth at church groups, social
clubs, and taverns.” ldeas were also disseminated through print culture, for by the
17505 there were over 30 provincial HEWEp&pHﬂ.ﬂ Liverpoal had a sheet as early
as 1710, but it failed shortly efterwards. Howewver, Williamsor's Adverfiser proved

more enduring, Established in 1756, this newspaper hed & wide circulation in

& Infes, " Donnestic Face of the hlildary-F i cal State, i Stone, impavigl Sirle &1 War, 10511

™ | epool General Advediser, 17 Novambaar 1775

7 wikon, Sense of (he Pacpis, 3

M 1. Black, The English Prass i1 the Sigphleerlt Cenlury (London, 1887) and F. 0" Gorman, Long
Eighimamii Canfury, 1269,
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London, Bristol, Glasgow, Dublin, and the |sle of Man.® On 11 September 1775
the Corporation was one of the first towns to send a coercive address to the King.
The inhabitant's address later that month, which also favoured coercion, collected
over 500 signatwes from gentiemen, clergy, and merchants. However, a
Lancashire-wide petition for conciliation was produced in Movember. It collected
4 000 signatures, of which 252 came from Liverpool™ Table 17 shows Bradkey's
breakdown on the socio-sconomic background of the Liverpool petitioners. It also
contrasts this data wih Bristol, which reveals important differences between the
towns. The percentage difference has been added to demonstrate the degree of

polarisation within groups.

3 A Cemnliald, The Devalicpmen of i Frevimcis Newsormer 1A T7ED [Qxlod, 1962), 24, 50,
95 200, 231 -4, 254,
® Bracay, S, Seadnl ot Jmd Engiisin & adicaliam, S48-1.
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TABLE 17 Socio-sconomic backgrounds of petitioners and addressers in Bristol

and Liverpool by percentage (1775, 1780)

BRISTOL LIVERPOOL
CON COE DIFF COM COE DIFF
Gentleman 15.0 332 [18.2) 185 224 (D)
Merchant 150 200 (5 358 26 [8.2)
Retail 2E.1 1E5 (B.E) 185 231 [4.E)
Arnzan 422 277 [14.5) 258 209 [5)
Labourer 1.1 2.3 (1.2} 1.2 0 (1.2)
Other 0.6 0.3 (0.3} 1} o (o)
TOTAL 100 100 @9 100

Sowrce: Bradlay, Seligicn, Revolelion and Sragish Badicaism, 374
KE'Y: Concilialion [CON), Coavcion |SOEr and Lha pacanlaga dillaranca aalwaan ham |DIFFL

socio-economic background was a key factor in determining opinion. This was
especially the case in Bristol Indeed amongst gertleman in that town, a
noticeably greater percentage favoured coercion than conciliation - by as much as
18 per cent. it is believed that the upper classes held a grester vested interest in
presendng law and order, and therefore opposed the Revolution, ' Alternatively,

Bristolizn retailers and artisans inclined towards conciliation. This was probably

W i, 3T
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because they could il-aflord wartime dislocation. 92 This socio-economic
interpretation works in Liverpool too, but to & lesser degree. Within the semple,
local gentlemen generally favouwred coercion, whilst arisans supponed
conciliastion. Yet the level of polarisation within the social groups was |ess
pronounced in Liverpoaol than Bristol Unlike the latter, the percentage differences
for Liverpool do not reach double figures. This echoes an argument in Chapler
Gne, that socio-economic considerations were not always the primary factor in
determining the outcome of Liverpool elections. Interestingly, unlike their Bristolian
counterparts, Liverpool merchants formed a larger share of conciliatory petitions
than coercive addresses. Liverpool mercantile opinion is more remarkable given
that, in @ broader semple of provincial opinion, Wilson found that by 1775
merchants generally suppored coercion, ™ Presumably, Liverpool merchants took
a different view because they emoyed the second largest volume of trade with

America, and feared eny economic backlesh from coercion,®

Bradley found that religion was the ‘clearest predictor of opinion over America’,
Indeed, Presbyterians, Congregationalists, Baptists, and Ouskers, felt aggrieved
with the established Test ard Corporation Acts. Thersfore, they were statistically
Rebel America’s closest friends ** In a sample of Bristolian petitions and
gpddresses, Bradley found that Dissenters were & significent percentage of

signatories to conciiatory petitions. In contrast, more Anglicans leaned towards

¥ Joict, 378

# wilkon, Serse of the Pacpis, 270.

™ London anjovad Lha lawgesl bada with Amavica. Y&l il was lound Lhal a thid ol signalovies in
coacia addmaeas loom lhal lowm wara machami. Frssumatly many ol Iham waa wasllhy and
slood b gam lom warlima govarmmenl conbracls, Samsoury, Gisgfecied Paliok, 1179,

W Bradley, 'Brdeh Public and the Ametican Bavolubon’, 152,
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coercion. ™ A similar pattern occurred in Liverpool. Within Bradley's sample,
Anglican clergy comprized 10 per cent of those signing coercive addresses, whilst
they were only 2 per cent for conciiatory petitions. Presumably, Anglicans feared
that the rebelion would challenge the position of the Church of England In
contrast, Liverpudlian Dissenters constited 14.3 per cent of those signing
concilistory pefitions, compared to 8.3 per cent for coercive addresses. However, it
is significart that of those signing conciliatory petitions, in Bristol 28.1 per cent aof
the signatories were Dissenters, whilst in Liverpool the figure for Dissenters was
appreciably lower at 14.3 per cent. Evidertly, fewer Liverpudian Dissenters
displayed their religion's preference for conciliation. This was due o severml
tactors, not least that some Liverpool Dissenters had interests in slevery, and
therefore a vested interest in preserding the imperial order. There was also a lack
of uniformity amongst Liverpool's dissenting ministers. Indeed, three of the seven
did not sign petitions for peace.™ Thus, we can see that the American War divided
Liverpool opinion, often based upon socio-economic and religious  status.

However, there were some local diferences with the general national pattern.

IMPERIAL IDEOLOGY

David Armitage argued that by the second quarer of the eighteenth century,
Anglophone inhabitants of the Aflantic openly referred to the British empire’,®
Indeed, Liverpool Corporation used this precise term in s minute book ™ And

when the Liverpool Blues received their colours in 1778, the commanding officer

® Bradlay, Rsigion. Revoldon snd Engiisl Badicaism, 35391,

7 ik, 3735, 300-3.

® aimilaga, /decfogical Origing of i Srilisl Empine, 172

¥ LivRo, Livas gl <Sorepov alion macwds, 15 Dacamdar 1757, 352 MIK S0 1.
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praised his troops for their loyalty. Mot only would they be fighting to defend King
and countny, bt they whol Il alzn 'SUPPORT... THE

CONSTITUTION.. PRESERVE THE UMION OF THE EMPIRE" "

Meveriheless, imperal ideckgy was not set in stone. Jack Greene showed that, in
general, British imperial ideclogy was associated with Protestantism, overseas
commerce, and constitutionalism, ™' However, in Liverpool during the 1775-1783
conflict, constilutionalism was used to just¥y bolh coercion and conciliation. In iis
coercive address of 1775, the Corporation claimed that imperial awthority was
structured throwgh “our glorows constifution’, At the apex stood the King, and
phrases in this document such as the throne® and the ‘protestart succession’
imply that loyalty was given to the institution of monarchy. However, loyalty was
also given to the person, Recognising George's mortality, the addressers hoped
that “vour Majesty may long regn’. The olher core companent of the constiution
was the Tegislatwe'. This padicuar reference supports Dickinson's argument that
the British prosecuted the war fo secure parliamentary sovereignty. ¥2 Beferences
were also made to the familial relationship within the Empire, headed by the King's
'paternal care’. Thus, the advocates of coercion were ready and willing to exert
our utmast Endeavours for the Discouragement of all such illegal Proceedings. ™
The people's coercive address also vowed to crush the Amercan rebellion

hecause it had shown 'contempd. to the legal authorty and constifutional

0§ iverpeel Ganeral Adveckisar, 29 May 1778,

"' Ereene ‘Empite and Identity form the Gloriows R evolution to the American Revelution, 208-30
WY T Dickineon, "Biitairs Irmperial Soversignty. The Ideological Caze agairel e Amedican
Colenist", in H.T, Ricking on, &d,, Sridlam aed (e Amencam Savoiuwlion | London, 19581, 64-95
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power '™ A pro-government [etter, dated 27 October 1775, was also signed by A
Friend of the British Constitution”. ™ At the seme time, opponents of the war used
constilutionalism 1o support their opinions. A letter to the Lierpool General
Adverisernoted thal the colonists constituted 'no efficient part® of the We stminster
Fariarmant, This raized the guestion of whether the Americans were no longer
subjects, but slaves’. The authar then decried the impaolitic nature of the situation
by asking: Would nat an Englishman be moved with indignation, was he to be

told, that what he procured. .. was at the disposzal of an American power''™®

This evidence from Liverpool supports Wilson's argument that the American War
provoked a crisis of imperialism. Constitutionalism enabled boih sides to claim an
idealogical justification for their p:rsiﬁ-:nn.mThis schism clearly demonstrated the
incompatibilty between an earlier form of imperial ideology that had a Tibertarian
Tervour, and the empire of authority that had developed by the mid-eighteenth

c&ntuw-m Evidently British imperialism was faced by a cruel parados.

NATIONAL IDENTITY

At first glance, the evidence from Liverpool between 1775 and 1783 does not
suppart Colley's idea that warfare stimulated the development of patriotic Brilors.
As & port town, Liverpool often brought mobie people together from warious
backgrounds, and therefore there were arguably several dentities within the town,

There were 'multiple eltes’ on the Corporation, Anglicans and Dissenters, as well

"4 ivepeel Gameral Advacisar, 8 Ocdobar 1775,
"% g, 27 Oclooar 1775,

08 sl 17 Nowarmier 1 775

" wisom, Sense of e Pecpie, 2378,

09 gl 157
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as slwvers and later aboltionists."™ Furhermore, in a letter o the local press in
Movermnber 1775, a supporter of conciliation wrole of the character of the 'English
Constitution' and 'Englishmer."™ This tends to support Kidd's argument that the
historic patriotisms of England, Scofland, and Ireland, formed competing claims to

Britishness,'™

Mevertheless, the general framing of Colley's argument is still supported by the
Liverpool case Indeed, there are several references to ‘Britain’ and British' in
local literasture during this perod.'" Evidently local and national identity was not
mutually exclusive. But what did it mean to be British in Liverpool during the
American War? Some conmtemporaries defined themseles by attacking 'the
Other, and comtrasting non-Britons with their supposedly superiar Brilish values.
Of course Liverpudlians during the Rewolution were not conscious of Saidist or
post-colonial anzlyses. "' Even so, locals expressed disapprobation of foreign
powers. A conciliatory letter of 13 Cclober 1775 argued that a reason to avoid this
war was because it would prove ‘a friumph to [Briain's) deadliest enemies’. ™
Anfi-Boubon rhetoric became more prevelent gz the war intensified. A lkocally
published poem from the early 17808, entifled The Disremibery Ermaire, ridiculed
the European powers. 'Gallia' was the first {o put in force the foul, malignant plan’,

which was then followed by ‘lbera’, The poem akeo berated the Duich as 'low

W9 | o grmore, "Civic Lives pool, 138, 52-4. Aleo soa chaplans oy G943, Poolay and J. Bakham and

D M. MacRaid in Lot 8000 cosmopailan and mullkculiuial Livaipos] duving tha ning lsanlh
oarhury.
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thoughted®. '™ During the 1780 poll an election song contained stringent anti-
French rhetoric, with references to ‘frogs’. This allowed the writer o confrast

impure French syrmbols with viruous British beef snd 'Liverpoal Ale", '™

A key problem for the British during the War of Inde pendence wes that they could
not decide whether the Americans were enemies or brothers.'"” In Liverpool at the
start of the conflict, both those in favour of coercion and conciiation regarded the
colonists as brethren. The Corporation's loyal Address referred to ‘our fellow
subjects in America "™ An advocate of conciliation also wrote a letter 1o the press
referring to this 'unnatural war' through the spilling of kKindred blood' "™ Even by
the middling stages of the conflict, the Corporation still regarded the cokonists as
fellow subjects of Britain. It sent another memarial to the Crown in 1775, referring
to the "perfidious Aliance of our.. Enemies the House of Bourbon with your
MW ajesty’s revolted colonies in America, " However, lowards the end of the war,
there was a hardening of atitudes sgainst the colonists in Liverpoal. This led to
compansons betwesn wholesome Britons and disloyal Rebels. At the 172D
general election a Liverpool voter woed his peers to elect a 'Genllemen of
Independent Fortune”, who was a friend to the king, country and the ‘presemt
Happy Constitulion’. They absolutely should not suppor the "Abettors of American

Rebelion or promoters of Petitions and Associations of 2 Republican F action® ™

"ERL, Fee Ofwaresberd Smoie, Livaroool, AE 238 529,

"B L& Livaraool Poll Bogk 1780, A Haw Song, mo dala,

T o, WM ahern an, “The English Problem of Idenity in the American Bewoltion, Amencan Historical
Fadaw, 105, 4 | 20013, 1238,
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I individuals did not measure up to this vision of lbyal gentlemen consuming beef
and ale, then they were vulnerable to criticism. This was largely due o 2
deteriorating military environment and inlernational situation, whereby some
Britons began looking for the enemy within ™% After 1777 Sir Wiliam Meredith was
a supporter of conciliation. Thus, by the 1780 election, some local freemen
criticized him as a trator. Meredith 'hath told us that..we must not fight, That
America should ower England prevall’. The allegedl unpatriotic MP was also
juxtaposed with virtuous Liverpudlians, who hed defeated the Jacobiies and now
fought at sea ¥ Richard Pennant, who had criticised coercion from the star, was
labelled by 'O England’ a5 Benjamin Franklin's ‘worthy colleague”. s Thus, 1o
ensure that Penrant would be defeated in 1780, Benevolus' successiully urged
hig pears 0 vote for Bamber Gascovne the Younger, who had ot a3 single Seed

of rebellion in his disposition' 1%

CONCLUSIONS

Clearly the American War had a significant culiural and social impact upon
Liverpool. 1t affected men, women, and children Therefore, Bowen's argument
that warfare had a significant impact upon England, notably in the South East, can
be esterded to include the Norh too. By koking st the housimg of prisoners,
intelligence gathering, construction of defences, and interaction with the armed

forces, this chapter found that the community became increasingly militarized.

2 G, Newman, The Fiee of Soish Malionsizm, 4 Cuibssl Misboy 1740: 1830 |Basingeld:a,
1937}, 194-200.
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Whilst the provinces could influence the centre, the direction of Brewer's fiscal-
miltary state was ever-present. This chapter reached other conclusions too. The
war in America split opimon in Liverpool Like other towns, this reflected socio-
economic and religious diisions. But there were some local peculiarities in
Liverpool's experience. Contrary to the broeder nationel trend, Liverpool
merchants favoured concilistion over coercion. Likewise, local Dissenters were
less opposed to coercion than their counterparts elsewhere. Liverpools
experience of the War of Independence also reflected the schism within imperial
ideslogy — constitutionalism was used to support the proponems of coercion and
concilistion. Finally, this case study indicated that whilst the emergence of a British
national identity was not as smooth s Colley predicted (for there were references
1o ‘Englishness’), her argument does have some bess Locals aticulated this by
contrasting themsselves with ‘the Other. The French were frogs and the

Americans, eventuslly, became republicans. In contrast, vifwous Liverpudlians

were gentlemen that supported the consttution
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CONCLUSIONS

Using Liverpool during the American Revolution as a cese study, this work
enhances knowledge of British imperalism "& home’ during the |ate-eighteenth
century. Much has besn written about how the American Revolution impacied
upon Britain. Yet, within this canon of work, Liverpool, arguably the second city of
empire, recelves only patchy coverage. One author stated: the mstonography of
the American Revolution has flourished as never before." By looking specifically at
Liverpool during this struggle, this thesis adds another chapter to the history of the

Fewalution,

To reiterate, Liverpool was a significant location during the Henoverian period, The
town enjpyed sizable demographic growth, and by the 17505 was emerging as the
major industrial centre within the Morth West mineral economy. Liverpool theretore
had manufacturing interests, and several canals linked the town to s industrial
himerland. Liverpool was also integrated within the larger Atlantic Warld. After
construction began of the Old Dock in 1707, the port expanded its trading relations
around the British Isles, mainland Evmope, North America, and the Caribbezn, By
mid-cemury, Liverpool had overlaken the capital and Bristol in the frans-Atlantc
slave trade. During the 17608 and 177Ds Liverpool was slso making sborive
attempts &t increesing its socess fo the eastern market. Combined, all these

factors ensured that a wvibrant bcal mercantile community developed These

"5, Mewemnan, “iriting the History of the American R avohdion, in W, Stokes, ad. The Sl of U3
History |Oxlond, 2002, 25
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merchants established social ties with their counterparts around the Atlantic, as

well ag polticallobbying networks in London

PROTO-GENTLEMANLY CAPITALISM

This mix of commercial end manufecturing interests in the town, as well as an
industrial himerland, makes Georgizn Liverpool an desl cese fo test the Cain-
Hopkins theory of Brilish imperialism. In brief, their work stressed the importance
of the landed elte and sowthern finznciel-commercial services owver northern
industry in the policy-making process, This thesis generally supports gentlemanky

capitalism, but with some modifications.

Chapter One considered the relationship between manuizdturing, the commescial
sector, and landed elite in Georgian Liverpool. It found that the lbcal sconomy was
broad-baged. Within the town there were manufacturers such as pottery-makers,
watch-makers, and ship-buikders. Corversely, there were merchants employed in
services such as transportation, distribution, wholesale of goods, commerce, and
some banking. Manufacturers and services trensacted business together,
socialised in each other's cormpany, and were both involved in local govemment.
Henceforth, there are some grounds for supporting Daunton's and Yard’s
argument thet manufacturing and senices cannot be easily separated from the
other, and therefore manuf acturing did matier. Neverheless, merchants and fellow
services, such as professionals, enjoyed a numerical advariage owver
manufecturers on the governing Corporation and lobbying forums., Given the

contacts between manufaciuring and services, it seems that, at  best

;.
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manufacturing enjoyed only indirect influence over decision-making. The relative
l2ck of political influence enjoyed by menufacturers in Georgien Liverpool mirrors
the fact that the economic devekpment of industry was slower than once thought.
Manufacturers were less well represeried not because they were socially
unacceptable per s=, Indeed, the landed Liverpool MP Richard Pennant had ties fo
slate mining in Morth Wales, and the Earl of Derby held shares in the Leeds-
Liverpoal Canal which transported raw materials for manufacturing purposes.
Imstead, on average, Liverpool manufactwers were poorer then their mercantile
counterparts. Akhowgh there was considerable risk in merchanting, those who
survived the perils of oveseas commerce enjoyed affluent Iifestyles and positions
within the community. Henceforth, merchants dominated the Corporation, which
ofien promated from within, In this favouwred position, kcal mercantile serices
interacted with the landed elite. For example, the merchants serviced the debts of
the Derby family, who in turn rented their land to Liverpool merchents. A similar

arrangement existed with the Duke of Atholl on the 1sle of Man.

Wet, whilst the coming together of merchant services and the laended elite in
Georgian Liverpool supporis the brozd parameters of Cain and Hopkins, some
modiications are appropriate. Firstly, that the gentlemanly capitalist complex was
not exclusive to London and the South East - it opersted in the provinces as well
[additional research may show that this phenomenon exsisted in other provincial
towns, besides Liverpool). Secondly, the eighteenth cemtury should be seen as a
percd of emergent (or proto) gentlemanly capitalism. Even Caein and Hopkins
acknowledged that the development of a landed-commercial nexus was nol easily

achieved We see this in Liverpool between 1763 and 1783 The relationship
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between the local merchants and landed elite was not always harmonious. There
was hardly any inter-marriage between Liverpool services and the local aristocrats
durng this period. This supports Stone's argument that entry into the upper
classes from below was not especially "open’. Several reasons account for these
circumstances. Historic antagonisms between Liverpool Corporation and the local
landed elile proved problematic. There were also cultural differences between the
merchants and landed sorts. Indeed, some comtemporary sowrces complained
about the town's fixation with business, as opposed to refined “gentlemanky’ Iving,
Personal animosities exsted between the merchant -dominsted Corporation and
local landed MPs as well This was illustrated through the tense relationship
between the Corporation and Sir Wiliam Meredith, 3rd Baronet of Henbury.
Fissures based upon pary, idealegy, religion, and socio-economic siatus, were
exposed during election periods. Thus, only ‘proto-gentlemanly capitalist’ fies
could be esteblished at this stage. Yet, despite these tensions, the links between
local merchants and landed efte did not implede. The latter benefited from the
former's services, whilst the merchants shared business and family networks, and
aped the trappings of an elite |festyle. As demonsirated with the links between
merchant James Gildar and the planter George VWashingtan, Liverpool extended
these proto-gertlemanly capitalist networks beyond the North West. This
reinforces Bowen's point that the empire {and in this case its former imperial
possessions) was kbnit together by sock-economic trans-oceanic nefwoiks,
However, the example of Liverpoal during the American War indicates that there
was potential for closer gentlemanly capitalist ties beyond the 1780s. Banastre
Tarleton, the son of & prominent Lverpool merchant and famous soldier during the

War of Independence, was closely associated wih General Lord Cornwallis.

;.
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Extant primary sources reveal that, for a time, a close relationship existed between
the two men. Future work may determine when proto-gentlemanly capitaliam

actually became gentlemanhy capitalism.

Chapters Two and Three determined how effective the Liverpool lobby was in
Westminster between 1763 and 1783, Two broed arguments stood out Firstly,
that the Liverpoal bbby [comprised primarily, though not exclusively, of merchanis
and the landed elte) wilised a wvarety of methods to advance its goals. This
included sending petiions and delegetes to verious branches of government,
inchuding the Admiralty, Board of Trade, and Treasury, Liverpoal also cultivated
contacts with men an the spot, such as Bamber Gascoyne the Elder. This was
made possible through reguler postel and coach services fo the South East The
fact that mast of the Liverpool MPs during this pericd either owned land or held
titles suggests that prior to the 18505, the elite were the significant component of
the gentlemanky capitalist compound. Secondly, although Liverpool could meke its
voice heard in the corridors of power, and schieved some success, it ullimately did

not wield considerable influence over policy -making. In doing so, this dissertation

confirrms Cain and Hopkins's argurment that the provinces could only flafter London.

It is surprising that Hanoverian Liverpool did not enjoy greater lobbying success.
After all, the fown siood out in several respects, not least in s demographic
growth, command of the African slave frade, and being represented by the lively
Meredith. There were some occasions when Liverpool was on the winning' side,

namely the repeal of the Stamp Actin 1766 and the defeat of the Irish Trade Bill in
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1778. But this was a short list of successiul itenenlions = even Irish trade was

reformed between 1778 and 1780,

There were five key reasons for Liverpool's lack of input in the metropole. Firslly,
splits existed amongst the local mercantile services, This was significant because
merchants predominated on local government and lobbying forums. Bennett and
Haggedy have shown that social, familial, and religious bonds, tied the local
merchants, But that did not mean they were always wnited. Chapter One
demonstrated that Liverpool merchants were a diverse group with difierent
business interests and family beckgrounds. They were also diided by
personzlities and issues, which were clearly exposed in 1774 with the split
between the independent Chamber of Commerce and pro-Corporation Commities
of Trade. Up to 1783, it was rare for these organisations fo collaborate. As
Checkland showed, this divided relationship continued into the post-1783 period,
with the Amercan and West Indian merchants pursuing rival -g-::n'als.‘2 However,
Webster suggests that this confrontational relationship became less pronounced
with the estabishment of & Liverpool East India Chamber in the 1820z and 1830s

— well sfter the American Revolution”

secondly, during these years, there were only proto-genilemanly capitalist ties
between the local merchanis and landed elite that represented them in Parliament.

True, the Corporetion enjoyed better links with Sir Ellis Cunlifte, Henry Rewlinzan,

and the Younger Gascoyne. However, they were not the MPs for most of this

256, Chediland, " Amencan versus West Indian aders n Lneipool 1r83-1515 | JEH, 18, 2 1358,
14150
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peried. Sir Willam Meredith did work with the local mercantie services, presenting
their petitions and meeting with the merchants, This was evident during the Stamp
Act crisis of 1765, and over the West Indian market. However, there were Clear
differences. The Corporation candidates fought bitterly against Meredith in 1781,
plans were hatched to bring in 2 credible alternative to defeat the incumbent in
1774, and Meredith clashed with BEamber Gascoyne the Elder (2 protégé of the
Common Council) on several oocasions. The Corporation also disagreed with

Richard Pennant, as the pro-Corporation cendidates defeated him in 17800

Thirdly, Liverpool’s padiamentary representatives for most of this period were out
of favour wih the governments of the day. This was due to 8 mixture of factors,
including the possession of relatively lowly social fitles, persanal problems, political
disloyally, and being on the Opposition benches for too long. Indeed, Sir Ellis
Cunliffe was plagued by illmess. Richard Pennant was also distrected by
adrmmistenng his family's estates, and he was not closely associated with any one
political group. The Y ounger Gascoyne and Henry Rawlinson were the town's MPs
after the 1780 election, but were not especially active in Westminster, or were
alied to the dying Morth sdministration. This obvioush reduced their soope to
shape the agenda. Edward Smith-Stanley, 12" Earl of Derby, was challenged by
marriage problems, tied to an inept Gppn:i‘tinn betwesn 1777 and 1781, and
thereafler constrained by power rivalries within successive coalitions. Sir William
Meredith was by far the most vocal of the local MPs. During his career he briefly
served in two administrations, first under Rockingham and then under North, But
therein lay the problem - Meredith ransferred his political loyalies, and was seen

as untrustworthy.
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Fourthly, the Liverpool padiamentary representatives, as well as the merchants,
were alzo out of sync with the official mind. During the lte-eighteenth century this
entailed acceptance of the Ghlrous Revolution, and acknowledgemem of
pariamentary soversigrty over the Empire. At the outset of the Amercan War,
Fennant was against the Govemment's coercive agenda, In contrast, Meradith
intially stood firmly with Morth., However, after 1777 S William supponied peace
negotiations with the Rebels, which threatened parliamentary supremacy. This
made him susceptible to criicism from political opponents. There were other
oocasions when Liverpool challenged the siatus quo. During the 17EDs the local
merchants called for the opening of the eastern frade. This threatened the EIC's
chartered rights, and the failure of this motion made Liverpool less successtul in

lebbying circles.

The fitth reason for Liverpoofls lack of lobbying success was poor co-operation
between provincial fowns. |t was not all negative, as Liverpool did reach out to
other towns on 2 variety of issues, including whaling and overseas trade. This
contributed towards successful repeal of the Stamp Adt, and defeat of the 1778
Irish Bill. Nevertheless, there were significant fissures that limited provincial co-
operation. The disputes between Liverpool and Yorkshire over the route of the
Leeds-Liverpool Canal may suggest the limited development of regional demities
by the eighteenth certury. The tone of cormespondence between Liverpool and
Bristol often indiceted an unpredictable relationship. Presumably, the reason for
this tepd relationship was that Bristol and Liverpoaol were commercial rivals, and
their MPs {Meredith and Edmund Burke) were not allies between 1774 and 1777,

Liverpool also had links to the commercial tfown of Glasgow. Whilst there had been
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lingering suspicion of the Scots from the Jacobite period, the establishmert of the
Glesgow Chamber of Commerce in 1782 fostersd closer ties with Liverpool.
Howewver, this was oo lale to affect provincial kbbbying during the American

Fevolutionary War.

S0, who did make imperial pobcy? Cain and Hopkins argued that it was the
gentliemanly capitalists. For the nineteenth certury, FRobinson and Gallagher
highlighted a combination of profo-nationalism and the involvement of men on the
spat on the periphery, followed by the official mind's response in London. In a
more recent study, John Darwin sought to strike a balance between these
varigbles. There may have been poliical dealings that prompted empire building.
But ance there, men on the spol were hard {0 restraine This was a 'useful
carrective' for paying too much atterfion to the role of rational policy-makers and
the official mind. Henceforth, British expansion was "driven not by official designs
but by the chaotic pluralism of British inlerests st home and of their agents and

alies abroad' *

This thesis, whilst considering an eardier period than Darwin, also demonstrates
that there were & multitude of fadors in sheping policy. Events on the edge of
empire, such as the bafiles 3 Lexington and Concord, helped sef the agenda in
London. Services, and to a Iesser degree manufaciuring, were evident in this
process. Provincial fowns end lobbies, themaelhves influenced by circumstances in
their localities, comtributed to the debate. Henceforth, inputs into decision-making

were mukifarious and chactic. Nor was there always unanimity in London. Echaoing

! ). Darwin, Tihe Empire Pioject The Rise and Fal of e Bidsh Woid Syslem 18301970
|Camriidga, 2009, 5.
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the wviews of Dummett, there were conflicting interests in the metropolis.
Parliament itself was split between Lords, Commons, Government, and Opposition.
These divisions were clearly exposed afier the Boston Tea Parly, when there were
reports of restructuring the ministry. Henceforth, London, with its wvarious
departments, wes by no means unitied or the sole erbiter. Yet, on balance, London
did impose some degree of order and rationality upon the policy -making process.
It was the social economic, political and cubural capital of the nation, and
therefore the capital enjpyed financiel ballast and social prestige. This was
confirmed by the provinces and overseas officials compeling for the capital’s
attention. The official mind was not a formal agreement, and, as seen above, the
landed and titled Liverpool MPs did not always share the same opinionz as the
landed political efe in London, Siill, principles such 25 pariamentary sovereignty
provided a framework, and hence a basic unity, if not unanimity. To disregard
these generel principles was detrimental, which Liverpool discovered on several
oocasons. In shor, the metropolis was a vital component of the imperial decision-

making pracess, but it was still one partin a larger crowded field.

Like others before i, this work suggests that imperial policy-making was 3
constant struggle between London and the provinces, akin to the swings of a
pendulum, Despite their best efforts during the twenty-year period between 1763
and 1783, the Lierpool kobby attempted o exercise influence over imperial ssues.
Howewver, for the most part, London held sway. Yet, there is some evidence that by
the final decade of the eighteenth century the pendulum was swinging. Donald
Fead noted that by the 1790s provincial towns had furher developed socially,

eooromically, and politically, and thus began to take a lead on national issues.
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London remained key, but the metropolis had physically expanded to such a
degree that it could not act in harmung,.l.ﬁ".l’-l'ahsmr also noted that this struggle
continued into the nineleenth cenury. Business imerests in London wene well-
placed to shape policy. Even provincial towns such as Liverpool acknowledged
that they depended heavily upon London for negotiating bills of exchange. Yet the
provinces did not passively acknowledge London's pre-eminence. Leane Levi was
one of the driving forces behind the establishmernt of a second Liverpoal Chamber
of Commerce by the 1850s. Whilst he acknowledged the primacy of the metropolis,
Levi hoped that the establishment of a new Liverpool Chamber would forge unity
amongst local businesses. This could lead to a financial centre on the Mersey that
was independent of London. Thus, during the eerly-nineteenth century, Liverpool
and other provincial areas made their wices heard. Although they did not replace
London's dominance, the capital's influence was ‘mediated and mifigated’ through
extensive reletions between City financiers and provincial manufacturers. Howewer,
with the emergence of new fingncial forces after 1548, the influence of the

gentlemanly capitalists increased again. &

IMPERIAL WARFARE AND THE SOCIO-ECONOMIC IMPACT
AT HOME

Chapter Four builds upon existing work on the economic impact of the American

War upon Liverpool. What emerges is @ more nuanced accourt of the conflict in

% 0. Read, The Engiish Provinces ¢. T7E0- 1980 A Sudy it kiiusnce |Londen, 1954), 1-34.

" A W ebster, “The Stategies and Limiks of Gentlemanly Capialem: The London Easl India Agancy
Housas, Frovincial Commansial mlavasls, and Iha Evalilion of Biksh Boonamis Palisy i Soulh
and South EaslAsia 150080, EHE. 52, 4 (2006}, 74384 and A, Webster, ‘Lverpogl and the Asian
Trada 1800-50: sama meighk mlo 8 movincial Belieh commercial nebwar’, in H aggey, Webter
and Whila, Emaing i ome Cily, 3554,
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Merseyside history. Liverpool's overseas trade was clearly affected by the struggle,
and there were four general phases. The exact chronology varies sccording to the
sources: the first saw trade remaining broadly sieady, secondly it declined, thirdly
there was a sluggish improvement, and finally a post-war recovery. Liverpools
economy was closely interftwined with the broader Atlantic World, and therefore
the American War disrupted the African, European, and West Indian markets too,
Marriner and Comesay atfributed Liverpool’s rebound to privateering. Knowing more
about the composifion of the fown's privateerng feet may prove a topic of future
research. Bul & is clear that this activity, at best, was merely contributory towards
the town's recovery. As Starkey observed, taking an enemy vessel was extremely
hazerdous and wnpredictable. Furthermore, local privateering did not operate at
the start of the war, and had run its course before §s end. Instead, ofher factors
accounted for Livemools relurn to growth. Local merchants retrenched their
businesses, convoys arguebly helped, but the most imporiant factor in stimulating
overseas trade was the return to peace in 1783 Chapter Fow also considered the
trickle-down efiect of the war upon Liverpools home economy. A H John believed
that miltary conflct had generally positive affects upon the economy, whilst T.5.
Ashton argued that it was fundamentally negative. This thesis integraies both
views. Indeed, whilst there was an inttial rise in local bankruptey, the increase in
national government expenditure had a multiplier effect upon local shipbuilding.
This supnorts Morrss's assertion that pivale naval vards ware also impaortant in

supporting eighteenth century war effarts — not just the Royal Dockyards.

Chapter Five analysed the social impact of the War of Independence. Bowen

argued that in some paris of the country, notably southern England, the effects of
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war were conspicuous. By drawing upon the example of Liverpool between 1775
and 1783, the final chapter argued that Bowen's analysiz should be extended to
include the narthern regions (oo, The milllarisation of Liverpoal, which included the
housing of prisoners of war and the construction of defences, led to increased
interaction between the provinces and Brewer's fiscal-miktary state. Reminscent
of Part One of the thesis, this section argued that whilst the localties made their
opinions fek in the corridors of power, the influence of certral government during
times of war was ever-present. The American conflict also divided public opinion in
Liverpool. Like other urban areas, this was often based upon sock-economic
status and religious affiliation. Howewver, there were local peculadties too. Unlike
their counterparts in Brisiol, Liverpool merchanis fevoured conciliation.
Presumszably this was because they feared any disruption to the American market,
Mor were Liverpool Dissenters as opposed to the war as their counterparis in
Bristol. Bradley attributed this fo the conservatism of certain local religious groups.
Such evidence may lend fertalive, I not full, support for Liverpool's alleged
‘exceptionalism’. Because of #s long distance in-migration, the town was

supposedly in northemn England, ‘but not of "7

Thizs chapter also dealt with cultural aspects of empire. Liverpool's experience of
the Wer of Independence reflected the schism within imperial ideclogy. The
conflict polarised an older libertarian aftitude agains the newer "empire of
authority’. Proponents of the war justified it on the grounds that Parliament had the
right to tax the colonists. In contrast, those in favour of concilistion stressed the

constilutional rights and lberies of the Americans. Futhermare, the example of

T 1. Bakham, Mersemende: Easgys in Livpoo Excaptiongiism | Livarpoal, 20003, xi-xwil
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Liverpool between 1775 and 1783 suggests that whilst there were other identities
inthe towen, there was the presence of Brifishness'. Locals did oppose "the Other’,
which included the Bourbons, and evenually the Americans. This gave them an
opporiunity o assert what was superior about themselves. Amangst the
compansons were British beef egeinst French frogs, end British monarchism

against LIS republicanism.

LIVERPOOL AS AN IMPERIAL TOWN

Jahn Mackerzie was undoubledy carmect 1o argque that ‘Liverpodl was...in many
senses, an imperial city' ® This was relevant as much in the eighteenth-, as it was
in the nineteenth- and twentieth-centuries. During the Hanoverian period, Liverpool
was economicaly linked to the Allamtic empire through trade and the
transportation of African slaves. Liverpool merchants were also tied to their
counterparts overseas through bonds besed upon migration, religion, and family.
Lobbying networks with Westminster ensured that the town was bound 1o the
governance of empire too. Militarily, Liverpool sent men such as Banastre Tarleton
and the 79" Fegiment to serve in the colonmies, to wphold imperigl rule,
Furthermore, as we have seen, the American War impacted upon Liverpudliian
society. This had implications for the local economy, opinion, and identity. Thus,

we cannot deny that Liverpool was an mperial own,

Several historians have argued that the American War prompted longerterm re-

evaluations of empire. Bowen noted that the kbss of the colbnies genersted a

¥ UM, Mackengie ‘Liverpool and ampire — the revolving door?, in Haggerty, Wabslar and Whila,
T e Ermpire it Ome Gily, 226,
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much keener awareness of Britain's character as a mullinational empire.® Wilson
also suggested that redicals subsequently edopted an  anti-imperiglist
nationalism." Where did Liverpool it into this debate? It is beyond the scope of
thiz project to consider Liverpoolfs relationship with the Empire much beyond
1783. Nevertheless, some speculative comments can be made. Despite the
difficukies and horrors associsted with the American War, such as disrupted frade,
mil#arisation of the community, men dying overseas, not to mention eventual
defeat, Liverpool retained its attechment to empire efter American independence.
It was, as Gould put it: the persistence of empire”."’ Although some Liverpudlians
did criticise the origins and handling of the American War, none of the sources
reviewed suggest & clear rejection of imperiglism in the town., However, this
documentation was authored primaribe by the middling and upper social groups.
The views of the bwer orders remain largely shrouded in mystery. Despite the
streins of the American conflict, the imperial system was not discredited in
Liverpool. Indeed, whilst the Empire may have changed, Liverpeol remained an
imperial city. Trade between Britain and America increased after 1783, so much so
that Hopking speculated that after independence the United States became
Britain's "honorary dominion’. * A fulure project may determine what role Liverpool
played in this development In 1807 the frans-Atlantic slave trade was abolished.

But, despite the upheavals this decision caused the town, even info the 1880s

' HA. Bowen, "Bréteh Conceptions of Global Bmpire 1756-8%, ACH, 25,3 1998, 21.

" wilon, Serse of e Pacpie, 284,

""E H. Sould, The Persislerce of Empie: Balish Pollica’ Cullure im e Age of i Amencar
Reveddion | Chapal Hill, 2000},

'* 4G, Hophins. ‘The United States 1783-1881: Biitain's Honorary D ominkon?, in Biilain and lihe
hend: Hiskncml Jow sl of i Sahst Soied i Seciey, 4, 2 1200 1}, Z52-458. Alko saa F.J. Marhall,
Femaking fhe Solish Alaclic; The Unled Sales and i Enlisr Empoie affer Amencam
independance |Oxlawd, 2012}
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Liverpool ships of the Elder Dempster line sailed to Africa.™ Between 1813 and
1833 the monopoly of the EIC wes undermined by Whitehal. Henceforth, the
eastern market in Indiz and China was increasingly open to provincial ports,
including Liverpool. In sum, the American Revolution was an important, albeit

brief, part of Liverpoofs longer imperial trajectory.

N J. White, “Fammy of the Mersey: The Business and the impact of Decolonization in Liverpool,
Higlory, 96, 32 | 201 1), 1563-204.
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APFENDIK Maker, Meal Man, Miliner, Painter, Paviowr, Pipe Maker, Pork Seller, Potter,
Foper, Saddler, Sail Maker, Shoe Maker, Ship Cerperter, Sik Weaver,
Silversmith, Stocking Menufacturer, Sugar Baker, Taior, Talow, Tanner,
This section lists occupations according to category. Tobacconist, Trunk Maker, Upholsterer, Victualler, Watch Maker, Wheel Wright,

Titled
Agriculture I

Captain {included here because not certain whether a ship's caplain or in the

Cow Keeper. mil#ary), Esquire, Gentleman, Mister, Missus.

Banking, Insurance and Brokers Tranzport and Communications

Banker, Broker, Insurance Broker, Carter, Currier, Horse Hirer, Pilot, Postmaster, Stable Keeper.

Gavernment ard Civil A i nigtrati on Sthar | Uncarbsin

Alderman, Corporation Treasurer, Customs Officer, Deputy Recorder, Dock ; i s
Master, Exchange Kasper, Land Waiter, Mayor, Officar of Exciss, Overseer of People who have more than one occupation and where these jobs are in different

Poor, Salt Office, Sergeant at Mace, Tex Gatherer, Tide Surveyor, Tide Wailter. SBCIDN.

Hospitality, Leisure and Entertainment

Coffee House, Inn Keeper, Organist, Tavern Keepers

Merchants, Agents and Dealers

Agent, Broker, Coal Merchant, Flax Merchant, Iron Merchant, Isle of Man Trader,
Linen Merchant, Merchant, Timber Merchant, Whitehaven Trader, Wine Merchant.

Professionals

Architect, Attarney, Physician, Surgean, Surveyor, Rector, Heverend, Schoal
Master.

Tradesmen and Raetail

Anchor Smith, Boat Builder, Book Seller, BEread Baker, Brewer, Brush Maker,
Buider, Butcher, Brazier, Breeches Engraver, Brick Layer, Cabinet Maker, Carver,
Chair Maker, Cheese Maker, China Maker, Clock Maker, Confectioner, Cooper,
Cork Cutter, Cotton Spinner, Distiller, Draper, Druggist, Enameller, File Cutter,
Fishmonger, Flex Dresser, Flour Seller, Glass Maker, Grocer, Gunsmith, Hatter,
Hosier, Iron Monger, Leather Smith, Mamle Cutter, Mathematical Instrument
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e negotiate for exemptions [moe Lthe Crown's 1763 Proclamation
Line regarding Indian lamd, They slnply wanted land.

Searcy's petition was |less substantial than Sims's Address
Searcy's statement i5 of concern here because it was addressed o
the county court as the immediate repository of royal sutherity.
Searcy expressed broader concerns, but all ke asked te cowrt L do
i Lo D Joures (renn practicing law there,

Slms’s lower profile makes any assessment of his personal
narrative elusive. We have little maore than his wards, frozen in 1765,
What is clear @5 that he articulated widespread backcountey
grievances in language that reflects his culeure and miakes s
realities almost accessible to us Loday. The Nuthush Address has
been a lodestone for historlans seeking to sort ok the stresses of his
time and place. And ver, as far as has been lcarned, Sims did not take
part in the Hegulator movement. Husband thought Sims had heen
badly burned by the cetribution for his 1765 effort. Further, Sims
could mot have avoided knowledge of the brutality with which the
Hegulators were guelled in 1771, Governor Troyon left North Carolina
after the cempaign. A few years later, the men who had stood
together In backcountry power networks in the eastern-run
legisiamure, and as milida commanders under Tryon challenged the
povernoes successer and champloned Independence. Perhaps
George Sims did not wapt b live under a government of thelr
making. Fifteen vears before glving hinsell o the British war effore,
he had delivered these words:

“It i% nt nor

e, or form of Government,

rur yut the body of cur laws,

that we arc guarrelling with. .. .°

He had ended his call to action with this statement of infent:

"Heri |am this day with iy life in my hand, to see my
fallow subjects animated with a spirit of likerty and
freedom, and to see them lay a foundation for the
recoviery thereof, and the clearing cur County from
arbileacy Leranny, Gad save the King."=s

Kot Amering

British Imperial Policy-Making:
Gentlemanly Capitalism,
The American Revolution & Liverpool,
1763-1783

Simon Hill, Liverpoo
John Moores Universily, UK

H n Erftich Imperialism P Cain and AG. Hopking propozed
the paradipm of "Gentlemanly Capitalism.” This theory
stated that impulses from the metropole, as opposed to
the deww [y the periphery, set the Rritish imporial
agenda.t The wridngs of Cain and Hopkins harked back

to the Glarious Rewalution af 1688 With the coronation of Dutch-
born William I1l, England became increasingly inleriwined with
mainland European affairs. As a result the country’s armed forces
weere expanded, and central pevernment aoquired Increased powers
for raising revenwe The genesis of the so-called "Military Fiscal
State” coinchlied with the "Financial Revolution” of the 1680s and
1691k During these decades the use of cradit and insurance became
increasingly common Such developments presenbed the serviee
sector, in particular, with opportunities for advancement, Ona way
for this group. of which merchants were an Important part,
promote tielr interests was to work alongside the landed clite.* The
latter were useful clients hecavse they keew people withln

| The muthor wonld life e thank Uwe Foval Hisoorical Soclety for a “grant for
individesd Lrovel W & cotferonce.” This mads patwsle hiz spesdasce @ the
Comsortivm on the Revoludonary Bra, Chardeston, South Carolime, 25-27 Febraary
2001, where & verglon of this paper was doliverod. Thos work i purl of a2 Padd in
PIENCEE.

P Cain and AL, Hopkics, Bniosh faperfalom: Inncmtion cod Boseadenios 1Rl-
1204 (Haglow, 1553 1-104,

| Ser [ndn Brewer, The Dadid of Pouer: Wer Moagy and e Englah State 1eg- 1m0
|Lixdom, 199) and Lawrenor Stone. ods dn Imparfel Stmiv ot Worr Brifeln fram
1683 tp 151 5 [Lomdos, 1 c a8
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Liverpool in the Eighteenth Century

The writer Daniel Nefoe famously referred to Hanoverlan
Liverpool as "onc of the wonders of Britain-2 In 1708 the town had
a population of approximately 7000 inhabitants, Sixty wears later
this figure had mushreomed to over 34000.2¢ This demographic
growth was brought about by natural increases, as well as In-
i gration [ronm surownding areas. Thus, by mid-century, Livarpoal
possessed many of the hallmarks indlcative of an expanding urban
area, This imcinded o towm hall, bank. customs house, hospital, and
theatre.l* Another noteworthy developmont during this period wag
the rise of Liverponol as a port. Ever since the Middle Ages the town
had enjoyed econemic links with lreland and mainkind Europe. By
the vighteenth century the port was fast becoming an Imegral
component of the “British Atlantic Trading Community.™* This
expansion was facilitated by the provicion of infrastructure, such as
turnpikes, canals, and docks.”® The table below shows the number of
ships departing from Liverpool bebween 1762-1763,

TARLE 1 Number of Vessels Departing fnom Liverpool, 1762-
1763

Destination 2y Numbor of Departures W
Garesl Tirltaln

{England, Scoilard & Wales] g28 a0 0
(zher Bridzh lsles

(lralaml & Isle of Man) 5i1 ang
Amerles (Morlh Auneriz & Wost Indies) 141 B
Eurcge [Alldestmations - includes Russia) 10g &
Afirica [All Destinations) 7 45
North Atlantie (Greenland & North Fishery] 4 0.3

13 Mamicl Dofoc, A Towr Through che Whole islood of Gread Britein, 3¢ od. [Budhs:
Penguin Books, 1979), 25.

H fane Lonpmore, "Cise Liverpoal 18B0-1801.° in JAcrpeal B0 itrre, Charaecher
oird Hiclory, wdl. Jahn Belihom [Liverpool, 20061 11370,

LAy |10 B

H Bheryllymne Hapnerty, The Briciph Ao Tradieg Sommeeity ! 7R 1000 Men
Hiamen and the D il v of Gand | Lesden, 2006], 1-13.

¥ Sheila Marmner, The Eoonossl aad Seclal Devefopment of Mersepside [Looroa,

{Carth Amarim

Sowrce: Willllamson's Liverpool Advertiser, 22 February 1764,

The informatinn provided abeve llustrates the nature of
Liverponl’s foreign trade during the poriod. However the table it is
limired, a% it does net include the Enandal value of cach destinarion,
nar does it indicate the namber of vessels arriving in the port. This is
dhpe tas the scarcily ol surviviig quantitathne data from the era. That
sald, Itis obvious that the port enjoyed a diverse overseas porifolio.
The town traded cxtensiwely within the confines of the Brivish Isles,
and local merchants regularly shipped foodstufts from  emainland
Europe. Liverpool was also involved in the Trans-Atlantic Slawe
Trade® The Americas proved s he 3 sizable market as well, given
that they accounted for neacly 0% of tie pect's arrdvals between
17621763, Nemand fnr Wast Indian sugar heerepsed during the
century, and local companies such as Benson & Postlethwaine amd
Rawlingom & Cherley repularly traded with continental Marth
America, Key destinations. within the thirteen colonies included
Haston, New York, Philadelphia, Junes River, and Charleston. From
hese bocations Liverpoo] imported commedities such as cobton, rice,
timber, and tobaceo,’

In such an emdronment it was not surprising that a class of
elite businessmen emerped within the local community. 1L is dificult
to be precise, swing o methodalagical difficultics and the abscnes of
a clear universal definition of the term, but it would seem that by
1766 there were approximalely 200 “merchants® o Liverpool. The
Incal street directories indicate that meén such as Robert Armitage,
Mictinlaz Ashton, and Henry Trafford held this title.? How should we
seek to define these lndividuals? It iz staring the ahwvious that they
wiore "capllalists”, Indeed, local enterprises were keen to accumulate
as much profit as possible. Although businesses reguladly went
bankrupt, John Tarleton emerged as a towering cample of [ocal
mercantile wealth At the fime of his death, in 1773, te net valae of
his estate was approximately E790002 Caln and Hophking would

" Sex Aager Anskey & P.EIL lioir, eds, The Aolantic Sinve Lruds and Brierh Abslinisa
I 760-0 610 [ Lordor, 1973),

1% Prancis Hyde, Livsrpoed and the Alere: Ar Fessomine Hiddory of @ Pert 1700, 1970
{Mewrinm Abbok 197 1), 10-4E.

it |, Gore “Liverpool [Hrectory for the Year 17667 Livarpeol Becerd Utfice
[Fereafier LAL, microdiln

N jmrual prefit and Ioss secounds of fohn Tarlean, 1TIR-1T7R, Tarleton Fajeers.

povernment circes that could bestow information. Consequently,
through social Intesscton, the service sctor and arismcracy
gradually merged. Thus Genthemanly Capitalism was spawned. The
key eonsequence of this phenomenon was to create “an intarmatonal
trading system centred on London"s

Since its original publication, over [fleen wewrs ago, Britivh
Imperiglism has continued to generate lhemted scholardy debates
[ndeed, & major criticism is that this work dewnplayed the role of Lhe
Industrial loblyy in skaping imparial palicy [the authors malntained
thal because industry was not a traditional Income-sarning
accupalion for the predominantly agriculbaral elite, 1t wos therefore
less Influential). Moreover, Gentlemanly Capitalism has been
slamameed for belug teo Londonscentric, Cain and Hopkins believed
that because of the proximicy of the Ciey of Landon to Parliament,
and tn the ather departments of state, this “provided opportunities
for goining access to information and for influsncing policy that
simply did not exist elsswhere’” Therelore, Lendon and the
southern commercial sectar were the ey anchitects behind Bricish
imperial palicy. In doing =0, Cain and Hopldos Lave inplicd ot te
nurthern industrial peripheries of Britaln were {solated from the
ey

This essay will fecus upon the role played by the Borth of the
British [sles in the Emperial decision-making process. Tt will siiggest
that Bricizh imperigisn dismissed the significance of the peripheries
far too hastily. Instead, tsese localions possessil resources of thelr
own and, although the pendulum d1d swing hetwesn peaks and
troupghs, the northern regions nonetheless enjoyed influence over
key policy issues.

It is clear that the Cain-Hopkins thesls has already been
placed under a great deal of sereting. However, whilst mosl of Usese
investigalions have taken place using the contexts of the pinstecnth
and tweatleth centuries, Gentlemanly Capitalism has seldom been

3 Calm and Hopking, orinsh imperialion, 41

4 A4 very mecent exampie of schetarshipin thie ficld is Shigerw ARt aod Micha'ax |
Whiga, eds. The Internahonal Goder o Adie ia the T304 ard 15503 (Farnkam, 2910)
Lrilicisams ad the lventlemanly fanmalist mode] cam e bsand in David Canmadises,
“The Empire Strikos Back” Pas & Pretene 147 (19953 18094 DK, Fieldbouse,
Yientlemen, Capimkss, ane the  Britsh Emple” foursel of impedal ood
Comrrenwenlh Moy 22 no 319940 E1-41; and Ardrow Barter, "Gl beiuasly
Capitalivmn and Empire: Tho Eriteh Expariesos sinoe 1750, Jourmel af lmperial ood
Commenvwesil Hlsborg TH me 3 1990]: 265-55.

? Cain and Hopkdns,: Srindh dmpericlien, 63,
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tested within an eightevnth century framework® Therefore, this
paper seeks to redress an imbalance within the secondary literature.
The reasan for specifically analysing the years 1763-1783 is self.
evident: this wag the period when the thirteen North American
colonies soupht 10 re-evaluate their relafionship with Britain
Indtially tiey hoped for redress within the imperial system {sell, and
then Amally as an'independent power. Much has been written about
the American experience during the Revolutlon and War of
Independence? Equally, historsans such as Stephen Convay and BT,
Dickinson have analysed how the Mother Country responded to
these events.!? Case studies have provided detalled accounts of how
the revalt affected specillc arcas witliin England, such a5 Londan and
Arisind 2t Yet, surprisingly, there does not appear to be a
comprehensive investigation of the repercussions of the Amarican
Revolution upon the prominent caommercial and maritime center of
Liverpool Often referved to as the "Second City of the Empire”, there
are pecasional references to Merseyside in this litcrature - but they
are fragmentary and are not brought together in a larger synthesis. 2
Thersfore, by conducting 3 survey of Liverpool durbng the American
Revalution, a gap in the lneal historiography will be Alled, and a
contributinn towards the larger debale over the natore of Rritish
imperiallsm will be made.

9 S Repmend Dusnelt ed, Gentfemanly Caprealisn ond Brivid fmpeiation; Ths ins
Debore an Empire [Harfews, 1955) Por o rare insighl lele elghteenth soneury
Gontlemacly Capitlinm aee Huo Bowen, £Rres Eroorprine ond the Making of the
drteith Grsvpdat Emodry 1838- 1775 (Medingysoke, 1596, 2240 Acconrding o Bowen
there were three core cumporers L Lhis pleonenan: the land=d ahfr, merpants,
and fnazchers. Mareower, as the exghvrench armlury progressed, Suse groups
Bremme nrreazingly won-Eagleds, Scols, Wekk apd Inish jeloed thelr ranks in
wrealer nusnlea s

¥ Genécil Enrodueriond  irelide Colin Baswidc The Amsdrar Revalufion
([ Masingssoke, 15991 2 Edward Counbryman, M Amencee Seeofuion (Mew York,
1938},

18 Leephen Comwary, The britlnh Jied and o War ol dmerean Independeace [ Obard,
2000} amd H.T- Dickinson, od, Brisain and the Americes feaakafios [Esses, 19590)

11 See P Mershall, nielod oos e Ansdricon Wor of [ndipencence [Brisbol, 1977)
and fonan Senshure, Dsferoed Aaripws foodon Sepportens of ievelenoowy
Arsricn I765: 1702 (Kongatnn, 19ET)

L2 For more oo Liverpool and emplre see Sherelymne Hosgerty, Anthony Websoer
snd Hicholas [ White, ods.. The Impiee in Dae Oitys Limerpood s feoamesmsienit imperiol
Foert | Munchester, UK, ZU0L).

-
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that duning the early eighteenth century Liverpool had the drive,
determination, and resources in which to affect the central decizion-
making process in London. In this regard the port bad been
somewhat successful. It shall now be determined whether or not
Liverpoel contdnucd to be influcnoal during the Amerfcan
revolutionary period

Liverpool & British tmperial Policy-Making, 1763-1 783

In 1763 Britain emerged victorious from the Scven Yewrs
War. Az a consequence the country was burdened by a national debs
of £137 milion. With the restoration of peace, the administration of
:_...,_..__”_____u.r Grenville wene abnut the sk of q.._.m__m_.._m_ rEvene within the
Korth American celonies, An initial step inchided the Passage of the
Sugar Act It would appear that Liverpool had little input upon the
conbent of this perdeular measure. Evidently the toae's peak of 1729
had, by this tme, given way 1o a trough. There were twen reasons for
this. Firstly, It wies oo ovlacidenoe that Jumes Murray, Second Duke of
Atholl, died in January 1764, The following year the Isle of Man
Purchase Act revested the fewdal rights of the Lords of Mann o the
Aritish Crown.® Az o regult Liverpool lost one of I8 oy contacts A
second explanaton for the port's akewarm perforiance was el
ane of the town's Members of Parliament (M) had fllen out of
favour with the Government. Sic William Meredith had initially been
a4 supporter of Frime Minister __..1__._.._.,.w_.,_ Giremwille. However relafions
Tsetwiern the two men gradually spured, especially with regards oo
the reatment of the radical John Wilkes Liverpoal's influence
continued to be Umited when the Cabinet sought to levy stamp
duties in Amerdce Sir William spoke out sgminst this measure,
warning: “We ought.. e be extremely dellcate ln nposisg & bunden
upon others which we._do not share ourselves”= But it was to no
avail, ax the Stamp Act received the Royal Azsent on 22 March 1765,

FEvents radically transformed Liverpeo!'s abllity to influcnee
the metropolis, and a trough subsequently became a peak. In early
July 1765 George I replaced Grenwille with the Marquis of
Rockinghane This was muest fortuiteus for Liverpesl. given thas
Meredith was an associate of the Dule of Partlasd - whe in tirn was
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a supporter of the new premier. Thus, oo 26 July, Wililamson's
Ldverpond Advertiser announced: "The Hono S Willam Mersdith,
Baronet, ane of the Representatives in Parllament for this Borough,
is appointed onc of the Lords of the Admiralty.™* In doing so he
became a key "man on the spot” in London. Given Sir William's
aversion to the Stamp Act, his new posting at the heart of Whitchall
enabled him to carmy on the task of opposition with far grester
effectivensss.  Circumsmnces  were  alsn on his  side. The
repercussions of the dory were keenly fell in both Britaln and
America, By the autumn the Britich press contiined alarming storles
from the colomies that acts of violence had been perpetrated against
stamp collecuors, and thal Americn porly were Uaeatenlog e mon-
impartation of British poods. Commerclal Inperests within the UK,
including those at Liverpool, were alamed by these events. On 3
January 1766 the Liverpeel Genersl Advertizer reported: ©last
Saturday at a meeting of the merchants ot George's Colfes house, the
Hoi' Sir William Meredith made a’' most elegant.. speech on the
present posture of affairs in America® The result was that the
Liverpool merchanrs formed menn commitiees o protecl thelr ade -
ane for the Amesican market the other fore Alfrican interests. The
nawspaper akko suggested that Liverpool fook a lead 10 organizing
opposition to the Stamp Act inother parts of Britaln: "0n Monday the
American committee mel and drew up & memorial (o be [add before
the Howse of Commons, and also wrote circular letters to the out-
parts, (o desire thelr concurrences.”® Therefore, Liverpool played a
sizable role in helping to bring abouwt the repeal of the stamp duty,
witleh finally occurred in Mareh 1766,

Consistent with this thama of peaks and troughs, Liverpoal's
influence stalled herween 1766-17 74, This was not bevawse the port
was isolared from Westminster. On the contrary, the Liverpooel lobby
proved successful in prompling Parliament to leglslate for a piloting
facility on the Hiver Mersey in 17665 However the Borongh had
problems closer o heme, which (o tirh divested i mill stTention
from London. The first distroction was the problematic constructian
of the Leeds-Liverpoo] Canal. By mid-century the Yorkshire town of
Leeds was trading on a Larger scale. As such it was eager to sell its
textiles over a wider geographical area. Liverpool, for its parl, was
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likely argue that, because the town was sittated in the Morth of
England, liverpool was engaged primarily in Industrial-related
activities. Whilst it is certainly true that prominent members of the
local husiness community subserfbed to the fand that created the
Leeds-Liverpool Canal in the 17705, it is equally important to
remember that overseas trade constituted a highly important sector
as well, These "traders”™ were *mercantilists” in the sense thar they
recagnized the beneflis bestowed upon them by the system, such as
thee protection of ther shipping by the Boval HNavy, However, an
articie In the Liverpoel Geners! Advertiser newspaper on 23 Jannary
1763 made refepence w0 the Wwn petitioning Farllament “for
opening the twade to India™ Whilst & would be premature
describe  mid-eighteenth century Liverpool a3 a nocleus for
embryonic "free traders”, evidently some bocal ounpanies were not
averse to challenging the monopoly enjoyed by East Indla Company.
Tn help realize their ambitions, these Liverpool merchants
had s¢veral resources at their disposal, Locally, they developed a
will-organked machine deskgned w plan and execute thelr agendas,
Businessmen such as James Gildart, Jobhn Varr, and [ohn Sparling
often served on the kecal Corporation. This was one step along their
journey  Dowiands  Decodning  Lhe  Mayor.  Alternatively, snme
merchants prefermed to comdadl thelr affalrs by local coffee houses
and sacial clabs. Such venuwes enabled members Lo discuss the key
issues of the doy. Ye Ugly Face Club was a prime cxample of this
During the War of Austrian Succezsion the sakd suclety denounced
the French for using “Open Violence..to render us..Naves of
Arhitrary power,"D Liverpool merchants also enjoyed connections
further aflell By the 17605 "flying machine” cnaches linked the fown
to different parts of the North West region. As a result, there were
cccasions when the Liverpool and Manchester lobhies co-sponsored
petitions In Parllament?® The pert also had contacts with the suter
peripheries of the Britisli Isles. For example William Hoscoe, the
celebrated Liverpool lowyer and writer, regularly corresponiled with
hiz assncintes in Scofland. ™ Aristocratic conneclions were not
unknown either. [ohn Tarleton served as the private banker to the
titleholder of the kKle of Mam, the Duke of Atholl, This was a
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particularly valuable contact for Liverpool, given that Tarleton dealt
with "disbursements” valued at several thousand pounds each.® The
Liverpool Memorandum Book of 1753 also indicated that the town
possessed a sizable Jmowledgeable of the capital city itself. This
particular docunent contained dmetables of when post was sent to
and from London®® Armed with this information. [ihnerpool
merchants could plan their strategies for London-based forums, sach
az the African Company of Merchants 2=

Given the rice of the port, it was practically inevitable that
l.ondoners would develop an opinion of Liverpool. Not all of their
conciusions were flattering, but a better from the capital dated 1771
stated a vicw that 15 reprosented In several suriving testimonies:
"¥OU (Liverpeol] are not meore distinpuished for the esstent and
fourishing state of your Commerce, than for the Public-spiritedness
of your Conduct: in both vou tread upon the heals of our great
Metropolis.™® Therefore, in some circles at beast, Liverpool was held
i high regard. This in turn provided the town with leverage in order
to exercise inflzence in the corridors of power. An sacly sample of
thiz ok place in 1729, whan the Africs Company soughtt W balld
fortifications on the African coastline. The London merchants
opposcd this measure, fearing the financial cost of such a schenre.
However it soon became evident that they would not be able to
dufesl these proposals by Uiemselves Congequently, the London
lobby requested af thelr counterparts in Bristol and Liverpool that
“wee may all meet together..to unite in pur Councills tn defeat and
disappoint our adversaries.®* The plans devised hy the company
wiere frustrared at several stages in the House of Commons. What i<
significant for this paper is that Charles Pale, a London merchant,
wrote to john Hardman of Liverpaol: "1 am glad you are determined
kv send wp some by, s hlghly neoessary.®? Thus, U can e secn
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Dace Usese disturbances hod been suppressed, and wilh
Britaln mobilized to tight the war, Liverpoal found its veice again
The town's representatives undertook measures designed to protect
the port's immediate interests. As one might cxpect from 2 major
maritime centre, [iverpon]l was especially concernced with  the
protection of its shipping. In L1777 the local Corporation complained:
"our [vessels) are freguently keneven Lo these Channels, and our
Coasrs annnyed by American Privareers™ These croumstances
prompeed  Liverpool to call upon the Admiralty to expand. their
protection of the mecchanl marine. A latter from Vice Admiral Hugh
Palliser to the Firsl Lord of the Admiralty, the Eorl of Sandwich,
stated: “The Merchantz of Liverpool are very pressing far a frigate to
be constantly emploved to attend their trade to a certain distance
into the sca™= Palliser continued, stating that if this request was
pranted then svery port would expect the same treatment. Therefore
a compromise was reached, whereby a battleship would join a
convoy at Cork every month and excort the vessels out® This s
further evidence that the port could influcnee Lthe agandie Nor was it
just Amerfcan vessels thal Liverpoul merchants feared. o june L7860
the owners of the local privatcer, the Enferprize, informed Captain
[ames Haslam: “IF vou fall in with any Britsh man of war and the
Captain attempts o impress any of your people, represent to
them_. Mr. Gascoyne's letler upon that subject, which will certainly
preveat any.. Empoessing™ These orders clearly demonstrate the
utilivy of another of Liverpool's so-called “men on the spat’, Bamber
Gascoyne the Elder. Hitherto a London merchant, Gascoyne later
mearried a Liverpool woman. During the American War lwe served ag
a Lord of Trade and Plantations, and made several representations in
Parliamentan Liverpaol's hehal£31

The town alse proved vocal on the security of the West
Indies. As ome prominent srholar observed: “The scale of Wesk
Indian wealth was recognized in the sightesnth cenmry. Planters
rechoned that the value of the British Car bbéan 15linds amounted to
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ESikal million in 1775 Howeyer with the onthreak of hostilities
that vear, and the subsequent intervention of the Rourbon powers,
British posscssions in these waters proved vulnerable. In =pring
1777 Liverpool's other Member of Parliament, Richard Fennant,
brought a banker by the name of 5ir Robert Harries before the
Heowge, Harries was ecamined by Sir William Meredith, a5 a witmess
inte "the distressed situation of the ‘West India [slands ” Evidently Sir
Robert provided a gnnd testimony, affording “great satisfaction” in
the Commaons chamber.’® Pennant continued 10 malse the lssue of the
Weast Ingdies throughaut the conilict. In December 1779 he moved tor
“an Address to his Majesiy, to order Coples of all Memoria, Requests
and Complaints of the Assembly of Jamalca, desiring protection.” The
document from' which this debate (s recorded does not state if this
reselution was successiul or mot. Yet it is evident that Pennant had
prepared the way (Intentionally or otherwise] in instigating & heated
discussion over matters of far greater importance, mamely the
competence of government ministers. Both the Amcrican Secretary
and Prime Minister apposed Pennant's proposal, on the groands that
it would suraly compromise national securiy. This response
prompted a Rery rebuttal from another debater, John Cavendish,
who inzisted that "nothing could be more absurd than denying what
wias demanded, beoase most of those petitons and memorials had
been reported in the Jowrnals on the island.” The esteemed
parllamentarian from Bristed, Edmund Burke, also used this incldent
a8 an opportundty to savage the administration for disgracing the
reputation of the House of Commons.*t Onoe agakn, Liverpool played
a rake in serting the tone of discussions in Westminster,
Liverpool-related  interests also contributed towards the
process that helped ultimately bring about the conclusion of the war
between the years 1781-1783. Edward Smith-5tantey, the Twelith
Earl of Derby, resided at Knowsley Hall on the outskirts of Liverpool.
Smith-Stanley served as an MP for Preston in the 17705, and had
originally supported Lord MNorth's coercive measures against
Americe Yer when Wis relative General Johmn Burgoyne wis
ostracized for the British defeat at Saratoga, Smith-Stanley became a
vocal critic of government policy. Afber his accession (o the peerage,
in 1776, the Earl of Derhy took “the lead In the House of Lords in tiis
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equally keen to sceure a route from which it could gain access
Lancashire's coalficlds. After a public meeting was convened in July
1766, a suhscription was raised for the purpose of hullding a canal
between the two towns. The process of constrction proved 1o be
far more challonging than anticlpated. Indeed, there were disputes
regarding the precise route of the waterway, One source alleged that
because the Liverpool traders were so unhappy with ks direction,
they withdrew funding 1o deliberately “disconcert the Asseciation.”8
Another reason for Liverpools patchy performance in the capital
wng that the tnwm did nnt speak with 2 unifisd wnice. In 1774 thare
waz a clash over who ghould contribute to send representatives to
Westminster, Uriginally a voluntary *Frade Duty” had been used to
pay for such purposes, but it had gradoally lapsed. Then, on 22
Fehruary, it was ordered by Liverpoo] Common Coundl that the
Trade Duty be expanded. The Town's Recorder was Instructed to
“meet e merchamts and read over the forgolng act to them.” This
scribe was also ordered not to leave a copy of the proposals with the
merchants, $0 a5 1o “require thelr positon..this evening.™ A week
larer it was clear that these plans wauld not be adhered to, and the
scheme was abandoned As one contemporary put it, this incident
hivd only zerved ta ineranee thie *Spiricnf Party™ within the tam 0
The pendulum swung once again between 1774and 1773, By
this time the difficulties associated with the Leeds-Liverpool Canal
were abating, and fresh disturbances im America gave Liverpool
something new to foous upen. In respense to the Boston Tea Party,
ihe administrativn of Lord Morlh inbrodoced Bie Coercave Acts. This
solicived a largely hostile response from the colonists, resulting in
the assembly of the First Continental Congress and the imposition of
a colonial embargo on British goods. Onee agaln events in America
endangered British commercinl interests, and, unsurprisingly.
Liverpool's merchant comrmunity wasted no fime i making its voicea
heard. The newspapers recorded thaton 5 January 1775 a gathering
of London merchants had read “a letter from the Cooncl of
Commarce ot Liverpeol.™1* Then, only a matter of weeks later,
Liverpool underiook the time-bonored method of petitioning
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Parliament directly. The Dorobgh wrote: “with pleasing Hopes [we
lirok) wpe b0 the Biltsh Parfament; Fomm swhom we trust that these
unhappy Divisions will Speedily be healed.”s2 The onthreak of war
that summer presented the port with appoertunites to line it own
pocket. On 4 December Liverpoal presented yet another memnrial to
Parliament “British Ikslands in the West Indics. _have hitherto
Supplied from the Continent of North America, with Wheat, Wheat
Meal, Bread. . which Supplies are e the prescnl Dispuales etk
Armerica entirely withheld from the numersus [nhabltants of the said
Ishands,. And therefere m_-n...___.h.._._.__w_. That e Petitionoes Iy Isave Logsre
Lo export Wheat, Wheat Meal, Blscuits, Bread, and Pease, to,-British
lilands in Americe™ The owlceme of tils pettion is revealing,
Although the Houwse of Commons ordered that this merchandise be
shipped out amly from London, in doing so they had nenetheless
supported the peneral thrise af Livarponl’s request*? Thus, although
the town did not gak ﬂ__"..-_n__ru.. what it seanted. 3 had ._..__.._“___.nn_ a role in
helping to shapa Eritish imperial policy regardless.

Despite this modest recovery in Liverpood's infheence, the
port suffercd a temporary sethack Although the local Corporation
hadl sent 3 meemorial of support o King George U diere were cleardy
anbi-war svmpathles witils tie port. On 13 October 1775 one writer
in the Liverpeol press claimed: "Each drop of bleed spilt in the
contest with America...is certain loss to Britain, and a trivmph to her
deadliest Enemies.”# There were other reasons for these sentiments,
Due to adverse trading conditoms, Incal ships had stared to mooprwp
in the docks in greater mumbecy, This in lura ._“_:._“_-_.._..._.._..“ e hanls Lo
cut the wages nf their crews. [abor unrest soon enguelfed Liverpoal,
and the Corporation was required te call upen a Regiment of
Dragoocns to quell the “Riobows Sallers and others” Through theic
artions 1these troops saved *the Town and Shipping from impending

Destraction
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