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WY, Notes on THE GREAT TRANSHORMATIOGN o3 H* <
gﬁaptar 6, last page. I agree that there was & blind faith in
progress in certain directions, but there was glso a very great
conservatism in vthéss. England remained 'snob'ito & quite remark~
able extent through the economie transformation. \

dittos I found the transition to this sentence from th
preceding paragraph very diffieult %o follow. :

Chapter 7, page 3, "meke & living by doing nothing". But scwlds
he? I agree %hat he could make & living by working at a very
8lack pace but not without working. :

Chepter 7, page 4. I think that &ll through this chapter you
~treat Speenhemliand as much more universal than it wes, and also
make much too lighti of county differences in wage policy. There
Was & very great daifference’ in the chenges in egricultursl wages
from county to county during the Speenhamlisnd period, with
conaequent differences in the aid given to wsges out of the rates.
gee, for such figures as are avallable, particularly Bowley's
Wages in the 19th century.

Chepter 7, page 5, "sale from hunger". But was he safe from loger
- from starvation, yes, or nesrly so, bul from hunger certainly
not, at any rete after 1815. '

Chapter 7, page 6. Why refer to the Luddites here? A reference
to the agricultursl machine smashers would surely be much more
pertinent - the attacke on threshing machines, for example, in
15830. : :

Chapter 7, page 7. I feel that this pascage under-estimates the
extenl of the wage labour force in agriculiure - I mean of those
who had prectically no land of their own and worked almost entirely
for wages.

ditto. I don't believe the Combination Laws of 1799 and 1800 ;
had anything whatsoever to do with Speenhamland. There were no

- combinations in the agricultursl areas as far as I Imow before

183l = except HSome purely politicsal combinations in the Eastern :
Counties in the 1790's - and I do not believe Speenhamlsnd relisf
was pald to eny exitent in ald of induatrisl wages except as a form
of unemployment relief in certasin of the industrial counties,
notebly the Easi Midlands end parts of Lancashire, between 1815
end 1834 I think a great dssl of what you write suggesis that
industriel as well as agricullural wepges were normselly sdded out
of the rates, but I know of no evidence for this view. Again and
again, when you bracketed Speenhamlsnd snd the Combination Laws

I felt you were just plain wrong. The resl l1link is between the
Combinetion Laws and the repressive legislation passed sgainst
seditious meetings and unlewiul sociéties in the 1790's as a
consequence of governing claas panic over the French Revelution.
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This caused what was originslly a Bill directed agsinst preti¥fie
corbinatiors smong the millwrights to be generalised by Pitt and
ilberforce into sn Anti-Combination Lew providing for more SWmiary
justice asgainst all combinalions.

9. Chapter 7, page &. Did the Trade Union. legislation of the 1870's
ofier suiiliclent protection? Perhaps it did in the skilled craiis,
but the unskilled hardly got orgsnised except Ior a very brief spell
in the early 'seventies until efter the Dock Strike of 16869.

40.Chepter 7, pege 10, "Not belore 1634 etc. Frankly, this strikes me
as monstrous exagreration. 1 think there wess & highly competitive
1abour markat in the coal fields end in the texztiles aress long before
- that is over most of the field in which ihe Industrial revolution
wae then operating. :

11.8ame pege, two lines .down. This reverses Lhe ordere. The Factory
et of 1833 - to say nothing of that of 1819.-came before the Poor
Leaw Act of 1834, end the great rise of Trede Unionism had vegun in
the middle and late 'twenties. Even the greal Owenite Union was
prectically over bel'ore the Poor Law WaB passed. This is &all out of
drawing.

{12.Chapter &, page 1. vou refer to the Law oi Setilement later, but 1
should have mentioned it nere.

15.8808 page. It wee disputsble whether wage assessmenis were -
discontinued in the 18th century as much es you suggest. Oertainly,
they continued in a number of counties, snd the guestion is rather
how much notice was taken of them. This is still largely an
unexplored Tield, as it would involve a minute search of county
records.

14.Chanter &8, page L. The Settlement Acts were not completely with-
drawn = hot by BNy means. They were & great nulssnce later 1in the
19th centurye.

15.Chapter 8, page 5. This raises & big pointe My view is that
Soggnhaclend was essentially a war msasurﬁmmﬂeaiﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘fﬁ”ﬁ?ﬁfﬂ“ﬁﬁé
necessity Tor HaJUETIHE RipYs-wo-wer PFIEEs on the assumption that
the war would not last long. It then perpetuated itselfl because
the war did last long, end serious dislocation arcse out of it.
You practicslly don't mention the war, or the wartime rise of
prices, in connection wiih your explanaTTER b STe S TR EHT, T
ik you &re Just wrong.
s SRR T S S A RS e s Tt 2

16.Chapter &, pege 6. Surely they had every reason to iink it with ths
war and with war prices?

17.Chapter &, page 11. gurely, you should notice the influence of
the war on enciosures. Most unfortunately, most or the commencators
on enclosures teke no account of the difference hetween war gnd
peace conditions snd give their figures ol enclosures so as Lo
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cormprehend wer and peace periods together, but the great point is
that the war gave an enormous T'lllip to enclosure for arable.

18. Chapter 8, pape 11, "family earnings". ¥eren't these mainly
industrial eernings, snd was notf the disappearance of the cottage
industry one blg factor in depressing sasgricultural conditions?

« Chapter 8, page 13. Jf you have not resd Henry Fielding's bock
on the Csusss of the lsie Increase of Robbers, you should. It is
a long time before Townsend, and it throws & great deal of light
on the 1&6th century attitude towards the labouring poor.

20, Chapter &, pege 1, "egriculture could not compete with town wages".
Is this true in the North, where sgriculture did compete, though it

doubtless lost people &@. the towns. As far as I knowy Wages were
seldom supplemented in the North out of Poor Rates. <Ggflcultural)

21. Chapter &, page 18. Was the parish the "final unit" in the

Gllbert's Act areas?

22, Chepter &, page 19. Beware o the suggestionthat the ownership of
~landed property became concentrated in Tewer hands in this period.
The evidence is that it did not. I sgree that farms. 4id become
consolidated, but ownershlp continued to bs broken up through the
/?zlnveatment of small savings in petches ol lended property. See

Davig's article in an early number of the Bconomic History Review.

23. Chepter 8, page 20, "if he was willing to employ a villeger" - and
aleo in some places even if he was unwilling. In Hampshilre they
billeted paupers on the Tarmem+- much to Cobbeti's annoyance.

2li. Chapter 8, pege 241, "By the 1820'e" -~ i.e, sfter the peawre, when
inflated Tarming profits had fallen and the burden of the rates was
mere severely felt.  Hare again,.you leave out the war, and T
think falsify the argument in deoing so. iR T e e R
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25. Chapter &, page 24. You assume here that the Speenhamland system
existed in the industrisl fowns. I don't believe it did, save as
sn occaslional meéssure in periods of sbnormel distress. I think ell
this is out of d,I‘Ej_Wl‘]h. e B e
= G L, T AR prannpasp TR ‘ x

26. Chapter b, page 25. You could find nuch useful material sbout the

attitudé to rate-aided wages in Cobbett's writings of the 1820's
mostly scattered through The Political Paglbter. L _think T gggla
give you references, 11 you wanted “them.
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27. Chapter &, 51 "Pheir first great act of reform" - No, the
| Factory Ac af 1833 came first. ]

28. Chapter 8, page 27, second paragraph. "o outdoor relief should be
given"- I think you mean no outdoor relief to the able-bodied. I
don't think they went guite so Ffar as to wish to abolish &11 out-
door reliefl, though no doubt a Tew extremistis did.
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Note 29. Chapter 9, page 8. I think you are wrong about the Trades o
Union. . The noilon of a genersl Trades Union covering all ”“*@%
trades by no means origineted with COwen. I% was mooted in ]
latorested ad London A, and Toherty actually tried to
create it in 1030w ghlbds.spani-frem-dHwends-Anfluznce. = The

1.N.C.T.U. was an sttempt by the Owenites %o brinz topether =
nunber of sitempts st genersl unlon made earlier. Sesmy
i q/jf? article in the Review of ¢ Internationsl Instifinte af Soels]
-;ﬁL( i History, 1939, which I tried %c show you the other day. It woula!
;’ o 5t doubtless be more convenient if events had happened in the order
; tc Tlt your theory, but they didn't, nor can the G.NW.C.T.U.
iteelf be attributed to the new Poor Law.

Note 30. chapter 9, page 10, B8ees also Tieldings's book alresdy referrad
$0. : :
Note 3. Chapter 9, ﬁagé 10. I object sirongly to this deserliptlcon of

Deroe, who was & mach more compliceted charscter than you
suggest, and I think primarilngwﬂiqﬂﬁﬁé;ﬁj Nonesnformist middle-
practieal economic thought rather LHER & TINME-Besving
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Note 32. ghiapiar 10, page 11. I think Owen's ldesas had been pretty fully
Tormed before Placs Introduced him to Bellers's pamphlet, He

had published &1l the essentlal features of hils theory and of

his practicaldpraposals befpre he even resd Bellers, who then
y £ - 3 5 - 14 A ]

I agree influenced him & cood desl.
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B Chepter S, page 1Z. Owarn's beginnings were nct 1818 but
considerably earlier. His New View of Society, part I, was
published in either 1812 or IBI3F - I Torget which - and his
general views had been formed long before that. Even his
public leetures in support of his plan were in 1817, and that
wag after his efforts to get the House of Commeons to take action
in 1816, Of courss, his work at New ILedark wes earlier still,

Hote 34, Chapter 10, page 7. I'tE}nﬁ*%ﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁmﬁ$ﬁm$§5+EftEntWﬁgwgE}Eh
surel wages Tluctuated T ﬂ§%¢ th century., T sHOHIR™HEVe
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thought Ehat TRep FimaTHed TEaT e 15 8 Whaiderable extent, even
in face of fluctuating prices.
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Jourely Godwin cught to come in here? Malthus was primsrily en
answer fto tadwin. Later on, you go out cf your wey to be rude
to Jodwin, nngn;mﬁgéﬂkm;Egﬁa&gﬁ;gitctwrgng; It no doubt suits
your argument better 10 mMiss oub 2E#FTHBAd the whole optimistic
philosoohy arising out of the French Revolution at this polnt,

i F3 e L 2 o= - %
buk. l.ihink L1 vitletes your argument.

Note 35.

Note 36. Chaptexr 1C, page 9, The farming-outs of parish arzorentices in
bulk d1d not bezin_in_the cotton mills. It began, I think,
in the colder textile induistiries of the Tast Miglands and -
conaldErabIy Antedated the IndHeteEThl fevolution,
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Tote 37.

Hote 38.
Note 32.

Wote L0,

TWote L1.

Hote L2.

Note 43.-

Note Lii.

Wote 45,

Chapter 10, page 13. I .don't agree that "knowledge of

the peneral laws of nature wes utterly uselegs” at this stage.
"hat about the Davy¥!'B safety lamp, to teke only one examplg?
And chemlaLPy was developed to a certzin extent guite esrly - .
Libkig. " -

Chapter 10, page 17. I read this, though it was seratched
througn. I think you sre ouite wrong about Godwin.

Same psge, bottom. Was Politleal Justice written to counter
Burke? It seems to me quite an Iinadequate explanstion of 11,

Chanter 10, pege 18, "the dlseontent of the labouring poor".
I agree this is true in the msin, but I den't think it is

wholly true - e.g. in the FBastern Counties, partlecularly
crfolk.

L8

Chapter 10, page 19. I think you are guite wrong about the

fombination Laws,as I have sald.

Notes on Sources, page 2. '"sheltered from a dislocaticn"

caused not Drlf'by eeanonin progress. Bl SbShRiibe ans and,

I should say, Qos»yg all S Jig.-sas, 88 far ag immediata
songsequences wWere roneérﬂeﬂ. 4

The Litersture of Spesnhamlend . Combination Lews - again, may
I reglster stronz dissent?®

Jobbett certainly did not idealise the 01ld Poor Law, e

'dtiaﬂhﬁgﬂéjuﬁggl%n$}@¢ 7hat he idealised was the mediseval 4

form gﬁﬂoor Tiw palief, In attacking the Wew Poor Law, he wazs notg
: “defending the 0ld, and he was g bilien gmdgggﬂﬁwgmnﬁgkggg@m;
L £ t- i am iy A - .:
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"It wons precisely its extension to the towns" Yes, but how ‘j
far was it extended to the towns excagtxiﬁa Eeasure oi_rel;ep A
Lor the.unspleren sad underonl b U e |
“¥tetresss Tou Aink 1t Wes, ; E
MMW
Wasn't 1t remembered by Carlgle in his Chartism? b

Note 46,
Note L7.

Rote LB.

Note LO,

4dd Flelding's book alresady mentioned.

Surely, & good deel more of Owen's work should be mentioned,
inelnding his 1817 Speechss and his earlier Gbaervutiﬂnq on_the
Manufacturing System and essays on A New View of Soclety.
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Why not give Dorothy Msrshall's book The Trestment of the
Poor in TR764 £, {,,gu’wul ’-‘-..{:.]
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