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Preface. 

ihe aim of this study has been to assess the 

oharaoter and degree of sucoess of the administration of 

the old poor lew In the oounty of Dorset In the last 

seventy-four years of its operation. It also seeks to 

investigate agrarian distress In the county and to consider 

whether the poor-law administration was a factor, major or 

Qontributory* in creating that distress. In particular, 

attention has been given to the period after the French 

wars in 1815, a period which culminated in the disturbances 

of 1850 and shortly afterwards in the TolpuddleiEertyrs 

episode. It has been thought wise to omit consideration 

of the latter since it has been exhaustively studied 

before. Since agrarian distress forms a part of the 

subject under consideration it has been thought appropriate 

to give a fairly extensive survey of social and economic 

conditions in the county in the late eighteenth and early 

nineteenth centuries. In the study of a social subject of 

this kind it is often difficult to determine the exact 

limits of relevant material and it has been found necessary 

to leave out of consideration the possible influence of the 

oomi laws on Dorset agricultural economy and also the 

effects of national economic and financial trends such as 

inflation which clearly exaggerated the real increase In 

poor-law expenditure. 

I must acknowledge the help so willingly given to 

me by Miss M. Holmes, the County Archivist, and by 

Mr. E. Piers, the Curator of the Dorset County Muaeum, in 

making available the records in their care. likewise I 

must thank the many Dorset clergy who put themselves and 

the records of their churches at my disposal. I am only 

sorry that one or two felt unable to do so. My thanks 

are also due to Miss M. B. Welnatock, the Principal of 

Weymouth Training College, who was able to suggest sources 

of Information and who kindly read and criticised the draft, 

Finally i must thank my wife who also read the draft and 

pointed out many stylistic errors which otherwise I might 

have missed. 
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PART ONE. 

An Introductory Study 

of Aspects of the Social and Economic Life of 

Dorset in the Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth 

Centuries. 



Chapter One. 

The land and the Peeple. 

"Dorset is not a large county, but it shews a wide 

variety @f physical features, and in many ways is typical ef 

southern England. Its characteristic feature* are: a varied 

coastline, an interior ef upland and valley, fertile clay 

vales, and barren heathland." Thus l,.E.Iavener briefly 

described the county.(1) He continued by distinguishing 

several distinct "natural land types." These mere west Dorset, 

the Somerset Fringe, the Vale oi Blackmere, the Chalk Uplands 

the Heathlands and the Isle of Purbeck.(2) For the purposes 

ef this study it will be useful te distinguish the Weymeuth 

Triangle from %^st Dorset in which Tavener placed it en account 

of the similarity of the land. This distinction is justified 

by the almost complete lack of communications between the two 

areas in the period under review.(3) 

About 93,000 of Dorset's 630,000 acres lie in West 

Dorset. It is an area ef very varied relief and of mixed soils. 

Characteristic are the damp, clay-bottomed valleys which in 

the eighteenth century were already enclosed into small, 

irregular fields and were transversed by deep, winding lanes.(4) 

Many of the lanes were little different from the ancient 

horsepaths ef the forest state - narrow, numerous and full of 

sleughs. (5) The villages according to William Marshall were 

comprised of scattered farmhouses anc cottages; (6) but this 

seems to have been true only of the extreme west of the region 

where the parishes were often comprised ef several scattered 

hamlets. Elsewhere in the region, as in the county generally 

there was normally a nucleated village, although often with 

isolated settlements attached. 

1. L.E.Tavener, Land Classification in Dorset.o.6. 
2. Ibid., p.6-17. Tavener distinguished a further area in 

the north-east of the county, the Greensand Escarpment, 
which has been ignored here since it is very small and 
closely related to the Vale ©f BlacKmere socially snd 
economiaally. 

3. See Map I en p.3 for these natural divisions. 
4. W.Marshall, a prolific agricultural writer of the period. 

The Rural Economy of the West of England (1796)p.l34. 
5. Ibid., p.131. 
6. Ibid., p.137-8. 
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Another characteristic feature of West Dorset is its 

hills, described by Marshall as mostly unenclosed and 

overgrown with dwarf furze, heath and cearae herbage.(7) 

The hills are often broad-topped, sweeping downs with 

harsh edges and deep combes. Sometimes they are flat-

topped knolls rising from the valleys. In the south and 

in the east of the region, they are of no great elevation, 

but in the north-west they rise to a considerable 

height, (8) 

The 28,000 acres of the Weymouth Triangle are of 

a similar character to the hilly clay lands of West Dorset, 

although the hills are very much lower, rarely rising over 

200 feet. The area includes the island of Portland which 

is far bleaker and more barren than the rest of this region, 

and which, in the period under review, was approachable 

only by ferry from the mainland. The Weymouth Triangle 

is bounded by chalk hills from Osmington to Abbotsbury.(9) 

The Somerset fringe is the na#e given to the 

28,000 or so acres around Sherborne, It is enclosed on 

the south by the broad curve of the Vale of Blackmore, but 

in the north and west only the county boundary divides it 

from similar country in Somerset, It is undulating country 

with rich, loamy soils(10), described by the early 

nineteenth-century traveller, James Dugdale, as providing 

fine arable land which yielded large crops of cereals, (11) 

The Vale of Blackmore is a low-lying and often 

marshy area of about 112,000 acres, reaching from 

Gillingham and Shaftesbury in the north-east to the low 

hills lying just south of Yeovil in the west. References 

made by the older writers imply that the vale ended around 

Mappowder and Longburton,(12) but Tavener regards it as 

extending further west into the more hilly country. This 

extension is justified by the similarity of the soils and 

the nature of the agriculture. 

7, Marshall, op,cit,, p.137, 
8, Tavener, op.cit,, p.15, 
9, Ibid,, p.15, 
lo. Ibid,, p,17. 
11.lames Dugdale, The New British Traveller.1815.P.201, 
12.G,A,Cooke, The Modern British Traveller,Vol.5,1601-7,p.37. 



The soils of the area are mostly heavy clays which e.r@ 

liable to fl®©ding in wet weather,(13) The stickiness 

©f the soil after rain has led to the region being 

designated "dirty Derset? Nineteenth-century writers 

suggested that the vale was enclesed early; Stevensen 

recerded that the open parts ef the Vale were mostly 

cemmen pasture.(14) This ebservatien is supported by a 

modern study of Dorset Enclosures (15) which shows that 

©nly one-third ef the parishes was affected by eighteenth 

and nineteenth-century enclosure. Most of these enclosures 

involved less than half the parish and were of common 

pasture only. 

The Chalk Uplands form the centre of the county, 

extending thirty miles westwards from the Wiltshire border 

in a series of round-backed ridges, intersected by fertile 

valleys where many of the villages are found.(16) In this 

area were most of the unenclosed villages, although even 

here many were cocapletely enclosed and. of the rest few 

were wholly open.(17) The Chalk Uplands extend to about 

200,000 acres which is roughly one-third of the county. 

T© the south of the Chalk Uplands lie the 

Heathlands, described by a contemporary writer as "a most 

dreary waste, serving only in the summer to support a few 

ordinary sheep and cattle and to supply the neighbouring 

villages with heath for firing."(18) William Stfevenson 

considered that enclosure of the Dorset heaths would not 

pay, but suggested that they might profitably be wooded.(19) 

The surface of the heaths is a mixture of sands, gravels and 

clays and is mostly very infertile. There are,however, 

several alluvial valleys cutting across the heathlands 

and it is here that the main settlements are found,(20) 

13. Tavener, ©p.cit,,p.6. 
14. William 8tevenson,an agricultural writer of the early 

nineteenth century. Of. General view of the agriculture 
of the County of Dorse 1|L812) p. 171. This work is the 
Dorset volume in the series of county reports mad6 to 
th Board ©f Agriculture, it is the report of John Claridge 
General view of the Agriculture of the County of Dorset 
(1793) revised and enlarged. 

15. G.B.Bndacott, The Progress of Enclosures in Dorset in 
the Eighteenth and part of the Nineteenth Centuries. 
(Unpublished Thesis.; cf. figures given in appendices. 

16. Tavener,©p.cit.,pp.6-9. 
17. Indacott,op.cit.,appenaices. 
18. Britten and Brayley,Description of the County of Dorset.p32 
19. Stevenson, ©p.cit,,p.332. ~ 
20. Tavener, op.cit., pp.11-12. 



The wh©le area amounts t© seme 105,000 acres. 

The Isle ©f Purbeck is separated fr@m the Heathlands 

by a narr**, steep-sided chalk ridge which shelters the Vale 

of Purbeck. The Valley has a cemparatiTely flat bottern ef 

very mixed and net very fertile s©ils and en its southern 

side lies a broad upland area of Portland and Purbeck 

limest©nes, breaking dewn aleng the south int© ravines and 

some limited ceastal lowlands.(21) These limestones gave 

rise to a quarrying industry which was employing some four 

hundred persons at the end ©f the eighteenth century. (X2) 

The extent of the whole area is about 27,000 acres. 

It is necessary now to turn to the consideration 

of the population of Dorset which seems to have grown steadily 

throughout the period of this study, although decisive 

evidence is available only from 1801 onwards. The following 

table shows the national and county figures from the first 

five ten-yearly censuses. T© the last four sets of figures 

is added the percentage increase for the decade preceding 

each census. (23) 

National. County. 

Total. Increase. Total. Increase. 

1801. 8,672,980. - 114,452. 

1811. 10,150,615. 13f. 124,718. 9.7% . 

1821. 11,978,875. 18f. 144,494. _ ^ 15.2% . 

1831. 13,897,187. 18%. 159,385. 10.4%. 

1841. 15,906,741. 14%. 174,743. 11.0%. 

From these figures it can be seen that the population of 

Dorset was increasing at a rather lower rate than that ,©f 

the whole country. This fact suggests that the same may 

have been true of the late eighteenth century, but there is 

little substantiating evidence . It would be useful, 

however , to reach some estimate of the population of Dorset 

in 1760. 

The population of England in 1760 is usually estimated 

by modern writers as being between six and a half and seven 

millions. J.Steven Watson estimates that it may have been 

between six and a half and six and three-quatter millions.(24). 

20. Tavener, ©p.cit.,ppll-12. 
21. Ibia., pp.12-13. 
22. J.Claridge, General Description of the Agriculture of 

the County ©f Dorset (17931. p.41. 
23. Figures from Victoria County History of Dorset, 

Vol.2, pp266-2731 
24. J.Steven Watson, The reign of George III, p.10. 



A Bedford, following B.C.K.Genner, suggests that the 

population in 1750 may have been 5,320,000.(25) Ihis figure 

together with an annual increase ©f about 50,000 would make 

the population of 1760 about 6,820,000. This estimate may 

well be teo high; far Pref.T.S.Ashton has shewn frem the 

evidence of parish registers and bills ©f mortality that the 

increase in the population began about 1750 and speeded up 

in the last two decades of the eighteenth century. (26) If 

a figure of six and three-quarter millions be adopted for 1760 

the population^ncrease to 1801 would be about 47^. These figures 

apply to the whole country and may net be true of any 

particular county, but if the same percentage ofincrease be 

applied to the Dorset figures, a population of 77,500 may be 

estimated for 1760, growing to 114,452 in 1801. Another way 

©f reaching an estimate is to consider the percentages of 

increase after 1801. If it is assumed that the same trend 

existed before 1801, the percentages of increase in the last 

four decades of the eighteenth century would be: 

1760^1770, . . 1.9%; 

1770^1780, , . 2.9%; 

178W-1790, . - 4.4%; 

1790^1800, , ' 6.6%; 

These figures do net take into account the acceleration after 

1780 suggested by Prof.Ashton,and will, therefore, give tee 

large a figure for 1760. If, however, the population 

increased by 15.8% over the four decades, the 1760 figure 

would be about 98,000. It is worth noting that this agrees 

closely with the estimate made by Marshall relating to 1750 

(i.e. 96,000). (27) These estimates vary considerably and 

unfortunately there is very little documentary evidence 

relating to the Dorset population at any date prior to 1801. 

All that appears to exist relates to Puddletown, a chalkland 

village, and to Marnhull in the Vale of Blackmore. 

25. A.Bedford, Labour Migration in England. 1800 to 1850. p.11, 
26. T.S.Ashton, An Economic History of England:The 

Eighteenth Century.p.3. 
27. J.Marshall (the early nineteenth-century statistical 

writer) An Account of the Population(1851). p.11. 



Miss M.B.leinst©ek has made a study ®f Puddletewn and has 

given the fellewing figures from a parish census carried 

eut in 1724/5 and from another made in 1769; (28) 

1724/5, . . 605 persons, 

1769, . . 670 pers®ns, (about 11% increase). 

T© these can be added the figure from the 1801 census;(29) 

1801, . . 909 persons, (an'Increase ©f 36#). 

If it be assumed that the population increase began about 

1750, the percentage by which the population increased 

between 1760 and 1801 would be about 40%. At Mamhull the 

population in 1740 was 976, ()0) and the 1801 census figure 

was 1,075, i.e. an increase ©f 11%. Again if the population 

increase began about 1750 and if the first decade after that 

date had the lowest rate of increase, then a 10^ increase 

between 1760 and 1801 seems probable. If the average of 

these two figures (25%^ be regarded as the county figure, 

the 1801 papulation of 114,452 must have grown from about 

91,000 in 1760. This figure seems a reasonable one, as far 

as can be estimated from such limited evidence. 

There was considerable variation in the degree of 

poverty between the several regions of Dorset and in the 

methods adopted in relieving it. It will, therefore, be 

useful to show how the population was distributed within 

the county and this is set forth in the table below. 

The Population of the Regions of Dorset Related t© 

Extent and Value of the Land. (31) 

j Population. Acres. Annual Value 

1 
1801. 1831. Percentage 

Increase 
per acre in £s, 

West Dorset] 20,531 29,046. 43% 92,568. 1.5 

Weymouth 
Triangle. 4,941 . 8,476. 70% 24,941. 1.4 

Chalklands. 26,646 36,734. 38% L97,576. .9 

Heathlands. 13,444 18,578. 37% 104,592. .5 

Purbe ck. 4,291 ; 5,524. 29% 27,323. .6 

Blackaoro. 22,554 28,678. 27% 112,096. 1.4 

Som.Fringe. 6,723 , 8,821. 31% 28,097. 
1 

28. M.B.Weinstock, Studies in Dorset History. pp.63ff. 
29. V.C.H., Dorset V^l.2, pp.266-273. 
30. E.H.Roscoe,(Ed.), The Marn'll Book, p.82. 
31. V.C.H., Dorset Vol.2, pp.266-273. 



Frem the table above certain ©ther useful figures can 

be calculated and these are set ®ut belcw, 

A Table Showing the Number of Persons t© the Acreage 

and in Relation to the Value of the Land. 

Persons to the Acre, 

West Dorset, 

Weymouth 
Triangle, 

Chalklands, 

Heatkland, 

Purbeck. 

Blackiaore. 

S©m.Fringe, 

1801, 

.23 

.2 

.14 

.13 

.15 

.2 

.24 

1831. 
.31 

.35 

.19 

.18 

.2 

.26 

.31 

Persons to £1 Annual Value 

1801. 
.15 

.14 

.16 

.24 

.25 

.14 

.14 

1831. 

.21 

.25 

.21 

.33 

.33 

.19 

.19 

This table shows that the population of the county was 

fairly evenly distributed in relation to the value of 

the lancL as estimated in 1815, The figures for the 

Weymouth Triangle in 1831 are higher than the average 

and probably reflect the growth of Weymouth as a Watering 

place and its spread into the villages around. The 

figures for the Heathland and the Isle of Purbeck both 

show a higher population in relation to the annual value 

of the land. The explanation here is probably the quarrying 

industry and the growing clay-mining industry around Poole 

harbour, together with the overflow of the urban area of 

Poole into the neighbouring villages, (It should be noted 

that in these statistics, Poole itself and certain other 

purely urban districts have been omitted,) Other factors 

which may well have influenced the population of these areas 

with considerable coastline were the fishing and other 

maritime industries. 

It would be wrong to conclude from these figures 

alone, that it is possible to deduce evidence relative to 

agrarian distress, for the rural population seems to have 

included a sizeable proportion of those who did not derive 

their living directly from the land. Thus in 1821 Dorset 

contained 14,821 families engaged in agriculture, 10,811 

engaged in trade and craft, and 4,680 ether families. Prom 

the evidence of a limited number of parishes, some idea may 

be gained of the way in which these were distributed 

through the county. These are larger places where the 

non-agricultural population was likely to be highest, 

although the purely urban areas have been excluded. 



The figures will perhaps under-estiraate the agricultural 

population in the rural areas as a whole but their average 

is quite similar to that ofthe county. (32) 

places. Agricultural. Trade & Craft. Other. 

West Dorset, 16, 572. 352 82. 

Weymouth 

Triangle 4. 33f. 132. 542. 

Ghalklands, 24. 652. 252. 102. 

Heathiands. 11. 71%. 192. 102. 

Purbeck, 3. 472. 372. 162. 

Blackmore, 16. 612. 262. 132. 

Som,Fringe. 3. 512. 432. 62. 

Average 592. 262. 152. 

Whole County, 492. 362. 152. 

It must not be supposed that the term "trade and 

craft"' given in the returns represented an industrial 

population, although where the figure was high it probably 

included that. It usually referred, however, to the retail 

tradesmen and the craftsmen ancilliary to agriculture. This 

can be illustrated from the records of Winterborne 

Whitechurch, a large chalkland village. The occupations 

followed there are s#t out in detail as follows:, (33) 

Agricultural families: 

5 yeomen. 

45 agricultural labourers. 

Trade and Craft families: 

3 tailors, 9 woodmen, 2 gamekeepers, 4 carpenters, 

1 groom, 1 carrier, 1 baker, 1 innkeeper, 4 masons, 

3 thatchers, 2 blacksmiths, 1 plasterer,3 shoemakers, 

1 miller, 1 gardener. 

Other Families: 

3 independent, 1 clergyman, 6 paupers. 

Thus, in a village of 495 persons, 52^ of the families were 

engaged in agriculture, 38^ in trade and craft, and 10% 

were otherwise occupied. 

32, J.Marshall, op,cit,, 

33. U,R.O., P58/0V1 

pp.10-11,26,29,56-7. 

10 



It is also clear that most of these occupations were t© 

be found in any agricultural community of that time. The 

figures on page 10, therefore, cannot be held to relate 

to many purely industrial families, although there was 

rural industry throughout the county and. especially in the 

western and northern parts. Industry was, however, a 

supplement to agriculture, rather than an alternative 

to it,In rural areas it depended far its labour on the 

women and children, and perhaps the part-time or spare-time 

work of the men. 

The county can fairly be described as a predominantly 

agricultural one, but, as will be seen below, one in which 

there was plenty of industrial work to supplement the 

family income. The figures cited above suggest that the 

problem of over-population was most likely to occur in the 

Heathland and in the Isle of Purbeck, The Somerset Fringe 

and the Vale ©f Blackmore had the lowest population in 

relation to the value of the land and the West Dorset figure 

was only marginally higher. It will be shown later that 

the Vale of Blackmore was a black spot of agrarian distress 

whereas the Somerset Fringe and West Dorset were among the 

least troubled areas. This suggests that population,in 

itself, was not a major factor in causing distress in 

Dorset, 

11 



Chapter Two. 

Owners and Occupiers. 

In his "General View of the Agriculture of the 

County of Dorset", Stevenson wrote that estates in Dorset 

were large and the owners were few in number. He added that 

there were more ©f the yeomanry in the western part ©f the 

county, especially in the detached part,(1) Arthur Young, 

who visited Dorset in 1771, found a similar situation but 

noted that Lord Milton owned 2,461 acres in West Dorset,(2) 

There is no readily accessible information t® confirm and 

illuminate these generalisations except the 1873 Return 

of Landowners, and some of the poll books of the period. 

The former is obviously too late to be relied upon in any 

detail, although the general pattern it presents was 

probably similar to that ©f fifty years before. The latter 

source can throw light on the numbers of forty-shilling 

freeholders in any particular parish. 

In 1873 there were 10,903 landowners , owning 

573,389 acres in estates of various sizes as the 

following table shows; (3) 

Less than one acre 7,494 owning 1,631 acres, 

1 - 999 acres 3,303 owning 192,163 acres, 

1,000 - 5,000 acres ....86 owning 153,541 acres. 

Over 5,000 acres 20 owning 226,054 acres. 

More than one-third of the county was owned by a small 

group of families in estates of over 5,000 acre® and , . 

almost two-thirds were owned in estates of over 1,000 acres. 

This certainly seems to justify Stevenson's statement. It 

is extremely difficult to determine whether this was 

equally true of each part of the county, for the return 

gives no indication of the whereabouts of the estates. If 

the twenty largest landowners are considered further, it 

will be found that those who had Dorset seats, lived in 

central, east and north Dorset and especially around 

Blandford, Oranborne, Wareham and Wimborne. This suggests 

that the eastern half of the county was an area of large 

1. Stevenson, op.cit., pp.73-75. 
2. A.Young, A farmer's Tour through the East of England 

(1771) III, p.382. ~ ~ 
3. Return ef Landewners (1873). Dorset Section. 

12 



estates, and the relatively small number of freeholders 

there, as is shown by the contemporary poll books, supports 

this. The same source shQws that ia a far higher proportion 

of West Dorset parishes the ownership of the land was 

widely shared. An analysis of an 1831 poll book shows 

that the numbers of freeholders, excluding the parson and 

the squire, were as follows; (.4) 

Freeholders. 

0. 
1-5. 

6-10. 

11-15. 

16-20. 

Over 20. 

The distribution of these freeholders can be shown thus; 

No. of Parishes. 

71. 

95. 

46. 

19. 

21. 
46. 

5-20 Over 20 parishes in 

freeholders freeholders the area 

West Dorset; 11 18 39 

Weymouth 

Triangle; 5 2 11 

Chalkland; 24 5 96 

Heathiand; 6 5 29 

Purbeck; 3 1 8. 

Blackffiore; 11 14 56 

Som.Fringe; 5 0 20 

observation that there were more of the yeomanry in 

West Dorset, Indeed it appears that this area was 

predominantly one of small owners. In the Weymouth 

area, the Isle of Purbeck and the Vale of Blackaiore there 

appears to have been a considerable number of parishes 

where the small freeholder predominated but elsewhere 

the proportion was far less. These conclusions agree 

extremely well with those deduced from the 1873 return. 

Some Dorset landowners farmed a considerable part 

of their estates themselves. Arthur Young, in 1771, 

mentioned Mr.bturt oi Crichel, Mr. Drax of Charborough 

4. Poll book of 1831 for the county; D.O.M.,Box File 14. 
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Park near Wareham, Mr. Pleydell of Milborne St. Andrew, 

lord Milten of Milton Abbas and Mr. Hardy of Kingston 

Russell, He described Mr. Hardy's farm of 11,000 acres 

as the largest in Dorset. (5) Stevenson, in 1815, 

mentioned also Mr.Portman of Bryanston, Mr. Wood of 

Osfflington, Mr. Earquharson of Tarrant Gunville and 

Mr. Darner of Winterborne Came, (6) Most of the leuad in the 

great estates, however, was let to tenant farmers, and in 

the period under review the system of land-letting was 

undergoing transformation. Stevenson found that copyhold 

tenure had almost disappeared except for cottages and 

gardens, and that the leasing of land on lives or for ninety-

nine years was far more common. (7) The tenant paid a fine 

on entering into the lease which, according t© Claridge, 

was equal to two years' purchase ®n one life, seven years' 

purchase on two lives, and fourteen years' purchase on 

three lives. (8) Each year the tenant paid a small rent 

amounting to about ©ne-twentieth of the annual value. (9) 

The lease terminated with the death of the last of the 

named lives, or at the end of ninety-nine years according 

to whichever was earlier. Stevenson gave an example of 

three named lives: a man and his two sons. The fine was 

£280 and the yearly rent was £2. 13. 4., plus a capon or 1/-, 

a harvest journey or 6d, cleaning the mill seat of 4d, a 

ploughing journey or 2/6d, and a herriot of £5. '(10) 

Miss W&instock, in her study of Puddletown, gives another 

example. Charles Buse, a yeoman, leased a cottage and an 

acre of arable on the payment of a £15 fine and a yearly 

rent of 4/-. The lease, which included rights of common 

for twenty sheep and two cattle, plus rights of wood, was 

to run for three lives or ninety-nine years.(11) On many 

of the larger estates , this system of lease on lives was 

not practised, Stevenson wrote of the decline of the long 

lease pointing out that in the eighteenth century the 

twenty-one year lease had been common whereas by 1812 mofft 

of the leases were for seven years and in some cases for 

5. Young, op.cit., pp.252,273,358,369,373. 
6. Stevenson, op.cit., pp.91-92. 
7. Ibid., p.74. 
8. Claridge, op. cit., p.22. 
9. Stevenson, op. cit., p. 74. 
10. Ibid., p. 74. 
n , Weinstock, op. cit,, p. 68, 
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only three years. Stevenson regarded this shortening of 

leases as unfortunate since it discouraged the farmer from 

improving the land. He reported that the landlords 

supported the practice by pointing to the steady fall in 

the value of money which soon made the rent on a long lease 

unrealistic. He found that Henry Bankes ©f Kingston Lacy, 

whose estate extended to about 10,000 acres, gave leases 

of twenty-one years deteicminable at the end of each seven 

year period, Bankes said that this made it possible to 

get rid of the unsatisfactory tenant quickly, but that it 

was his policy to keep the good tenant not merely until 

the end of the lease but for life. Lord Digby gave leases 

for eight years, but Lords*. Shaftesbury feave no leases at 

all. Shaftesbury's policy, however, was never to turn 

the tenant out, so that they all had a sense of security.(12) 

The rents at which the land was let are difficult 

to compare, since Young in 1771 gave the rents for some 

places whereas Stevenson in 1815 gave those for others. 

Stevenson, however, commented that there had been a 

considerable rise in rents during the French war and 

added that on the clay lands they had trebled in fifteen 

to twenty years, (13) From the figures of Young (14) and 

Stevenson it is possible to suggest that the average rents 

were as follows;-

1771. 1815. \ 

West Dorset. 12/- to 20/- 30/- per acre, 

GhalklsJid. 8/6 to 11/- 16/- to 24/- per acre. 

Heathland, 5/- 10/- to 12/- per acre. 

Vale of 

Blackmore. (10/- to 20/-*) 30/- to 60/- per acre. 

H estimated from Stevenson's remark above. 

The size of holdings varied tremendously. In West 

Dorset and in the Vale of Blackmore they were usually quite 

small (15). Young gave an account of the farms belonging 

to Lord Milton between Bridport and Axminster. The numbers 

were as follows; 

18 farms below 20 acres, 

26 between 21 and 50 acres, 

10 between 51 and 100 acres, 

and 11 over 100 acres.(16) 

12. Stevenson,""op. cit., pp. 104-10^ 
13. Stevenson, op. cit., pp. 93-95. 
14. Young, op. cit.,pp.245,248,273ff.326ff,388ff,366ff,382. 
15. Stevenson, op. cit., p.388. 
16. Young, op. cit., p.382. 
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Marshall, who visited West Dorset in c. 1796, recorded 

that the farms were small but added that one man sometimes 

bad several of them. (17) This engremsing of farms will 

be considered belo*. In other parts of the county it seems 

that the farms were much larger. Claridge, (18) writing 

in 1793, observed that one man sometimes occupied the whole 

hamlet, parish or lordship, perhaps from 1,000 or 1,BOO to 

2,000 acres. The vast farm of Mr, Hardy of 11,000 acres 

around Kingston Russell has been noted already, Lord Milton 

farmed 3000 acres(19} and Mr. Pleydell 9©2 acres. Young 

quoted instances of a 900 acre farm in the Crichel area, 

a lOODacre farm in the Moreton area and an 1800 acre farm 

near Milton Abbae. (20) The advertisementg in "The Sherborne 

Mercury" refer to more, of which the following may serve 

as examples! Old Gunville Sariu of 800 acres, Duddle ffariB 

at guddletown of 394 acres, Hooke Farm of 876 acres.(21) 

The agricultural returns of 1796, covering eighty-six 

parishes in the coastal area, showed that:-

11 parishes were occupied by a single farmer, 

ti H « » '•» two to five, 

22 " " ft « H six to ten, 

14 w n n n n eleven to twenty, 

6 « " M H n more than twenty farmers. 

Netherbury, in West Dorset, had the largest number: this 

parish of 6,274 acres had fifty-one farmers'. (22) , The 

process of consolidating the small farms into one big one 

seems to have been going on all over Dorset. William Barnes, 

the Dorset poet, referred to it in one of his eclogues; 

M Robert.......... In thease there used to be 

Eight farms avore they were a-drow'd together. 

An' eight farm housen. Now how many be there? 

Why after this, you know, there'll be but dree.' 

" Thomas. ' In' now they don't imploy so many men 

Upon the land as work'd upon it then, 

Vor all they midden crop it worse nor stock it.* 

The verses go on to point out that the consolidation had 

been to the advantage of the landlord since he had fewer 

17. Marshall, ©p.cit., p.142. 
18. Claridge, ©p.cit., p.24. 
19.Young, op, cit., pp. 251, 283, 369. 
20.Young, op, cit,, pp369 &358. 
21. The Sherborne Mercury. 15.1.1776, 19.3.1778, 7.5.1810. 
22. Agricultural Returns (1796), Printed in D.P., pp 162-73. 
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farmhouses to maintain. The displaced small farmers had 

gone to swell the ranks of the labourers. (23}' The 

Rev. Harry Place of Marnhull related that the number of 

people in his parish was increasing but that the number 

of houses was decreasing. This he said was due to the 

practice of letting large farms and allowing the surplus 

farmhouses to decay. He considered this to be harmful to 

the community for three hundred acres let to three tenants 

would be more productive than the same land let to one 

man. (24) The Rector of Hawkchurch in 1808 related how 

within his memory ten farmers had lived independently en 

the lands Aben occupied by Mr. Barns of Wild Court, (25) 

These contemporary accounts can be supplemented 

by an examination of the rate lists given in the poor 

books. In most parishes there was a reduction in the 

number of ratepayers, which is good evidence of the 

situation since usually only the occupiers of land were 

rated. In many cases the reduction is not significant 

but in some it is most striking as at Winterborne Monkton 

near Dorchester, In 1730 there were eighteen payers, all 

of approximately equal assessment; but by 1800 the number 

had fallen to two, of which one was the parson. The stages 

ih this process are set out below, (in brackets after the 

number of the payers are added the individual assessments,} 

1730. 18 payers, (3/-,l/-,l/-,9d,l/-,l/-,l/-,llp,l/-, 

l/-,l/6,l/-,6d,l/-,l/-,4d,8d,4d.) 

1760. 11 payers, (3/-,2/-*,2/-,9d,l/-,1/2,2/4,2/2, 

l/-,l/-,6d.) 

1780. 8 payers, (2/-,6/-*,4/-,8d,2/4,lld,9d,4d.) 

1790. 5 payers, (3/-,9/3*,4/9,6d,4d.) 

1800. 2 payers, (2/-,15/-*) 

The 2/- assessment is that of the parson and the assessment 

marked^is that of William Taunton, (26) It is interesting 

to note that the enclosure of Winterborne Monkton took 

place in 1808,(27) which suggests that it was only the 

remodelling of a parish already in the hands of one man. 

22. William Barnes, Collected Works.Vol.I.polfin-fip. 
24. Hutchins, History and Antiquities of Dorset. 2nd Ed., 

25. Hutchins, op, cit,, Vol, in, p. 222. 
26. Poor Book of Winterborne Monkton. 
27. Endacott, Thesis, appendices. 
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At Poxwell, near Weymouth, the process was well advanced 

when the Poor Boole starts. Thus in 1708 the rate list was. 

The Farm, £1 5 0. 

Parsonage. 5 0. 

Bridle's living. 1 8. 

Vies' Tenement. 1 3. 

Vies' Tenement was absorbed into the farm in 1711, 

and Bridle's living in 1751. From then onwards the only 

assessments were the farm and the parsonage. (28) At 

Newlands, a tithing in lootton Glanville parish, Madame 

lellman had "the farm" and three livings in 1760. In 

1770 Isaac Wellman Esq. had the farm and five livings, 

and by 1784 the number of his livings had risen to seven. 

In this latter year the other ratepayers were three men 

with two livings each, and nine with one each. (29) 

Twenty-five years later, in 1809, the list suggests that 

the process of consolidation was almost complete. 

James Dark had "the farm" and one living, 

John Warren - six livings, 

George Young - five livings, 

William Warren - two livings, 

Thos. Wellman Esq. - one living. (30) 

It seems that the squire had steadily accumulated the 

livings in his own hands until he was able to let the land 

in much larger holdings. In the Wytherstone hamlet of 

Powerstock all the livings were held by Henry Dunning 

in 1824 while in the Nettlecombe hamlet, in the same year, 

Alfred Roper had "the Farm" ana four livings, and Richard 

Palmer had five livings. At Toller Porcorum a Mr. Whittle 

occupied six properties. (31) 

More evidence of this kind could be given, but the 

implication is clear - that all over the county holdings 

were being consolidated: a process which probably had far 

wider social implications than had the better known 

enclosure movement. Indeed the evidence of iinterborne 

28. Poxwell Poor Book, 
29. Wootton Glanville Poor Books, P7/0V.3. 
30. Ditto P.7/0V.5. 
31. Powerstock Poor Books, D.R.O., MC/4832. Toller Porcorum 

Poor Book 1800-19; cf. also Eden, The State of the Poor 
Vol. 2, p.150-1, on Darweston where forty farms had 
been consolidated into two. 
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Menkton suggests that in some dases enclosure was simply 

the final step in consolidation. William Mathews, 

secretary of 'The Bath and West of England Society', 

pointed out when addressing the society in 1796 that 

whereas enclosure was generally to the good of all classes, 

th»consolidation of the land into "immoderately large 

farms" was the cause of the evils "so much complained 

of" (32) Stevenson was of the same opinion. He thought 

that if the holding occupied by a large farmer (which 

might be a whole village - the result of the laying 

together of five or six farms) were divided into smaller 

holdings it would support more people. On these large 

farms, he ar&ued, the farmer had to keep sheep to make 

them pay, and because of the size could not engage in the 

many sidelines which were characteristic oi the mixed farm. 

In particular he thought that most of these large sheep 

farms could support a large dairy of cows and so provide 

for many more families. (33) 

Enclosures in Dorset have been studied by G.B. 

Bndacott in his thesis "The Progress of Enclosures in 

Dorset in the Eighteenth Century and part of the Nineteenth"; 

a work which gives a very thorough treatment of the acreages 

involved, the districts most affected and the dates of the 

enclosures. Most parts of Dorset were enclosed by 1760. 

There had been much enclosure in the seventeenth century, 

most of which is unrecorded, although some examples have 

been uncovered by Endacott and others. (34) This early 

enclosure affected the north and west of the county 

especially and in these areas the only common land remaining 

in 1760 was common pasture and waste, often land of slight 

agricultural value. The area which had a considerable 

number of later enclosures was the chalkland, and about 

1812 Stevenson estimated that there were eighty parishes 

in the region with some ©pen land, often both arable and 

pasture. (35) During the Eighteenth and nineteenth centuries 

32. Letters and Papers of the Bath and West of England 
Society. Vol.2, (1802 Edition) pp.283-295,& 299. 

33. Stevenson, ©p.cit., p. 90. 
34. Endacott, ©p.cit., pp64 &71. Of. also, Tawney, 

The Agrarian Problem in the 16th Century.p32; and 
G.E.Pussell, Four Centuries of Farming Systems in Dorset 
pp.116-7; for Iwerne Minster. Also C.D.Drew, The Division 
of the Commons of West Parley and West Moors(D.P.I 

p.109-116) 
35. Stevenson, op. cit., p.171. 

19 



(up to 1874) 93,892 acres were enclosed by parliamentary 

sanction, 27,820 acres by nen-parliamentary means, and 

46,516 remained unenclosed in 1874; thus Indacott 

summarises his findings.(36) There is reason to regard these 

estimates as to© high. In the first figure Indacott has 

taken the whole area as given in the award, but this often 

included old enclosures which were being redistributed. 

Examples of this can be found at Chilfrome and at Bincombe,(37) 

Again a distinction should be made between the enclosure 

of agricultural land and the reclamation of waste lands. 

Bndacott, however, makes no such distinction. In his list 

of non-parliamentary enclosure (3$ ) he includes 2,688 

acres at Affpuddle. Yet a visit to Affpuddle will reveal 

that this acreage must have resulted chiefly from reclamation 

of Winfrith Heath. The proces^p of reclaiming marginal 

land continued throughout the period; for Example, in 1771 

Young mentioned that Mr. frampton of Moreton, a neighbouring 

parish to Affpuddle, encouraged his tenants to cultivate 

and enclose the waste. (39) Moreover, Endacott sometimes 

confuses references to the engrossing of farms, such as 

thatwtHawkchurch cited above, with enclosure. Finally, in 

the non-parliamentary enclosures where he has no figures 

of what was actually enclosed, he assumes that the whole 

parish was involved. This seems extremely improbable and 

yet he has assumed this in the case of eight parishes, ' 

amounting to 17,722 acres. At Longburton, for instance, 

the total acreage is given as 1,041 acres. The parish lies 

on the southern edge of the Somerset Fringe, an area where 

almost all the parishes were completely enclosed before 

1760. In the Vale of Blackmore to the south, the parishes 

were nearly all enclosed, except for pasture commons. 

Holnest which adjoins Longburton is also included by 

Endacott among his non-parliamentary enclosures. This is 

a parish of 2,062 acres, and the observations concerning 

Longburton apply here too. It would be reasonable to 

assume that the enclosures in both these places would 

probably be similar in scale to those well-aocumented 

parliamentary enclosures in the area, such as Beer Rackett 

36. Endacott, op.cit., p.171. 
37. D.R.O., Enclosure Awards. 
38. Endacott, op.cit,, p.70. 
39. Young, ep. cit., IIIp.278, 
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where ©ne-seventh of the parish was enclosed; ©r Caundle 

Marsh where it was one-tenth, (40) 

It seems then that Indaeott's calculations ef the 

proportions ef Dorset subjected, to enclosure in the eighteenth 

century and the first three-quarters of the nineteenth 

century are misleading. This is so because enclosure of 

agricultural land might well have harmful social results, 

whereas enclosure from the waste would almost certainly be 

beneficial. The poor might lose the *turf* and furze that 

could be cut for fuel, but they would gain immensely from the 

additional work created both by the reclamation and by the 

working of the reclaimed land. It is interesting to note 

that Prof. J.D.Chambers mentions Dorset as a county where 

the enclosure of the wastes stimulated the growth of 

population. (41) It is easy to criticise Endacott's 

calculations but to suggest more accurate ones is difficult 

without repeating his research. It could be suggested, 

however, that his figure of 93,892 acres of parliamentary ( ,, 

enclosure, which certainly included some old enclosures 

and some non-agricultural land, might be a reasonable 

estimate of the total enclosures of all cultivated land and 

good grassland which had previously been systematically 

stocked. Even so it might still be too high, for as he points 

out 10% of all parliamentary enclosure was o^ common pasture 

or of waste. (42) This total of 93,892 acres would suggest 

that 14.7^of the total acreage of the county was subjected 

to enclosure between 1700 and 1874. 

The years between 1760 and 1834 will now be examined 

in order to discover when enclosure occurred, from Endacott's 

lists the following table has been compiled, showing the 

numbers of enclosures at different dates in the period. 

1760-1789 .....11 enclosures. 

1790-99 10 enclosures. 

1800-^9 22 enclosures, 

1810-19.. 14 enclosures. 

1820-29 5 enclosures. 

1830-39 7 enclosures. 

40. Endacott, ©p. cit., pp.64-68, & appendices. 
41. Chambers, Econ. Hist. Revi. ,Vol.5 (2nd Series) No.3,p.323. 
42. Endacott, op. cit,, p.90. 
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This indicates clearly enough that the period of maximum 

enclosure was during the French wars, a time during which 

agriculture was exceptionally prosperous. It shows that 

after the war, when agriculture was depressed, the rate of 

enclosures slowed significantly. This fact suggests that 

enclosure was only worthwhile in a period of unusual prosperity 

and that the most profitable lands had probably been enclosed 

long before,(43), 

Between 1760 and 1834 thirty-six parishes • or 

hamlets which had arable fields were enclosed. Of these, 

thirty-four were either in the chalkland or in the Weymouth 

Triangle, or immediately adjoining those areas. In only 

eight cases did the area involved in the enclosure exceed 

half of the parish, and often the acreage stated in the 

award included old enclosures being redistributed or exchanged,(44) 

Of the places which remained unenclosed after 1834,twelve of 

the fourteen which possessed open arable fields were in, 

or partly in, either the chalkland or the Weymouth Triangle. 

Of these only four involved more than half the parish. The 

common arable land of Dorset in 1760 was not extensive, and 

most of it was in the chalk areas or in the Weymouth area, 

a region ©f heavy clay. Neither of these areas can be considered 

a good arable district and it was only in a period of great 

prosperity that enclosure there was likely to be considered 

profitable, 

The distribution of enclosures of common pasture 

was as follows; (45) 

1760 - 1834. 

Heathland 7 enclosures. 

Vale of Blackmore 6 enclosures. 

West Dorset 2 enclosures. 

Chalkland 1 enclosure, 

After 1834, 

Vale of Blackmore 20 enclosures, 

Heathland, 6 enclosures. 

West Dorset,, 4 enclosure®, 

G h a l k l a n d . 2 enclosures. 

43. The,figures are from Endacott)^ op. cit., appendices. 
44. Ibid. 
45. Ibid, 
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Thus the only two areas where there were a significant 

number of Enclosures were the Vale of Blackmore and the 

Heathland, In the latter atea the probability is that most 

of the enclosure was of waste rather than of good pasture 

land. It was, moreover, in this area that the population 

was highest in relation to the value of the land (vide supra) 

Undoubtedly the bringing ©f more land into profitable use 

would help to relieve the potential distress of the area. 

In the Vale of Blackmore, the proportion of enclosures 

carried out before 1834 was far lower and it seems likely 

that one of the reasons for the distress of this area in the 

early nineteenth century was that a far larger proportion 

of the land remained in an unimproved and unprofitable state. 
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Chapter Three 

Farmers and farming. 

When Arthur Young visited Dorset in 1771, he was 

not favourably impressed by the farming then practised in 

the county and in the account of his journey he criticised 

it severely. He attacked first the preoccupation of the 

farmers with sheep husbandry and the uneconomic way in 

which iA was managed. Secondly, Young commented on the 

lack of good tillage in the county and particularly on the 

limited crops of turnips. He considered that many of the 

upland pastures, at that time only used for grazing sheep 

and in very poor condition, could profitably be broken up 

and cropped. Thirdly, he condemned the common practice of 

letting dairies with the right to keep pigs. It took from 

the farm one of the most profitable lines and its yearly 

tenure meant that the dairyman had no interest in the upkeep 

of the holding, let alone its improvement. Fourthly, he 

thought that the level of rents was s© low that the farmer 

had no need to put the land to full use or to improve it 

in order to make a satisfactory profit, (1) These criticisms 

will serve as a guide for the consideration of Dorset 

agriculture during the second half of the eighteenth century 

and the first third of the nineteenth. 

In this period Dorset was primarily a sheep-rearing 

area although in the west and the north of the county cattle 

were fattened and dairy herds were kept. In the central 

and southern parts, where the farms were very large, sheep 

predominated. As Stevenson pointed out, these farms could 

only be worked profitably if sheep were grazed on them.(2) 

One such farm was that of Mr. Darner of linterborhe Came who 

devoted 660 acres to a flock of 1590 sheep. Young considered 

that Darner's methods were more progressive than most Dorset 

farmers but thought his returns were low, for after calculating 

all the outgoings he estimated that Damer made a real profit 

of 2129 per year.Damer was a landowner and reckoned the rent 

of the land he devoted to sheep at a very low figure. If 

the land were ploughed and devoted to arable crops, it would 

1. A.Young, op. cit . i | . Ill, pp.402 - 11, 
2. Stevenson, op, cit,* p.90. 
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fetch a very much higher rent and. Young thought it would 

pey Darner to do this. ()) Other large farmers were Mr. Hardy 

of Kingston Russell who kept 13,000 sheep on his farm of 

11,000 acres and Mr. Pleydell of Milborne St. Andrew who 

kept 1,340 sheep on his 902 acres. (4) These were the farms 

of the gentry but Young seems to have regarded them as 

typical, although perhaps more progressive than those of the 

ordinary farmers. 

The management of sheep-farming was considered by 

Young to be uneconomic. Lambing in the late Autumn was usual 

so that the young animals would be ready for sale early- in 

the next year. The ewes were kept for four and a half 

years and then sent to market as ewes in lamb, flocks of 

them often being driven to Weyhill fair, (5) Mr, Legg of 

Mapperton told Stevenson that land worth 20/- per acre would 

keep four sheep in summer and two in winter without hay. He 

kept a flock of 450 ewes which he calculated brought in a 

gross return of £706. 15. 0 per year. Each year he sold 

150 ewes at 35/- each, 180 lambs at 23/- each and 25 poorer 

lambs at 15/-. This suggests that the sheep were kept chiefly 

on grassland and grazed in the open throughout the year. As 

might be expected from this method the production ©f lambs 

was low,(6) Yet Claridge, in 1793, reported that sheep-

farming in Dorset was progressive, (7) There is no doubt 

that some progress had taken place by this time and twenty 

years later Stevenson commented on the introduction of turnips 

in the southern districts and on the improvement of the breed 

of sheep. (8) 

Claridge considered that arable farming was the 

most backward of all branched of Dorset agriculture and he 

attributed this to the importance attached to sheep. The 

ploughing was usually done badly and the rotation of crops 

was unscientific, (9) The succession of crops usual in 

Dorset before the French wars was wheat, barley and oats, 

followed by a grass ley for three years, (10) The three 

cereal crops exhausted the soil and necessitated the three 

3. Young, ep.cit., pp. 333-338. 
4. Young, op.cit,, pp. 361 & 375. 
5. Young, op.cit., III, p.331. 
6. Stevenson,op.cit., p 406. 
7. Claridge, op.cit,, p.16. 
8. Stevenson, op.cit,, p.13 
9. Claridge, op.cit., p. 16. 
30. Young, op.cit.. Ill p. 366. 



years under grass to enable it to recover. The system 

provided for no root crop such as turnip to clean the land 

of weeds. In 1771 Mr. Drax @f Charborough Park was growing 

turnips and hoeing them but the ordinary farmers did not 

follow his example. Most of them ©nly grew turnips when 

the land was foul but illogically neglected to hoe them, s© 

that the land was made yet mere foul. Lord Milton, another 

landlord who was also a practising farmer and anxious to 

improve his methods, ordered his bailiff to have half his 

turnip field hoed and to leave the other half. The result 

converted the bailiff, who previously had been of the opinion 

that hoeing was a waste of time. (11) The prosperity of the 

twenty years after 1790 led to a marked improvement in 

arable husbandry, as Stevenson's report shows. In 1815 

turnips were grown much more generally and/fche old Dorset 

cropping course had been replaced by a more scientific one ; 

viz. Wheat, turnips, barley and then grasses. Moreover, the 

new mechanical methods were being increasingly employed in the 

county; the drilling of seed was used at Wimborne Bt, Giles, 

Milton Abbas and Beaington and threshing-machines were in use 

in twenty-two different parishes. (12) 

Cattle-breeding and dairying were second in importance 

to sheep-farming according to Claridge who considered that the 

Vale of Blackmore was a centre of this kind'of farming. (13) 

Marshall showed that West Dorset was another such centre. (14) 

Oxen were grazed through the summer and then driven to 

Smithfield market where they were much sought after as 

providing some of the finest meat in the kingdom. (15) Dairy- •• 

farming was as important as fatstock and all the contemporary 

authorities commented en the local custom of letting dairies. 

On large farms the occupier retained in his own hands the 

sheep, the fat cattle and the arable land; but he frequently 

let the dairying side of the business to a dairyman. The 

farmer agreed to provide a certain number of cows at so much 

per head and to feed them, usually in fields specified in 

the contract; he provided what fodder was required and 

11. Young, op.cit.* Ill, pp. 274, and 369-72. 
12. Stevenson, op.cit., p.73. 
13. Claridge, op.cit., p.16. 
14. Marshall, op.cit., p.141, 
15. Claridge, op.dit., p. 13; and Anon., Reminiscences 

of Sturminster Newton, p.11, D.R.O., M.R.44. 
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undertook to maintain the herd at a specified number. The 

dairyman was entitilled to a house for himself and his family, 

with dairy rooms attached. He could keep as many pigs and 

poultry as wished and also a mare to carry the butter to 

market. This was also a source of profit to him since the 

mare could be expected to produce a foal worth £8 - £9. The 

contract normally ran from Candlemas and could be terminated 

at the end ©f a year by notice given before All Saints' Day.(16) 

An example of such a contract is one made with Angel James 

in 1782 by James Wood of Poxwell. Wood agreed to provide 

twenty heifers and to replace any that died. He was to 

provide a bull to put with the heifers from May 3rd to July 

25th, and if any of the heifers proved not to be in calf, 

James was to have a replacement. Besides the house and farm-

buildings he was to have the right to keep pigs, poultry and 

a mare with her foal. For this, together with the necessary 

pasture and fodder, James was to pay £75 in four instalments. (17) 

The price which the dairyman paid per cow varied according to 

the quality of the land, and rose throughout the period. 

In 1771 in West Dorset the price varied from three pounds to 

five pounds per head. In 1612 the average was around eleven 

pounds per head, but by the 1830's the price was dropping, 

Mr, Taylor of Little Bredy, in his evidence to a Select 

Committee on Agriculture in 1836, said that'whereas in 1833 

cows had fetched nine pounds per head, the price had since 

dropped to eight pounds ten shillings with the proviso that 

if the butter price did not improve there would be a rebate.(18) 

This custom of letting dairies was generally condemned by the , ' 

agricultural writers of the times. Young remarked, "Was 

ever such a ridiculous system known?" (19) Stegenson thought 

that the practice indicated that the farms were too large. (20) 

Marshall said that it was injurious to the estate as a 

succession of short-term tenants would have no interest in 

keeping up the buildings and fences. (21) 

In the Vale of Blackmore and in West Dorset many small 

farmers managed their own dairies (k2) and produced butter 

L6. Marshall, op. cit., p. 150. 
17. Dairying Agreement, D.R.O., D69/T5. 
18. Young, op. cit,. III, pp.2^8 and 38k, Stevenson, 

op. cit., p.381, Pussell, op. cit., p, I33. 
19. Young, op. cit.. Ill, p. 248. 
20. Stevenson, op. cit., p. 389. 
21. Marshall, op. cit., p. 150. 
22. Stevenson, op. cit., p. 388. 
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and cheese for the market, as did the dairymen. The best 

butter from the Tale of Blaokmore was salted, packed in 

tuba and sent by waggon to Poole where it was shipped to 

Portsmouth and landon. (25) Eo doubt butter from the 

western parts of the county was shipped from Bridport. In 

the towns it fetched from elgtitpenae to tenpence per pound, 

although this price was not of prime importance to the 

producers for they sold" to factors on six moMhs' contracts 

at a fixed price. In 1799 "Crito", writing to "fhe limes", 

described how the factors were holding up the supplies of 

butter to cause the price to rise and to increase their own 

profit. (24) Cheese-making was declining during the period 

since there was a greater demand for butter. In the western 

parts "Bridgwater cheese" was made before the French wars, 

and Marshall, who in 1796 found some still being made, 

considered it to be of good quality. (25) In the north of 

the county cheese was made from skimmed milk but was of 

inferior quality. In 1815 it sold at between 25/- and 30/-

per hundredwe 1 g)it. (26) In 1802 this cheese was considered 

to be worth 5/- or 6/- less per hundredwe 1 ̂ t than the full-

cream cheese of Somerset but this sli^t loss was more than 

compensated for by the sale of butter made from cream. (27) 

Arthur Young's final criticism was that the rents 

were too low, end he thou^t that this was responsible for 

the small efforts made to improve the land and the methods 

of agriculture. It is true that he mentioned a Aumber of 

large landowners who were actively farming a part of their 

estates in order to show to their tenants something of the 

more scientific agriculture. It seema, however, that the-good 

example thus set had little following among the farmers of 

lesser size and status. Ihls reluctance to change was also 

seen in the small number of enclosures which took place in 

the:thirty years before 1790. In 1771 the average rent in 

Dorset was estimated at 10/9 per acre and varied between 

5/^ for the barren heathland of south-east Dorset and 20/-

25. Pussell, op.clt., p.126; and Anon., Beminlscences of 
Sturminster Newton, pp. 10-11. 

24. The limes. 11.10.1799. 
25. Marshall, op,olt., p. 148. 
26. Stevenson, op.clt., p. 381. 
27. Mr\ Davis of Dongleat in Letters and Papers of the Bath 

and West Of England Society-, Vol. I, 1802 Ed., p. 204, 
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for some of the better parts of the west of the county, 

although in a few exceptional cases enclosed and improved 

farms fetched a higher price. By 1815 the rents had doubled 

and in some cases trebled, the range being between 10/- and 

60/- per acre. (28) This was due in part to the inflationary 

trend of the war-time period, in part to real prosperity and 

in part to improvement of the land. The rent, for example.,, 

of land in the Vale of Blackmore which had been dressed with 

chalk was in 1815 three times what it had been in 1790. (29) 

The French wa$r brought a period of high rents and 

profits, of rapid changes in agricultural crops and methods, 

and of accelerated enclosures. A start was made on the 

enclosing of the grassland commons of the Vale of Blackmore 

and West Dorset. Claridge in 1793 had described them as over-

grown with furze and covered with anthills and thought that, 

although in their present state thev were net worth more than 

seven or eight shillings an acre, they would be worth more 

than double when they had been enclosed and limed. He 

mentioned that the right t© use these commons rarely belonged 

to the inhabitants in general but to the occupiers of certain 

holdings. (30) An example of the working of these "stinted" 

commons is given in the peoebook of Caundle Marsh, a small 

parish in the Vale of Blackmore. (31) In 1816 the common 

right holde&s agreed how the common should be stocked for 

the next year, viz;-

Young Cattle. Horses. Sheep. 

R.Brake,(5/7i). 11. 5. 56. 

J.Gollop,(4/9*). 9. 4. 47. 

H.Lane,(4/2i). 8. 4. 42. 

B.Nettleton,(4/7). 9. 4. 45. 

E.Coombes, (3/4). 6. 3. 33. 

W.Cook,(2/2#). 5. 2. 25. 

G.Pope, ( 9 ). 4. 2. 23. 

J.Jeffery,(2/1*). 4. 2. 22. 

W.Trowbridge,(lOd). 1. - 8. 

C,Parsons,(9d). 1. - 7. 
J.Trowbridge,(l|d). - 1. 

28. Young, op.cit., Ill, p. 275-326; and Stevenson, 
op.cit., pp.93-95. 

29. Stevenson, op.cit,, p.95. 
30. Claridge, op.cit., p.43. 
31. Caundle Marsh Peer Book (back fly-leaf). 
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The figures in brackets tare the assessments for the poor 

rate. Thus it can be seen that eight of the eleven commoners 

mere fairly substantial formers ana hnly one could be 

regarded as a cottager. 

The war led to new crops becoming important,including 

hemp and flax, which had been grown in ^est Dorset before 

Young's visit in 1771, (32) The wa*\ however, made it very 

difficult for the rope and net industries of the Bridport 

district to obtain raw materials from the Baltic countries, 

and the local growers prospered. Marshall remarked, "What 

marks the environments of Bridport most evidently, is the 

culture of hemp and flax to supply the consumption of a 

manufactory of sail cloth* and cordage? (33) It appears 

from the 1796 agricultural returns that 548 acres in the 

coastal area were devoted to these two crops in that year,(34) 

There seems also to have been some hemp and flax grown in 

the Sherborne area (35) and some flax was grown in the 

north-west of the county, along the Somerset border,(36) 

The flax,and possibly the hemp too, was grown not by the 

farmer but by the"J©bber" who paid the farmer £4-£5 per acre 

for the land. The farmer did the ploughing and paid the rates 

but the rest of the cultivation and the harvesting was the 

responsibility of the jobber. As both crops were pulled 

by hand they provided the women with seasonal work in the 

districts where they were grown. (37) 

Potatoes were another crop which increased in 

importance during the French wars. Before the war, some 

^ had been grown in Dorset but they had never been a popular 

crop. In 1771 a few improving landlord-farmers, such as 

Mr.Sturt of Kingston Lacy and Mr. Maude of Tincleton Glift,(38) 

were experimenting with potatoes but they do not appear to 

have become popular at this period for in the acreage returns 

of 1796, covering 86 parishes, only 82i acres were reported ^39) 

and gtevensen thought that there had been an^ improvement 

in the condition of the labourers on this account.(40) 

32. Young, op.cit., Ill, p.380. 
33. Marshall, op.cit., p.145. 
34. Agricultural Returns from D.P.77, pp.162-173. 
35. J.Pahl in D.P. 82, p.147, 
36. Stevenson, op.cit., p.295. 
37. Cooke, op.cit., pp. 45-46 
38. Young, op.cit., IV, p.117; cf.Stevenson, op.cit,, p.267. 
39, 
40. 

Cooke, op.cit., pp. 45-46 
Young, op.cit., IV, p.117; cf.Stevenson, op.cit,. 
Acreage Returns, from D.P.77, pp.162-173. 
Stevenson, op.cit., p.452. 
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Tke bad times ©f 1799 - 1801 seem to have been responsible 

for the increase in the use of the potato and it was at this 

period that it began to feature considerably in the poor-

books . (41) It would probably not be an exaggeration to 

claim that the potato was established in Dorset as an 

expedient to feed the poor and in Stevenson's time it was 

grown mostly by the labourers to support themselves and t© 

feed their pigs. 

At this point it is proposed to turn to a consideration 

of the farmers themselves. In 1771 Young found that they 

complained of their poverty and this, he considered, was 

due to their bad husbandry rather than to their high rents. 

There is little evidence on which to base an accurate 

assessment of the prosperity of the farmer before the French 

wars. The impression gained from Young in 1771 and Claridge 

in 1793 is that although the farmers were not prosperous, 

largely through their ewn mismanagement, at least there mas 

no great hardship. They were content with a simple life, not 

much above that ©f their labourers, and they could maintain 

this without undue labour and certainly without changing their 

old-fashioned methods. It was indeed a time when the 

industrious labourer could make his way into the farmers' 

ranks. Young cites the case of William White, one of 

Mr. Jrampton's tenants at Moreton, White began as a day 

labourer and by thrift saved £200. Then he took two acres 

on lease and soon after two more. Later on he received two 

small legacies which together with his own savings helped 

him to increase his holding,When Young visited Moreton, he 

had 87 acres loB life leases and another 266 acres of near 

heathland at an annual rent of £50. He was reputed to be 

worth £1,150, (43) 

The French wars brought sudden prosperity to the 

land as the prices of corn and other products rose rapidly. 

Increases in rents followed more slowly as much of the land 

was let on lifehold or long leases, Vfhile the farmers put 

some of this new wealth into improving their land, much of 

it went into apeing the gentry, ®Their entertainments are 

as expensive as they are e l e g a n t . f o r it is not an 

41. For detail of this, vide infra. Chapter XVI 
42. Young, op.cit., Ill p.280. 
43. Ibid., p. 306. 
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uacemmen thing fer these newly created farmers te spend 

£10 ©r £12 at one entertainment, and to wash ©ff delicate food 

they must have the most expensive wines, and these the best 

of their kind....As to dress, no one that is net personally 

acquainted with the epulent farmer's daughter can distinguish 

her from the daughter of a duke by her dress, " (44) This 

is probably exaggerated and does not specifically refer to 

Dorset byt no dAubt there were comparable cases in this 

county. It is quite clear that the Dorset farmer was 

becoming more money and profit-conscious, and that he no 

longer felt with the labouring class in their hardships. 

In the difficult times of 1799 - 1800, some of the farmers 

seem to have held back their corn to keep the price up and 

those who were Billing to sell corn even to their own 

labourers at a price below that in the open market were 

deemed worthy of mention in the local papers. An account 

in "The -̂ Sherboj-Tme Mercury" stated; "If half the reports 

in circulation respecting the conduct of the farmers 

during the late artificial scarcity are founded in truthgr 

we can no longer boast tbtthe yeamanry of this kingdom 

are the most respectable body of men it contains. We 

expect better things of them. At least it is evident to 

us, that the manoavres of the growers of corn have not been 

the only cause of the evils we lament". (45) Moreover, the 

farmer had discovered that the bad season could be as 

profitable as the good one. The wartime period saw a 

number of bad harvests and sometimes they occurred in 

successive years, as for example in 1799 and 1800, and--

again 1808 - 1811, (46) In these years the farmer grew and 

harvested less wheat but, protected by the corn laws and the 

wartime disruption of trade, he was mere than compensated 

by the extremely high prices which he received. The landlord 

benefited more slowly but in the end he was able to put 

his rents up. The labourer, however, bore the hardship 

44. Gayer, Bestow and Schwartz, British Economy . Vol, I, 
p. 37; Of. also Gobbett, Political Register.17. 3. 1821. 

45. Sherborne Mercury. 4. 8. 1800. 
46. T.S.Ashton, Economic I'luctuations in England. 1700 to 

1800, p.25; and Gayer Restow and Schwartz, op.cit.. 
Vol. I, pp.83-85. 
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while his master prospered for his wages did net rise as 

rapidly as did the cost of living. If the harvest was good 

and the price fell, it never fell too far; for the continental 

system made import difficult. If, however, the farmer was 

hit by falling prices, or if in time of shortage he wished 

to hold back his supplies until the price was higher, the 

banks came to his aid. The first Dorset bank had been founded 

at Sherborne in 1750, apparently as an adjunct te a grocery 

business* (47) It was not until 1786 that the next one 

was established, but between that date and 1815 no less than 

eighteen banks in various parts of the county made their 

appearance. (48) S'roM the end of 1808 onwards the banks 

throughout the country made money available to borrowers to 

a far greater extent than their reserves justified. In 

this lending spree many new county banks appeared, issuing 

an abundance of their bank notes. (4B) Although this 

observation applies to the country in general it was 

undoubtedly true of Dorset; for nine banks were established 

in the four years after 1808. (50) 

After the end of the war the situation soon changed. 

The farmers had gained by the slowness in the rise in rents 

in the first part of the war, but now their leases committed 

them to high rents for several years ahead. Both landlord 

and farmer, merger, had become used to higher incomes and 

more lavish living, and both were reluctant to accept the 

lower levels which the changed circumstances indicated. The 

declinaof an agricultural prosperity had started in 1813 

with the ending of the continental system and the abundant 

harvest of that year, (52)) The wheat prices fell from 152/-

before the harvest to 75/- by the end of the year. The years 

from 1813 - 1823 were mostly years of fair or good harvests 

and when they were not,there were usually sufficient stocks 

in hand to keep the price down. Only in 1816 and 1817 was 

there anything approaching a shortage of wheat and in the 

47. M.B. Weinstock, More Studies in Dorset History.pp.85-6 
48. E.Symonds, West Country Banks. dTp",48 p. 19, 
49. Gayer etc., op.cit., Vol. I, p. 105. 
50. Syiaonds, op.cit,, p.19, 
51. Gayer,Rostow and Schwartz, op, cit,, Vol I, p.110, 
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latter year the price rose to nearly 100/-. (52) Fussell 

describes how in the hard times after 1815 Dorset farmers 

were hit by these adverse conditions. In one district ®f 

the county alone, fifty-two farmers occupying 24,000 acres 

failed between 1815 and 1820. (53) "The limes*, in 1822, 

reported on farm sales in the west of England including 

Dorset, It stated that sales under execution remained 

numerous and that at such a gale recently held near gtalbridge 

purchasers could not be found. A cow of superior quality 

put up for sale at £5 did not attract a bidder. Finally 

after offering sheep at an equally low price, the auctioneer 

abandoned the sale. (54) 

After 1823 agricultural prosperity revived to some 

extent. The harvests wgre less abundant so that the price 

of wheat remained satisfactory. (55) In Dorset, however, 

arable farming was not the basis of the economy as in seme 

counties. Wet weather may have benefited the arable farmer 

by keeping grain prices up, but it harmed the sheep farmer 

by killing his sheep. Thus "The Dorset County Chronicle" 

reported in 1829 that 100,000 sheep had been lost in the 

west of England in that season and that one farmer near 

Marnhull had lost every cow and sheep on his farm. (56) 

The dairying industry waa harmed by other factors too. 

Imports of Dutch butter were stealing the market and a 

shortage of legal tender, apparently caused by the ending 

of the war-time paper money in 1629, seemed to make it 

difficult for the butter faetorfpu to pay the farmers. (57) 

Agriculture was depressed after the war but the war-time rents 

and taxes continued for some years. (58) Unless the farmer 

met these demands and those of his creditors he could not 

survive. The one outgoing which he could reduce was that 

on labour end therefore wages fell and unemployment grew. 

52. Gayer, Hostew and Schwartz, op.cit., Vol.I p.110. 
53. Fussell, op,cit., p.130., 
54.The Times. 9. 10. 1822. 
55. Gayer, Hostow and Schwartz, op.cit.. Vol.I,p.173. 
56. Dorset County Chronicle. 11. 6. 1829. 
57. A letter from A.Lillington of Warwick describes these 

difficulties which faced a Dorset friend who had 
written to him asking if he could find a iBa,rket for 
butter in Birmingham. Home Office Papers- HO/44/22. 

58. Prothero, Pioneers ana Progress of British farming, 
p.91. ^ 
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Chapter #@ur. 

Industry in T©wn and Country. 

Miss Barbara Kerr in an excellent article on the 

Dorset agricultural labourer (1) held that Dorset was net 

much affected by industry before 1850. If by this is 

understood large scale mechanised urban enterprise, her 

statement is no douot true. If, however, the production 

of manufactured articles is meant, the statement is by ne 

means justified. There was a great deal of industry in 

Dorset before 1850, both in the tewns and in the countryside. 

It would probably be true to say that more Dorset people in 

the early nineteenth century than in the early twentieth 

century derived at least a part of their livelihood frem 

industry. In most areas ©f the county some sort of industry 

was carried on in the cottages of the poor, the profits of 

which provided an essential supplement to the meagre 

agricultural wages of the time. It is in this, perhaps, 

that the real significance of early Dorset industry lies. 

In West Dorset a group of textile industries thrived. 

In and around Bridport, according to Stevenson, hemp amd 

flax were grown and every year 1,500 tons of the prepared 

fibres were manufactured as lines, twines, small .cordage, 

sails and fishing nets of all kinds. These products were 

largely exported to Newfoundland, the West Indies and other 

parts of North America. The British fisheries also bought 

a considerable amount. (Z) In Bridport, th& centre of the 

industry, some 1,800 persons were employed and about 7,000 

more within seven or eight miles of the town. About 2,000 

of them were employed at Beaminster where sail cloth was 

woven (3) and others at Burton Bradstock, Broadwinsor, 

Netherbu^y and Stoke Abbott among other p&aces. (4) 

1. B.Kerr, The Dorset Agricultural Labourer 1750-1850, 
D.P., 84, p.158. 

2. Stevenson, op.cit., p.27. 
3. Claridge, op.cit., pp.37-38. 
4. H.S.I.Dewar, The Windmills. Watermills and Horsemills 

pi... Pprset, D.P., pp.118-9; and M.H.Dacombe, Dorset Up 
Along and Down Along;, p.50. 
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A great deal ©f the work was done in the homes of the workers. 

At Portesham, for example, nets were made in the cottages. 

The employers' agents, who brought the cord and collected the 

finished nets, did net pay in cash but toek orders for 

household goods to be brought ©n their next visit. (5) In 

ether places payment was made in cash and Claridge found 

that women could earn eightpence per day, (6) This industry 

flourished greatly in the French wars but suffered somewhat 

after 1815 when the Baltic was ©pen to British trade again,(7) 

Nevertheless, in 1832, when D.O.P.Okeden made his report to 

the Poor Law Commissioners, he described the industry as a 

thriving one in which women were able to earn 4/- per week 

and children from l/6d to l/9d a week, (8) 

There were similar though rather smaller industries 

in the north of Dorset around Gillingham and especially in 

the village of Bourton. Flax which was locally grown and 

some which was imported through Poole was used, As much of 

this imported flax came from the Low Countries the trade 

was badly hit at the beginning of the French wars. Yet it 

recovered and in 1800 Daniel Maggs installed flax-spinning 

machinery powered by water. Others in the neighbourhood 

followed his example and in the next village of Silton, 

weaving machinery was installed too. Most of the weaving, 

however, was done by hand and in the late eighteenth century 

there were 3.00 or 500 handleoms working in the cottages of 

the surrounding villages. (9) The industry in this district 

survived to the late nineteenth century when it failed in 

face of competition from the north of Englana, There were 

also small sail-cloth manufactories at Poole and at Kingston 

in Purbeck.(lO) At Sturminster Newton, in the north of the 

county, there was a small manufactory which specialised in 

the weaving ©f a coarse woollen cloth or flannel called 

*8wan-skin". About 1,200 people were employed in it and 

some 5,000 pieces were made every year. It was used in the 

5. Dacombe, op.cit., p.50. 
6. Claridge, op.cit., p.38. 
7. B.Kerr, op.cit., p.161. 
8. Poor Law Report 1834. Appendix A, p. 12. 
9. P.O.Warren. Dorset Industries.S.D.22. pp.75-78. 
]D. Claridge, op.cit., p.38. 
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making of soldiers' ./uniforms and speolel olothes for the 

Newfoundland fishermen. (11) Similar oloth was woven 

at Marnhull nearby and in this case the factory had been 

established by a Huguenot refugee named A'Court. (12) 

Silk-throwing, or spinning, was a well-established 

industry &n Sherborne, Gilling&am and Stalbridge and some 

silk work was done at Cerne Abbas, Wimborne, Blandford, 

Dorchester and Bradford Abbas where it was encouraged by 

the parishes to provide employment for the poor. (13) 

The principal centre was undoubtedly at Sherborne where 

the Industry started about 1740 and by 1772 it was operating 

on quite a Iscge scale. Ihe history of one of the main 

firms, that of William Willmott and George Ward, has been 

well recounted. It had two centres, one at Sherborne and 

the other at Bruton in Somerset. At Sherborne, Willmott 

managed the works and looked after the branches in nearby 

places, such as Ceme Abbas* 2he silk was supplied by 

London concerns and thrown by machinery at Sherborne, 

although , some of the preparatory work was taken home by the 

workers or sent out to workhouses such as the one at 

Dorchester. (14) The Gillingham silk Industry was 

smaller, employing about 160 persons in the factory itself. 

These included many apprentices who had been imported from 

London workhouses and who slept in a dormitory at the top 

of the factory. The winding of the silk threads on the 

bobblna in preparation for the actual twisting was done in 

the homes of the workers. (15) 

The letter-books and accounts of William Willmott, 

on which Miss Weinstock based her account of this firm, show 

some of the problems which the small, eig&teenth-century 

manufacturer faced. Willmott was handling 15,000 to 19,000 

lbs of silk a year but his supply was irregular and h.e was 

11. Claridge, op.clt., p.59; and Anon., Eemlnlscences of 
Sturminster newt on, p. 19. 

12. M.Dacombe, op.cit., p.49. 
13. Warren, op.olt., pp. 42-44; E.C.Mayo, Gillingham Silk 

Industry, S.D.14, pp. 289-292; and M.B.Weinstock, 
Studies in Dorset History, p.93. Of. also the vestry 
minutes of Blandford and Wimborne. 

14. M.B.Weinstock, op.olt., pp. 83-102, 
15. Mayo, op.cit., 8.D.14, pp. 289-292. 
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constantly under the necessity ©f laying off some of his 

workers. Thus, in January 1773, he wrote to his suppliers 

begging for contract work; explaining that he had laid off 

many of his hands "which are either starving or are become 

burdensome to the town [and] it is enough to move a 

heart of a stone to hear their complaints.% (16) Some while 

later, he had so much work that he was refusing orders and 

working his mills ^overhours to make seven days in the week? (17) 

As Willraott's mills were turned by water he was much affected 

by the weather. In 1774 he was held up by floods, and in 

1782 by a severe drought. On this occasion he approached 

Lord Digby, asking him to let him have more water toy lowering 

the level of his artificial pond by one-eighth of an inch 

every Thursday, "just to gain enough head to ^erve me of 

ray people." Lord Digby refused this request because "her 

ladyship wishes to see their pond always full." A month 

later, the drought continuing.̂ , Willmott was bribing the man 

who had charge of the water, "so that this week I hope to 

go on pretty briskly." (18) A small business in a small 

town draws on a fairly small supply of labour, so that when 

a rival firm was established in 1776, Willmott was hard hit. 

When a little later tha rival firm began to import children 

from workhouses and hospitals in London, Willmott was gleeful 

for, he wrote, this ®has amazing incensed the neighbourhood 

against them," (19) 

The industries considered so far have been town-

based although they provided work to be done in the homes 

of the cottagers in the neighbouring villages. There were 

also several industries which seem to have used part-time 

damestic labour entirely. Such was the ribbon-making craft 

around Cranborne; button-making,carried out throughout 

notth-east Dorset and especially around Blandford and 

Shaftesbury; glove-making &n central and north Dorset; and 

16. K.B. Weinstock, ep.cit., pp. 87-89. 
17. Ibid., pp.90 
18. Ibid., pp91-92. 
19. Ibid., pp.94-95. 

Cf. F.Warner, The Silk Industry on this section 
generally, esp. p. 334. 
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stocking—Making around Wimborne, Corfe Castle and. Stalbridge. ̂20) 

The baking of cloth buttons had been introduced into Dorset 

in the early eighteenth century by Abraham Case of Shaftesbury. 

At first a small horn disk was used as a base to be woven 

over by hand. Later a wire ring was used. The craft spread 

widely and centres foon appeared at Dere Regis, at Blandford 

where,in 1793 according to Glaridge 3,000 persons were employed 

in the trade, and elsewhere. (21) In the late eighteenth 

century Lady Caroline Darner of Milton Abbas established a 

gchoel in the village where the children were taught reading, 

spinning and button-making. (22) The wire rings were made 

by the boys and girls vbplsting wire around a spindle and 

then dipping the end in solder. The women and older girls 

then stretched threads across the ring and wove into them. (23) 

The Case firm of Shaftesbury established depots widely aver 

the eastern part of the county to which on certain specified 

days an; agent went to purchase the buttons brought in from 

the nearby villages. When the trade was prosperous the Case si' 

turnover was about 210*000 a year. (24) By 1834, however, 

this craft was going into decline, and James Frmmpton of 

Moreton in his return to the Peer Law Commissioners reported 

that button-making was growing less profitable, (25) The 

decline continued and by about 1850 the tra^e had almost 

ceased. (26) 

Glove-making was also a home industry and was widely 

practised in the county. At Kinson and Cheselboame, knitted 

gloves were made and at Gheselboatoe, Bradford Abbas, Cerne 

Abbas, Ranipishara, Marnhull, Sturminster Newton and Sherborne 

leather gloves were sewn. (21),Stockings were knitted in the 

cottages around Gtalbridge, Wimberne and Peole and at Wimberne 

over a thousand women and children were employed in this work 

in 1793. They were paid between 1/- and l/6d per pair. (28) 

20. Warren, op.cit., pp. 42-44; Claridge, op.cit., pp. 37-40; 
and M.Dacombe, op.cit., pp. 51-53. 

21. Glaridge, ep.cit., p.39. 
22. 2or this,paragraph generally cf. J.B Acland, Dorset 

Buttony DP.35, pp. 71-74. ' 
23. M.Dacombe, op.cit., p.52. 
24. Acland, op.cit., p. 73, 
25. Poor Law Report 1834, Appendix B2,Q.9. Cf also P.12 of 

the report. 
26. A.Jacksen, Dorset Buttons. 8.D.27 p.140. 
27. M.Dacombe, op.cit., p.52. 
28. Ibid. p.51. Cooke, op.cit., p.128. Claridge, op.citp.40. 
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Several small engineering woras existed in the 

late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Of these, the 

most important was at Bourton where Daniel Maggs, the linen 

manufacturer, was Making small, edged tools in the late 

eighteenth century, and in the early nineteenth century 

he established a small blast furnace and foundry which 

employed at its peak some 200 men. It is claimed that the 

first threshing-machine developed in the west of England 

was made by Maggs' works at Beurton. (29) Them were ether 

foundries at Dorchester, Marnhull and Hamworthy near Poole.(30) 

Another small industrial concern was that of paper-making at 

Witchampton near Wim'Dorne which haa been established in 

1775.(91) 

The extractive industries were represented by 

clay-mining and quarrying. In the late eighteenth century 

there were about 800 men and boys quarrying stone on 

Portland and about 150 small ships of 30 to 150 tons engaged 

in carrying it away. About 9,000 tongknyear were quarried 

andthe men received 11/- per ton. (32) In the Isle of 

Purbeok, the quarrying was chiefly in the parishes of Cerfe 

Castle, Langton Matravers, Worth Matravers and Swanage. 

The men could earn up to 20/- per week and in 1793 about 

400 were employed. Betwee* 1764 and 1771,,Hutchins estimated 

that about 14,000 tons a year were quarried and during 1801-

1306, 38)000 to 39,000 tons a year were sold(33) Potters' 

clay was exploited around Wareham, Corfe Castle and Peele, 

where upwards of a hundred men were employed, digging the 

clay at 3/6d per day.(34) Gome 16,000 to 20,000 tons of 

good clay were shipped aaually to liverpaol for the Staffordshire 

potteries, some 3,000 or 4,000 tons were sent to Bristol 

and London to be made into brown stoneware while some was 

used locally at Hamworthy, Verwood and Horton. (35) 

29. Warren, op,cit., p.78. M.Dacombe, op.cit., p.48. * i s a i x e x i , u p . C l t . , j j . f o . M.J 
30. M.Dacombe, op.cit., p.48. 
31. Ibid., p.53. 
32. Stevenson, op.cit., pp.54-55, 
33. Ibid., pp.55-59. 
34. Ibid., p.60. 
35. W.Dacombe, op.cit., p.48. 
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This local pottery was reg&r&ed as a somewhat precarious 

industry in the 1834 ^oor Law Report. (36) 

l^rset is a maritime county and the sea has always 

provided a livelihood for many of her inhabitants. The 

county had four main ports: Poole, Weymouth, Bridport and 

Lyme Regis. By the mid-eighteenth century^ however, Lyme 

Regis bad ceased to be of any importance edcept as a centre 

of local fishing. (37) When in the ITSO's the ports had to 

find men for the navy^ lyme's quota waa 23, whereas Poole's 

was 279. (38) Bridport also had fallen into decay by the 

early eighteenth century byt in 1751 a new harbour was 

constructed and this led to a revival of the port. It 

became important for the expert of its own local cordage 

and nets, and also as a ship-building centre. (39) The 

building of ships began at Bridport about 1779 and reached 

a peak in the French wars. The industry could not compete, 

however, when the iron-built ship replaced the wooden ones 

ana it soon ceased. (40) Weygeuth was declining as a pert 

although to a lesser extent than Lyme Regis. The highest 

number of ships which sailed from Weymouth to Newfoundland 

in the late Eighteenth century was eight (in 1773) whereas 

Poole in the same period, was sending between 60 and 70 a 

ye%r. Weymouth's quota for men for the navy in the 1790's 

was 139 compared with Poole's 279. (41) On the other hand 

Weymouth was discovering another wgy of exploiting the seas; 

by the mid-eighteenth century the town was becoming known 

as a sea-bathing resort and in 1783 its popularity was such 

that a tax of 2/6d per year could be put on each bathing-

machine. (42) Poole was by far the most important port and 

in 1793 Claridge described it as "by much the greatest port 

in the county, and where at least 200 sail are said to belong: 

and an extensive trade is carried on to Newfoundland; which 

imports above 2,000 tons of seal oil annually besides 1,000 

tons of train oil."(43) 

36. Poor Law Report 1834, p. 18. 
37. G.Roberts, Social History of the Southern Counties pp.540-546, 
38. ¥.C.H.Dorset Vol. 2, p.224. "" 
39. Ibid., p.225. 
40. E.Qymonds, Bridport Harbour. U.P.33, pp.l61ff. 
41. V.C.H.Dorset Vol.2, pp.222-224. 
42. V.G.H.Dorset Vol.2, pp255. 
43. Claridge, op.cit., p.44. 
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The Newfoundland trade was engaged in supplying the deep-sea 

fishing bases and in bringing back jshe c@d caught off the 

Newfoundland banks aa well aa the oils mentioned above. (44) 

Besides this, as has already been noted, the port waa used 

foBthe export of butter and calves to Portsmouth and Lendon. 

The main local fishing was catching mackerel between 

Weymouth and Lyme Regis, (45) while at Swanage there was a 

herring fishery where a large number of the fish were smoked 

and dried. (46) 

It can be seen then that the industry of Dorset was 

not inconsiderable and it may be suggested that its significance 

l a y not in the full-time work which has just been described 

but in the piece-work done at home, which enabled so many 

families to supplement their incomes. The oppertanity of 

earning a few extra shillings a week waa available in all 

parts of the county and played ani important part in the 

budgets of many poor families. The rope, net and sail-making 

industry of th& western parts of the county and the silk 

industry G£ the north both had their central manufactories 

but a great deal of the work waa done in the cottages of 

the workers. Some men, no doubt, supported themselves wholly 

in industry but much of the work seems to have been done by 

women and children. Th# button, glove ena stocking industries 

of the north and eeat of the county were, it appears, 

entirely cottage industries in which the work was done by the 

women and children. Only the extractive industries of the 

south-east, the small engineering industry and the maritime 

industries were fully specialised in that the^ relied on 

full-time male labour. Of these, only the stone and clay 

industries seem to have been of major importance end then 

only in limited areas. The engineering factories were too 

sm&ll to matter outside their particular locations, as far 

as the labouring population was concerned. The maritime 

industry waa necessarily confined to the ports and especially 

44. M.Dacoiabe, op.cit., p.45. 
45. Ibid., p.45; and Stevenson, op.cit., p.77. 
46. Cooke, op.cit., pp.110-111. 
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to Poele; moreover most of those involved mere non-resident 

much @f the time. Nevertheless it would be wrong to consider 

it of no importence to the life of the labouring population 

of Iwrset; for it provided a steady outlet for apprentices, 

besides bringing wealth intc the county. 

After the French wars& these small industries 

entered into a period of fierce competition ana in many 

cases found that the^ could not compete with the more 

efficient concerns of the north of England. It seems to 

have been only the rope, net ana sail industry of the Bridport 

area and the extractive industries of south-east Dorset 

which were able to survive the immediate post-war depression. 

The extractive induetries were producing commodities for 

which there was usually a ready market and ne substitute 

more conveniently placed. The Bridport industries were 

favourably situated to find a market in the south coast ports 

and seem to have prospered as long as the sailing ship 

survived. Elsewhere the industries, declined; jrhe lack of 

good transpert and easily acceasible power made them 

uncompetitive. As they were employing increasingly less 

labout and paying less for the work done in the cottages 

this was probably an important factor in the poverty of 

nortfct and east Dorset. 
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Chapter Bive. 

The Labourers. 

gome of those who have studied the village labourer 

between 1760 and 18)4, such as J.l. and B. Hammend on a 

national scale and Miss M.a.Dacombe on a county scale (1), 

have held that these years saw the transformation @f the 

independent, prosperous peasant into the cowed and poverty-

strickenn labourer. Enclosure was said to have been the 

cause. Thus Miss Dacombe remarked, "On the whole, enclosures 

bere hardly on the cottagers wh® had found it possible t© 

eke out a living by farming a few acres, cutting furze for 

fuel and putting ©ut a cow or pig and a few geese to graze 

there. Their rights were so limited that when enclosure 

came, the portion of the land which was their due was not 

big enough to be of any use and they agreed to be fought 

out by some more important neighbour. They did not know 

anything of the new farming science and they were unwilling 

and unable through lack of capital to make any changes, s© 

they soon lost their few arable acres and had to accept 

employment ©n some bigger farm at a weekly wage," (2) This 

point of view was not generally accepted by, contemporary 

writers. The secretary of the Bath and West of England 

Society wrote in 1796 that far from injuring the poor, 

enclosure benefited them by increasing production. He 

considered that the ©pen-field rights were often more - -

harmful than beneficial; for the peor man had to sell his 

stock before tha winter, a time when prices were bad. through 

the wintbr he had to "peach, purloin er creep into debt."()) 

Modern writers, likewise, have challenged this 

point of view; for example Prof.Chambers argues that it was 

not enclosures that were responsible for the reservoir of 

landless labourers but the increase of population, (4) 

1, J.L. and B, Hammond, The Village Labourer, passim, 
M.Dacombe, op.cit,, p.35ff, 

2, M.Dacombe, op.cit,, p,35, 
3, W.Mathews, in Letters and Papers of Bath and West of 

EnKland Society. Vol 2,1802 Ed., pp. 283-295. 
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Miss B.Kerr has studied the situation ©f the Dorset labourer 

between 1750 and 1850 and concludeB that it was not enclosure 

nor the use of agricultural machinery that brought about 

the labourers' plight but "an unprecedented strain put en 

the village economy by the population increase," (5) It 

would appear that the conclusions ef these writers are well-

founded in that they dismiss enclosures as a major cause, 

although it may be questioned whether population increase, 

in itself, was responsible. Further consideration of this 

aspect of the subject must be left until Part III of this 

work, ?or the purposes of the present chapter, these views 

are important, because, when taken together with the fact 

of the relatively small amount of enclosure which actually 

took place in Dorset in the late eighteenth and early 

nineteenth centuries, they indicate that views such as that 

of Miss Dacombe, cited above, need reconsideration. There 

were smallholders in Dorset in 1760 but the land was mostly 

worked by wage-earners. Characteristic was the labourer who 

was either hired by the year and lived in his master's house; 

or who was hired by the week or day and lived in his own 

home. The decrease in the number of smallholders by 1634 

was probably due to the consolidation of farms rather than 

to enclosure. There had been no harsh expulsion ef the 

smallholders but rather a cessation of the granting of small 

leaseholds. This process had been continuing throughout 

the eighteenth century but only by the end of the century 

was its effect noticeable. In some cases, the big farmer 

of the early nineteenth century was the son or grandsoh^Of 

the smallholder of fifty years before. (6) The contemporary 

criticism of the engrossing of farms was not that men were 

dispossessed but that the big farm by its extensive methods 

provided less employment than did several smaller ones.(7) 

Examples of the prosperous smallholder are hard to uncover, 

for they were not the sort of men to leave records or to 

attract the attention of writers although the case of 

William White related by Young has already been noted. (8) 

5. B.Kerr, op.cit., p.162. 
6. See Chapter II above, pp.15-19. 
7. See Chapter II above, p.IS. 
8. See Chapter III above, p.32. 
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Another mas that of Thomas Candy of Stoke Wake who in 

1830 rented a dairy and by hard work and ability built up 

a considerable dairy-farming business. (9) His family still 

farm in the neighbourhood. 

The wages ^aid to the labourers are better documented, 

When Arthur Young came to Dorset in 1771, he thought thc^ 

the average weekly wage paid was reasonable. From the 

evidence of the places he visited, this seems to have been 

as follows: 

Sum paid during five weeks of harvest........l3/- , 

Sum paid during six weeks of haymaking ..6/6d., 

Sum paid during the rest of the year 6/-. 

Young thought that the labourers could subsist on these 

wages and that this was the correct criterion to use in 

fixing them. He considered that if the labourer earned 

more than was essential for his necessary expenses he would 

be unwilling to work, (lo) The Rev. Davies collected his 

evidence from his correspondence over the years in which 

he was compiling his book, "The Case of the Labourers in 

Husbandry Stated and Considered." Ag the b0@k was published 

in 1795, his figured, are probably those of the period 1790-

1795. At Affpuddle, a man earned between 7/- and 9/- per 

week and his family could earn a little in addition. Thus , 

a family consisting of a man, his wife and four children, 

aged six to fifteen years, earned 10/- per week, which waj 

gained as follows; 

Man ^s. Qd * 

Wife 6d. 

Children Is. 6d. (11) 

At Bishops Caundle in the Vale of Blackmore wages were lower. 

There a man could earn between 5/6 and 8/- per week. The 

total earnings of a typical family were: 

Man 66. Od. 

Wife Ig. Od. 

Children 2s. 6d. 

9. B. Kerr, op.cit., p. 176. 
10. Young, op.cit., IV, pp. 212-313 and 320. 
H. B.Davies, The Case of the Labourers in Husbandry, pp.148-9, 
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There were seven children aged ©ne to twelve years in 

this family, supported ©n an income ©f 9/6d per week. (12) 

At Stinsford.near Dorchester, a man earned from 6/6d to 

7/6d per week. A typical family, consisting of a man 

and his wife, with five children aged eight to seventeen 

years, earned as follows: 

Man 6s. 6d. 

Wife aa. 

Children 4s, 6d. 

Thus a family of seven had an income ©f lis. 8d. (13) The 

wages paid at Affpuddle were probably above the average; far 

Claridge gave the figure ef 6/- per week as the average cash 

wage for the county. In additien to the cash payment 

labourers were usually allowed to buy wheat from their 

masters at a reduced price and thus the real wage would be 

slightly above 6/-. (14) 

After the time of Davies and Claridge, that is in 

the early 1790's, the ,rate of wages appears to have risen 

slightly. Stevenson in 1815 found a great variety in the 

wages paid. In Frampton, for example, where labour was 

scarce, a man got 7/5 a week plus the extra concessions of 

cheap grain, a rent~$ree cottage, free furge for fuel and 

the right to keep a pig and tc grow potatoes. (15) Labour 

was also in short supply at Kingston Rassell where wages 

were decidedly higher than in 1795. A man earned up to 

9/- per week plus rent-free cottage. In other casesthe-

cash payment was lower but the mszi was allowed to buy 

grain cheaply and to keep a pig. (16) In a few places 

higher wages were paid, as at Morden and Corfe Castle 

where 12/- per week was the rate but where there were ne 

concessions. At Symondsburĵ ., men get 2/- per day and cheap 

corn too. At Wimborne the rate was 10/5 without any extras 

or 6/- per week with them. 6/- or 7/- per week plus a rent-

free cottage and cheap grain seems to have been the most 

usual rate. Stevenson mentions these wages as those paid 

12. D.Davies, The Case of the Labourers in Huebandry,pp.150-1, 
13. Ibid., pp."154-5. 
14. Claridge, op.cit., p.22. 
15. Stevenson, ep.cit., pp. 428. 
16. Ibid., p. 428. 
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at Stinsford, Warmwell, Fleet, Poxwell, Winterborne 

Wbitechurch and Tarrant Crawford among ether places. (17) 

These wages had been paid fer quite a long time before 

1815 (18), 80 it may be assumed that the rise in wages 

had eccuped early in the wartime peried. Edem, writing 

in 1797, lends some suppert to this conclusion by mentiening 

that at Durweston the rate of wages had recently gene up 

from 6/- per week to 8/- er 9/-. (19) In the period after 

the war, wages seem to have declined again. Thus, in the 

1834 Poor Law Report, Okeden, the assistant commissioner 

who reported on Dorset, and the squire of More Crichel 

near Wimborne, recorded that the normal rate of wages at 

Hazelbury Bryan was 7/- per week.(20) This is a figure 

which is largely confirmed by the parish returns included 

in the appendices to the report, although in a few cases 

higher figures are gi#en. (21) It seems, too, that the 

extras such as cheap grain which had been given less often 

in 1815 had ceased.(22) 

The labourer could undertake piecework after his 

daily work was done but the opportunities for this were 

irregular and only a few places, such as Cranborne, could 

offer regular employment of this kind; for in the woodlands 

there hurdle and faggot-making ©ffered almost endless work.(23) 

There was alee work available for women and children but 

after the French wars this became less profitable, except 

perhaps in the western parts of the county. In their replies 

to the Peer Law Commissioners, mest parishes said that.there 

was some piece-work available but sometimes it was oh^y 

seasonal agricultural work. At Buckland Newten, for example, 

women could earn 4/- to 6/- a week in button-making, gloving 

or in agriculture, and the children 1/- to l/6d.(24) Other 

reports were lass, favourable. Thus fontmell Magna replied 

17. Stevenson, op.cit., p.428,9 
18. Ibid., p.428 xo. iDia., p.4kb. 
19. Eden, op.cit., (Ed. Rogers), p.178. 
20. Peer Law Report, 1834 p.20. 
21. Ibid., Appemdix 2 2,"pp. 37ff. 
22. Stevenson, op.cit., p.452. 
23. Poor Law Report 1834,p.l8. 
24. Ibid., Appendix B 2, p.37ff. 
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that button-making was available but that it did not pay. 

They added, however, dbt a woman with four children could 

earn 10/- per week during the spring and summer in agriculture. 

Hazelbury Bryan, with work ef the same kind available, 

estimated 6/6d per week as the maximum; and Lengfleet's 

estimate was 5/-. (25) 

There were also other sources of income - legal and 

allegal. In many parts of the county there were sparrow 

clubs; groups of men with lanthorns and nets to catch the 

birds and gain the churchwardens' reward. (26) .At ̂ yke 

Regis and cn Portland,whe&tears were captured to sell in 

Weymouth as a delicacy. (27) Nutting was a profitable 

sideline in the villages around Cranborne Chase in nort& 

\ east Dorset. (28) Of the illegal sidelines, poaching was 

the most common amongst the labourers. After the 1816 

Poaching Act, the numben of convictions rose rapidly. In 

1814, there had been six convictions at the Dorset Quarter 

Sessions. In 1816, there were twenty-seven and in the two 

following years forty-#he in each year. (29) The other 

illegal sideline was smuggling but this was operated by men 

far mere important than labourers. The smuggling rings 

included men from all levels of society and operated over 

large areas of the county, but doubtless many a labourer 

supplemented his income by playing a humble part in the 

operations. (30) 

At this point it will be useful to teturn to 

the vexed question of the labourers' losses in the enclosures. 

It has already been shown that the enclosures in Dorset 

did npt have much effect on the comparatively few smallholders, 

(31) but it has been suggested that the labourer had a 

steady supplement to his income from the common land of 

the perish. The weight of the evidence, however, tends 

to show that the com^ans were stinted, that is, the rig 

25. Poor law Report. 1834, Appenaix B 2, p.37ff. 
26. M.Daccmbe, op.cit., p.41. 
27. Ibid., p.41. 
26. Ibid., p.41. 
29. B.Kerr cp.cit., p. 163. 
30. c.l. Dorset Year Book 1949-50, p^55fi. 1953-4, p.16; 

1959-60, - 99ff ena Jherborne Mercury of the period,' 
e.g. 21. 1. 1779, and 1. 4. 1779. 

31. See Chapter II above, pp.19-23. 
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to pasture was specific in number of stock and limited to 

the holders of certain tenements, (32) asat? C&uhdle Marsh 

which h&s been cited atoee. Only in very rare cases did the 

cottagers have grazing rights in the common pasture, as at 

Ashmore where it wa& granted to them as a special concession 

by the commoners in 1776, and where they paid the commoners 

2/- per year for the ti^ht to Keep a cow. (33) The right 

to cut turf and fumze was often restricted too. At Arne, 

for example, the righb of turbary was in the hands of the 

principi tenants by 1750, except fcr four acrea of maritime 

scrub on the edge of Poole Harbour. (34) A restricted study 

of enclosure awards ana commissioners' minute books suggests 

that the cottagers put forward no claims-except occasionally 

for the right of turbary. (35) The enclosure of the commons 

of Lytchett Minster ana Gytchett Matravers in 1629 provides 

a typical example, for only the holders ef old leases had 

common rights of any kind. Neither the holders of more 

recent leases nor the cottagers possessed cemmen rights. (36) 

At Owermoigne, the only claim that could possibly have been 

put forward by a cottager was one of turbary, "I have lived 

in my cottage for twenty-nine years, " said Robert Sanson, 

" 8;nd I have paid persons for cutting turf for me in Ower 

Heath." It is significant that he paid •" -> others, to cut 

it and was probably not a cottager in the usual sense of the 

word. (37) The right of turbary was sometimes recognised 

and compensation was given. At Litton Cheney the poor 

received an allotment of furze for fuel cutting. (38) 

Similarly at gtockland, 200 acrea of waste were set aside 

on which the poor could cut furze (39) and at Pimperne 20 

acres were allotted to the rector, churchwardens and 

overseers on trust for the poor " to preserve and promote 

the growth of furze" for fuel. (40) 

32. Stevenson, ©p,cit,, p. 171. 
33. fussell, op.cit., p.118; and Stevenson, ep.cit., p.173 

for a reference to the cottagers' right to keep cows 
and geese on Gillingham common. 

34. B.Kerr, op.cit., -. 170. 
35. D.R.O., 21A, Pidalehinton;D.124, Dewlish; M.C.11,732, 

Owermoigne; M.C.lO,942.Winterb@rne Stickland; D.124, 
Abbots bury; D.60, Lytchett Minster and Matravers. 

36. D.60, lytchett Minster and Matravers. 
37. M.C. 11, 732, Owermoigne. 
38. B.Kerr, Dorset Field Names andthe Agricultural Revolution 

D.P.82, p.141. "• -
39. Dorset County Chronicle. 27. 7. 1816. 
40. Hutching, ep.cit., Vol.1,(third edition) p.298. 



It can be concluded then that encl©sures did little 

t© diminish the income ©f the p©or, and this conclusion is 

reinforced by a consideration @f the limited extent @f Dorset 

enclosures. Indeed the poor may well have gained more than 

they lest. There was work to be done in fencing the new 

enclosures, and on the reclaimed waste brought into profitable 

agricultural use. 

The way of life of the labouring class reflected 

their low income. The cottages which have survived from the 

period are very mean and these in their day were the better 

ones. Stevenson consiaered that many of the hemes of the 

poorer people were unsatisfactory; they usually had two 

to four rooms, and many them were built from r*ad scrapings 

with chalk and straw. During the war it was difficult to 

obtain sufficient labourers to work the land but there was 

nevertheless a great shortage of cottages and those that 

existed were overcrowded. (41) Miss Kerr has pointed out 

that the "models cottages at Milten Abbas were grommly 

overcrowded in 1843, with, on the average, a family of nine 

in ever^ room. (42) These were perhaps 'a particularly bad 

example and a more balanced picture is given by the population 

teturns of 1811, (43) which show that there were 26,821 

families in Dorset, occupying 23,210 housesi It must be 

remembered that these figures epplled to the whole population 

and therefore the overcrowding of the cottages of the poor 

would have been somewhat higher than they suggest. 

The contents of the homes of the poor are well 

illustrated by the inventories often recorded in the poor-

books. The general picture is oi bare and comfortless homes 

as a few examples will show. George Mitchel of Caundle 

Bishop possessed a bed and bed-clothes, a table and two 

chairs, a pot, a pail, a tea-kettle, a washing tub, a Dox, 

several barrels ana a few tools. (44) Eli Williams of 

Sturminster Marshall had two beds, bed-clothes, a table, a 

deal dresser with three drawers, a frying-pan, a pot, a Kettle, 

41. otevensen op.cit., pp. 64-87. 
42. B.Kerr, The Dorset Agricultural labourer. 1750-1650 

D.P. 84,"p.168 " 
43. Population Returns (1811) cited in Anon., A Description 

of the county of Dorset, in D.C.M. 
44. Caundle Bishop Poor Book, 1790-1812. 
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and a few other household utensils. i45) It seems that he 

had ne chairsl Sarah Camel @f Burton Braastock had a bed 

and bedclothes, a large and a small table, two chairs, a 

corner-cupboard, a dresser with shelves, a brass boiler, a 

bacon-rack and a few pewter dishes. (46) Finally mention 

may be made of the goods of a smallholder, James Winter @f 

Gaundle Marsh. He had a leasehold cottage, t*@ leasehold 

orchards, and one other orchard and a piece of land by 

unspecified tenure. He possessed a horse, harness and cider-

making utensils. His house contained a bed and bed-clothes, 

a clock, a dresser, a chest, a box with legs, a settle with 

a cover, an eak table, and a variety of household utensils and 

tools, including a gun. (47j 

The diet of the poor was decidedly monotonous and 

about half their income was spent on bread. Davies gave 

the budgets of twenty families from various parishes and out 

of a total weekly expenditure on food of i$ /5 /2d , they spent 

£4/ 15/ 8d Oil bread. The rest of the money was used to bujc 

potatoes, vegetables, cheese, bacon, meat, tea, sugar and 

butter, together with soap and candles, and mending-

materials. (48) Eden gave an acoount of the domestic economy 

of a fifty-two year-old man ana his family near Blandford. 

There were five children and the eloest girl, aged eighteen, 

managed the house sinee the mother was dead. The other 

children, aged eight, six, three and two,did not earn 

anything. The parish paid the house rent but gave no other 

relief. The father earned 6/- per week for most of the year, 

7/- in the spring and early summer and 9/- during the four 

weeks of harvest. For breakfast the family ate bread and 

cheese and drank tea. For dinner and supper they had bread 

and cheese, or potatoes which were sometimes mashed with fat 

from a stew and sometimes with salt alone. Once a week they 

had a bullock's cheek from which they made stew. The only 

sweetening substance was treacle and only a very little 

milk or beer was drunk. (49) The potato^ was just becoming 

common in Dorset in the 1790's when Bavies and Eden wrote their 

accounts, and Stevenson reported the opinion of Mr. Park, 

45. Sturminster Marshall Papers, P.98/0V14. 
46. Burton Bradstock Poor Book 1, P97/0V1. 
47. Gaundle Marsh Poor Book. 
46. Davies, ep.cit., pp.148-155. 
49. Bden, op.cit., (Ed.Rogers), p.172. 
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lord Shaftesbury's steward, that this vegetable had 

contributed greatly t© improving the let of the poor. It 

had enriched their *wn diet and made it possible for them te 

keep a pig and te have bacon ana pork. (50) Stevensen 

himself found that bread with skimmed-milk cheese, and 

potatoes and vegetables and a small amount of bacon and 

pickled pork made up their diet. Those who lived in the 

Vale of Blackmore, however, had little besides bread 

and cheese in 1812.(51) In part of northern Dorset the poor 

ate "bannock", a barley cake, with treacle ©r cheese; for 

wheaten bread was a rarity only to be enjoyed after gleaning 

in the harvest fields. They had meat,other then their own 

pork and bacon, only at Christinas when the sqiiire distributed 

it. (52) The evidence of the 1834 Poor Law Report is in 

agreement. T© a question asking whether the poor could 

subsist on their earnings, the authorities of Winterborne 

Kingston answered "Yes, such a family would probably kill 

two pigs in the year, the greater part of which they would 

consume themselves. Butchers^ meat'is seldom used by them. 

Bread, cheese, butter ezia potatoes with tea is their usual 

diet." (53) The Rev, John Davis of Cerne Abbas thought that 

they could subsist only if they could get potato ground 

cheaply, which was rarely possible; While the parish officers 

of Buckland Newton repied that the poor could subsist only 

with the help oi parish relief, Messrs Portman and Iliott, 

however, whose answer related to the Blandford division 

generally, thought that the poor could subsist and indeed 

could do better than in former times, (54) Possibly they 

had in mind Mr, Portman's extensive estates around Blandford, 

en which he had recently lowered the rents to enable the 

farmers to pay more generous wages, (55) 

In what has been eaid so far, the life of the 

labouring class has been viewed through the eyes of the well-

to-do, for there are few records from the poor themselees. 

There was, however, am anenymaus writer of Sturminster Newton 

whose status was plainly closer to that of the labourers 

than any of the writers to whom reference has just been made. 

50, Stevenson, op,cit,, p,454, 
51, Ibid,, p,452, 
52, M,Dacombe, op,cit,, pp. 35-36, 
53, Poor law Report 1834. Appendix B 2, pp.37f. 
54, . Ibid., pp.37f. 
55, Dorset County Chronicle. 3, 2, 1831. 



As eni. old. m&n he aescribed ho% in his youn& d&ys, the poor 

labourer worked from six in the morning until six at night 

and earned six shillings a week if he were single, and seven 

shillings if he were marriea. "Only think," he commented, "a 

man with s wife and a number of children to live on that 

small pitt&a^e." He added that in harvest-time the labourer 

coula rearn a little extra nhile his wife and children were 

allowed tb glean in the h&rvest fiela and the grain gathered 

in this wa^ was a gcusend, for it meant a gooa loaf of bread 

and barley cakes for the man's ainner in the field or the 

barn. The writer described also how the poor roaated and 

ground beans gathered by gleaning to use as an infusion 

instead of tea and coffee. (56) 

There mere some labourers who were more favourably 

placed; men who were in regular employment and who had good 

masters. One such man was Charles Warren whose handbill 

advertising for a wife was reported in'The Dorset County 
I) 

Chronicle in 1832. It ran thue: 

" Marnhull. July 1832. 

My family is as follows; the eldest boy is thirteen years 

old, the younger boy five years old and a girl eight years old. 

My house is my @wn and I have no rent to pqy. I have an acre 

@f potatoes, half blues and haJf white this year. My wife 

has been dead 12 months ago last Shroton fair. The children 

live with themselves in the daytime, but I am always with 

them at tight. I think that it would be oetter if there.was 

a woman to look after them both for the children and for myself, 

I have 6/- a week for my work and the bey 2/- a week and have 

constant employ. I want a steady woman between 30 and years 

old for a wife. I do not want a secend family. I want a 

woman to lock after the pigs while I am at work."(57) 

Warren was satisfied with his success in life and was confident 

that he was effering a geod business preposition. His case 

demonstrated that it was pessiole to rise abeve the poverty 

level but to do so meant that there was ne time left for the 

mere orthoaex methods of finding a wife. He was a man whose 

master thought him worth iceeping and perhaps in those days 

@f poverty there were women who thought he was worth marrying. 

56. Anon., Reminiscences of Sturminster Newton, p.l3,D.R.O. 
MH44. 

57. Dorset Count., Chronicle.23. 8. 1832. 



Chapter Six. 

A County in Transition. 

The fact that has emerged, most clearly from the 

preceding chapters is th&t the social and economic life of 

Dorset was changing, the growth of the population was 

perhaps the most striking change, although it was less rapid 

than in the country g.s a whole. No doubt the reason for 

this slower growth was that Dorset kad no great industrial 

cities to attract people. Nevertheless there was an increase 

of about 76^ between 1760 and 1834, and of 40% between 1801 

and 1831. An ezpansion on this scale must inevitably have 

caused great social pressure, (l) In Chapter I the population 

figures of the several districts of Dorset were distinguished 

and were related both to the area and the annual value of 

the land, (k) It was sh&wn that the population increase in 

the Weymouth Triangle was well above the average in the 

county. It waa slightly above the average in West Dorset, 

and slightly oelow in the Chalkland and the Heathland. In 

the Isle of Purbeck, the Vale of Blackmore and the Somerset 

Fringe, however, the increase was well below the average. 

It IS clear that population increase is a factor likely to 

have created social problems, but whether poverty was related 

to this cause in the period under review or whether a high 

rate of increase was associated with the districts of greater 

prosperity can only be determinea after a survey of the 

extent and distribution of poverty in the county. 

In Chapter II it wa& shown that there were considerable 

changes taking place on the land, which was slowly being 

redistributed to form larger farms. As the old, small leases 

fell in, they were not being re-granted as such but were put 

together to form larger farms. This made the landowner's 

estate more manageable and, in theory at least, seemed likely 

to encourage improvement. In practice, however, it often 

led to the land being farmed less productively , as the 

farmers regardea large flocks of sheep as the best farming 

method. There were ether reasons too: such as the low 

rents which enabled the inefficient tenant to survive* and 

the growing practice ©i granting short—term leases which 

1. See Chapter I abcve, pp^ff. 
2. See Chapter I above, pp.8ff. 



discouraged him from undertaking the kinds of imprevement 

that would n@t pay immediately. (3) The enclosures, als®, 

brought changes te the land. The area most affected was 

the chalkland and since this was an area of great estates, 

it was here too that most t& engrossing @f farms probably 

t*ek place. It appears that Dorset enclosures were often 

closely related to the latter, bein^ a tidying-up of remnants 

of common land left from an earlier age. In north and west 

Dorset, the enclosures were far fewer and were nearly all 

those of pasture commons. (4) It was pointed out that there 

was very little reason to suppose that the poor lost directly 

fram the enclosures but that, on the contrary, they may have 

profited from a more efficient use of the lend. (5) This 

is another problem which can only be resolved by examining the 

facts of poverty in the county. 

There was a considerable change in the methods of 

agriculture, especially after 1790 when the war-time prosperity 

made experiment worthwhile. Turnips and potatoes became an 

important: part of Dorset husbandry and threshing-machines 

and drills began to appear. (6) the potato unquestionably 

helped the poor man, but it was sometimes claimed that the 

threshing-machine ruined him. As a result of the changes in 

land-tenure and in agriculture^, the farmer himself was 

changing. The larger enclosed farms were rented by more 

business-like men, ready to introduce new methods and to 

borrow money from the bank to finance them. Moreover in 

order to meet their bank interest and the higher rents charged, 

on shorter l&ases, they were anxious to make large and speedy 

profits: a policy which was bound to lead to hardship for 

the labourers in their emplyy. (7) Three phases in the 

development of Dorset farming between 1760 and 1834 can be 

distinguished. First, a static phase in which returns were 

low and improvements few. The farmers were satisfied with 

little and, since their tents were low, were reluctant to 

learn new ways. Secondly,there was a period of great 

prosperity, beginning about 1795, as a result of the war. 

3. See Chapter II above, pp.14-15. 
4. See Chapter II above, pp.19-23. 
5. See Chapter II above, t. 
6. See Chapter III above, pp.31-34. 
7. See Chapter III above, pp.32-35. 
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Rapid changes toek place in agriculture and farmers borrowed 

money to capitaltee their land, pledging future prosperity 

to do so: a prosperity which came to a sudden end in 1813. 

Finally there was the post-war period of serious agricultural 

depression. Prices paid for produce were low and the farmer 

was in the hands of his creditors. The result was a crop 

of bankruptcies, and a drop in the wages paid and the growth 

ef unemployment. After 1823 there was an improvement in 

the agricultural prospects but this seems to have affected 

only arable farming; for dairying and sbeep^farming remained 

in a depressed state. (8) 

In Chapter IV it was seen that there was a similar 

pattern of development in the industrial side of Dorset life. 

Before the war, the industries were static andthe employment 

they offered relatively constant. During the war, there was 

a period ef boom, encouraged by war-time conditions and 

sometimes by the lack ef foreign competition. After the war, 

the economic climate became harsher. There was fierce 

competition from the more mechanised industries of the north 

and from areas ef better communications than existed in the 

wast country. It is clear from the 1834 Poor Law Report 

that the silk industry and butt on-making were both in a 

depressed state, ana it seems probable that this was also 

true ef stocking-making and glove-making. On the other hand 

the sail-making, rope and net industry of the western parts 

of the county seem to have weathered the storm mere successfully, 

Bridport, having access to the sea, was better placed to 

compete, especially in the sale of maritime goods. The stone 

and clay industries, producing materials of unusually good 

quality, soon recovered from the post-war depression. The 

growing popularity of Weymouth as a watering place seems to 

have helpea that area not only to maintain but also to increase 

its prosperity. (9) 

These facts suggest that after 1815 the Isle of 

Purbeck and the We/mouth Triangle were able to provide many 

with a livelihood ef a non-agricultural kind and that in 

West Dorset there was still a place for the industrial worker 

ana plenty @1 part—time work fior the women and children. 

Elsewhere, however, the picture was mere gloomy. Throughout 

8. See Chapter IV above, pp.34-35 
9. Gee Chapter IV above, pp.36ff. 

• \ 
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north, central and east Dorset the rural industries either 

stopped altogether or ceased to pay enough to make the work 

morthmhilej This disappearance, @r virtual disappearance, 

in many parts @f the county oi a vital supplement to the 

income of the labouring family ie probably a fact most 

relevant to this study. 

The purpose of this chapter has not been t@ draw 

firm conclusions but to suggest ccrtain possible reasons 

for poverty and distress which seem to arise ©ut ®f the 

facts surveyed in the preceding chapters. They are t© 

be regarded as a hypetheais based on a pr^iminary stu^y 

ana therefore they require^further consideration in the 

light of an examination of ether relevant evidence. 
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PARI TWO, 

The Adminigtration of the Poor laws in 

Derset between 1760 and 1834. 
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Chapter Seven. 
» 

The Relief ef Poverty. 

The fact ©f poverty in Dorset has been sufficiently 

established in the intreductery part ef this study. (1) The 

extent of this poverty and the probability that it was growing 

can be seen from the following figures shewing the expenditure 

©n the poor at various dates in the period. These figures 

are 6&ther those given in the parliamentary reports on poor-

law expenditure or are estimated from the limited number of 

parochial fig^re8 available. (2) 

Total Spent Spent for Spent for 

on poor. each £100 each CI00 

in 68. spent in spent in 

1760-1 1802-3 

1760-1 18,850 100 -

1775-6 24, 538 133 -

1782-5* 31,528 165 — 

1792-4*^ 38,250 204 -

1802-3 66,981 353 100 

1802-5* 89,584 475 134 

1822-5* 78,906 419 118 

1831-4* 89,221 473 133 

jf The figure given is the average of the three years, 

The 1602-3 figure represents an expenditure of £.58 per head 

01 the 1801 population. The expenditure per head in 1821 

was £.665 and in 1631 was £.568. (3) It must be remembered 

that the whole population of Dorset was not receiving parish 

relief and therefore, while figures tr.i of expenditure per 

head of the population are useful as an index ef poverty, they 

do not show the relief actually given to the pauper. The 

1, See Chapter V above. 
2, The figures for 1760-1 and 1792-4 are estimated from the 
available parish poor-books, in the first case from 27 
parishes, and in the second case from 28 parishes. The 
other figures are the county figures given in the returns 
to the House of Commons relating to the year or years statea 
published in the House of Commons papers. Full details of 
these will be found in the bibliography. 
3, These figures are based on the population figures given 
in the V.C.H.,Dorset Vol 2, pp.266-273, and the relevant 
reports on poor-law expenditure published by the House of 
Commons. 
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number @f these receiving relief in 1802-3 is given in the 

returns @f 1803-4 aa 19,646. (4) The pepulatien in 1801 was 

114,452, and thus (ignering^Ste slight increase in population 

between the two returns) one person in 5.85 was wholly or 

partially supported by the parish in 1802-3. (5) 

Besides the statutory system of poor relief other 

agencies contributed t© the alleviation ©g the poverty 

described above. Important among them were the charitable 

funds established by former generations, the subscriptions 

and donations of contemporaries and the organisations such 

aa friendly societies and penny clubs, which enabled the poor 

to make provision for their own needs in adversity. In 1833, 

according to Edward Boswell, (6) the charities of the rural 

parishes and smaller towns of Dorset yielded an income of 

about £2,000 per year and these of the larger towns about 

£1,500, These figures are of actual income in cash and to 

this must be added a considerable invisible income from 

schools, almshouses and other buildings. 

The rural charities included schools for the young, 

homes for the aged, funds for apprenticing boys and girls 

and more general funds to be used at the discretion of the 

trustees for the ordinary relief of the poor. There were 

twenty-seven educational charities providing ̂ achools such 

as the Free Endowed Grammar School at Bvershot which was 

supported by an estate worth £145 per year, (7) and the 

Mackreit School for fifty-two children at Sturminster Marshall, 

with an endowment of 236 per year. Another such school was 

the one at Teller Porcorum which was endowed with £21 a 

year ana took children not only from Toller Porcorum but 

also from Maiden Newton, Frome Vauchurch, Toller i'ratrum and 

Chilfrome. (8) The Mackrell School may have been larger than 

many ethers but it is a convenient example since its minute 

book survives. The school waa founded in 1799 by William 

Mackrell of Spettisbury. It was staffed by two mistresses 

4. Poor Returns^ 1802-3, H.ofC. 
dessicnal Papers, Vol,13, p7714-715r^ 

5. See Chapter XIX for a further discussion of poverty, 
6. E.Boswell, Civil Division of the Ccunty of Dorset. 

2nd Edition (1833), passim. 
7. Ibid., p.37. 
8. Bosweil, op.cit., pp.82-&3. 
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wh0 taught fifty-tno poor children selected by the church-

wardens and overseers of Sturminster Marshall, ^cys remained 

at school until thej wera thirteen years old and the girls 

until they were fifteen. The children mere taught to read 

and to recite their catechism. The girls also learned knitting. 

(9) There were thirteen charities which provided almeheuses 

or cottages for the aged poor. Occasionally the almshouse 

was a properly regulated one such as that at Milton Abbas 

which accomodated six widows; more often, however, it was 

unsupervised and consisted of one or more cottages, as at 

Broadwey and Netherbury. (10) fourteen charities provided 

funds for the apprenticing of poor children. In seme cases, 

as at Netherbury, the capital was invested and yielded an 

annual income to be used for this purpose. In ether cases, 

however, the capital itself was expended en paying premiums. 

This happened at Hilton, where &75 waa thus used. (11) The 

more general charities were often limited to specific groups 

among the poor such as the "second poor", the term applied 

to those not getting parish relief; or to the provision of seme 

specific article, such as bread or clothes. Sometimes the 

expenditure was entirely at the discretion of the trustees. 

There are many examples of charities of this kina since they 

were by far the commonest. At Bishop's Caundle 64.10.G a 

year was spent on clothes for the poor, and at Milborne St. 

Andrew 26.10.0 was likewise spent. At Buckland Newton, bread 

was given to the poor.(12) 

Most of the larger towns were well provided with 

charities of all kinds. Wimborne, for ezample, had three 

almshouses ana two cottages; a school at Pamphill and the 

Queen Elizabeth Free Grammar School in the town; and general 

charities yielding £53 a year. Blandford haa two schools, 

ariu almshouse and an income of &402 from the general charities. 

At Dorchester were Hardy's Free School, the Under-school for 

teaching reading, three almshouses for twenty-seven persons 

9. Mackrell School, Sturminster Marshall; Minute Book. 
10. Boswell. op.cit., pp.14, 52and 55ff. 
11. Ibid., p.42. 
12. Ibid., pp.l5,18and 52; and Bishop's Caundle Charity 

Book; Milborne St. Andrew Charity Book and Buckland 
Newton Incumbent's Book, (D.R.0.,ri@/IN2). 
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in all, and the "Hospital" which served the three parishes 

®f the town as a workhouse. The hospital was endowed with 

a fund yielding a year but most @f its income was 

contributed by the parishes, in proportion to the number ©f 

parishioners being supported by the institution. (13) 

These charities established by past generations were 

very unevenly spread through the parishes ef Dorset and were 

commonest where there had been wealthy families in residence. 

Likewise it was the presence ef a resident squire or a well-

to-do clergyman, merchant or farmer that determined whether 

there would be gifts ef feed, fuel and meney t@ help the poor 

In times ef hardship. Innumerable examples @f such gifts 

are recorded in the pages of the local newspapers. Such 

benefactions, however, while easing the let ef the poor, 

especially in times of crisis, were toe spasmodic and too 

localised to overcome the problem ef poverty. In many villages, 

the squire regularly gave food - especially meat - to the 

peer at Christmaa, Joseph Daubeny Zsq. ef Ibberten gave 

twenty pounds of beef and a peck of peas to the peer ef the 

parish at Christmas 1805. (14) At Evershet, during the 

previous winter, George Denisthorpe Esq. had given two fat 

bullocks and a considerable quantity of peas as we&l as weekly 

gifts of 8@up and wood to the poer. (15) la the winter of 

1630-31, Mr. John Sridge of Piddletrenthida gave his "usual 

annual gift of Beef" and also rugs and blankets "during the 

recent cold weather". (16) 

Farmers, toe, sometimes geve generously to the pgor. 

There was the custom of selling grain cheaply to their own 

labourers (17), but this should perhaps be considered aa 

a part of the weekly wage. In some &pall parishes, such as 

Poxwell and Winterborne Monkten, where the whole of the parish 

was in the hands of a single farmer, private arrangements ef 

this kind took the place of the statutory system of relief. 

The poor-books of these two small parishes show that the money 

13. Beswell, ep.cit., pp. 5ffy 26ff and 89ff; and Anon. 
Notes on Dorchester Charities, passim and esp.p.1-5. 
(D.R.O., M.0.10, 448.) 

14. Sherborne Mercury, 3 - 2 - 1606. 
15. IbidT, ll"-2- 1805. 

16. Dorset County Chronicle. 10 - 2 - 1831. 
17. See page 49 above. 

64 



r&isea by the poor-rate was rarely used except for the 

payments ef ceunty rates and in the occasional remeval case.(18) 

The local newspapers occasionally give accounts ef singular 

generwau&ity shewn by individual farmers. Thus in 1800, ©ne 

farmer, mh@ during the scarcity @f grain a few years before 

had 8@ld his wheat to the p@or at 9/- per bushel at a time ' 

when other farmers were receiving a higher price in the markets, 

was letting small pieces ©f land to the peer and giving them 

the meney with which t© buy the seed, (19) 

The form of charity most frequently practised in the 

towns seems to have been the raising ©f subscriptions t© 

relieve the peer. " The Sherberne Mercury " reported in 1800 (20) 

that such a subscription had been raised at Peole to import 

7,000 quarters ef wheat to be made into bread and sold t© 

the peer at a reduced price, Semetimes an eccasien ef public 

rejoicing was celebrated in this wey. Thus, At Blandf©rd, a 

public meeting held in the tewn t@ arrange the celebrations 

to mark the passing ef the 1832 Hef@rm Bill, decided that 

instead ef illuminating the tewn, they weuld raise a subscription 

for the peor. Mr, S.B.Pertman headed the list with a gift ef 

620, (21) and it is likely that the proposal was his; for he 

was a man deeply concerned about the state ef the peor. 

Clesely related to these subscriptiehs raised to help 

the poor living in the neighbourheod, were the Mendicity 

Societies which relieved the "trampers* whe wandered about 

in search @f work. These societies were supported by voluntary 

gifts and offered relief te the bena-fide peor travellerV^ The -

Dorchester Society gave relief consisting of a quarter ef a 

quartern loaf, a quart.er of a pound ef cheese and ©ne pint of 

table beer, as well as lodging for the night with "the comfertg 

©I the fireside". (22) There were at least three ef these 

societies in the county - at Dorchester (23), at Sherborne (24) 

and at Shaftesbury (25). The Dorchester Society gave relief 

18. Poor Books oi Poxwell and Winterberne Monkton, passim. 
19. Sherborne Mercury, 11 - 7 - 1800, 
20. Ibid., 21 - 7 - 1800. 
21. Dorset County Chronicle. 21 - 6 - 1832. 
22. Salisbury and Winchester Journal. 21 - 1 - 1822. 
23. Dorset County ChrenicleT? - 5 - 1829. 
24. Ibid., 17 - 10 - 1833. 
25. Salisbury and Winchester Journal. 19 - 1 - 1829. 
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to 14,407 persons between 1820, the year cf its foundation, 

and 1832. In the same period it discovered 147 impostors, 

who were punished as v&grcats. It is interesting to note 

th&t the number of imposters applying to the society rapidly 

declined efter the first yeer of its existence. Those 

punished in 1820 and 1821 numbered thirty-eight cn^ twenty 

respectively. After 1821, however, the number of impostors 

only once exceeded ten. (26) It may be supposed that the 

society had gained a reputation for astuteness. 

The second way of relieving poverty was to enable 

the poor to help themselves and,in Uerset^griendly Societies, 

penny clubs and savings banks were founded and encouraged te 

this end. Closely related to these enterprises, were the 

beginnings of trade unionism but these were different since 

they aimed to remove poverty, rather than to mitigate its 

effects. They are not, therefore, relevant at this point. 

Okeden, in his report to the 1834 Peer(law Commission, said 

"Dorsetshire abounds with friendly clubs or societies". He 

considered that the great success of this mevement was due 

to the almost universal practice in the parishes of net taking 

friendly society payments into account when assessing parish 

relief for the family. He knew of only ten or twelve cases 

where this rule was not applied. (27) It is clear that 

without this cuatcm the friendly society movement would have 

made ne progress; for if each benefitfrom the society resulted 

in an equal deduction by the parish, the contributions would 

have been worthless. The first known friendly societies,in 

Dorset were founded in Shaftesbury in 1748, and at Wlmborne 

Minster ana Blandford i'orum in 1755. After 1755, the movement 

spread slowly into the smaller towns and one or two larger 

villages. It had not, however, made much headway before the 

registration of friendly societies with the quarter sessions 

began in 1724; for only twelve societies having a date of 

ioundation earlier than that year were subsequently registered,(28) 

(there may have been ethers which were not registered; as it 

was not until 1812 that a Blandford society, founded in 

1755, was registered.) 

26. Dorset County Chronicle^ 7 - 11 - 1833. 
27. Poor law Report. 1634. Appendix A, p.13. 
28. Dates and figures from Minute Books of Dorset Quarter 

Sessions, 1794, 17%9, 1601, 1803, 1806, 1808 and 1812. 
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In 1793, "Roses Act" regulated and gave legal status 

to those friendly societies which suomitted their rules t# 

the quarter sessions @f the c@untj and received its confirmation. 

(29) Prom this time onwards there was a rapid growth in the 

numbers @f Dorset societies. The first registrations took 

plave in 1794 and between that date and 1819 when a new Act 

of Parliament was passed, thirty-seven new societies were 

established. (30) The new Act, 59 George III c.128, required 

the justices t@ ascertain that the financial basis of the 

society was sound, before approving the society. It also 

authorised the quarter sessions to delegate the investigation 

to committees of net less than three justices. (31) In 

1821, the Dorset Quarter Sessions made its own rules for the 

Implementation of George III c.l28. It would net approve 

any friendly society with less than fifty members and it 

required to see a full list of the names, occupations and 

ageJ of the ©embers. Further it required to see a table 

setting forth the contributions and proposed benefits and to 

be given the names and the actuaries to whose professional 

judgement the table was to be submitted. (32) In 1827, the 

sessions resolved that it would receive no friendly society 

rules for filing and approval, unless they had already been 

approved and signed by the justices of the divisifn of the 

county in which the society proposed tft function. (33) It 

was after the 1819 Act that the most rapid growth of the friendly 

societies took place in the county. Between 1820 and 1834 

fifty-nine societies came into existence, many of them in 

rural areas, (34) 

The character of these societies an^the benefits 

they offered can be illustrated by the one which was founded 

at Beaminster in 1762. All parishioners under thirty years 

©f age might be admitted end on â attssion had to paywiMtrance fee 

of 3/- plus their first regular contribution of 1/- In 

sickness a member received 6/- a week for the first month and 

29. Report of Select Committee on Briendlv Societies. 1825 
pp.323-4 •" -

30. Minute Books of Dorset quarter Sessions 1794-1819,passim. 
31. Report..,on Friendly Societies. 1825, pp.326-7. 
32. Minute Book of Dorset Q.8. Vol.7,f.111. 
33. Ibid., Vol 8, f.3. 
34. Ibid., 1820-1834,passim. 
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then 4/- a week fer up t@ eighteen menths. At the age ef 

sixty-three, he received a pension ©f 2/- a week until he was 

seventy and thereafter 2/6 a week fer life. When he died the 

society paid towards his funeral expenses and to cever 

this all the ether members paid threepence into the cemmen 

fund. Besides the systanef insurance* the friendly society 

#ffered te its members the secial pleasure @f regular club 

meetings, and at Beaminster they were h&ld every six weeks. 

There was also an^ annual precession and dinner and in the 

case of the Beaminster Society, this t*ok place en. the 

Friday before Trinity Sunday. (35) It is probable that the 

satisfaction ef belonging te a seciety with meetings limited 

te members, ana with its ewn rules and club emblems, gave 

te the peor man a sense ef dignity which counted f@r aa much 

as the material benefits offered. It gave to him experience 

ef werking together for the cemmon good and in organising 

his ewn affairs; experience which doubtless contributed te the; 

emergence ef rural trade unions after 1630. 

Most of the friendly societies were small and therefore 

financially precarious. In 1802-3 there were thirty-seven 

societies in the county with 3,759 members, (36) that is with 

an average membership of about one hundred. Thus most of 

these Dorset societies must have been considerably smaller 

than the size recommended by the 1825 Select Committee, which 

proposed a minimum membership of twe-hundred members. (37) 

Some gentry were aware of this financial hazard and to avoid 

this proposed the establishment of "The Friendly Society- of 

the County oi Dorset." At the July meeting @f the Dorset 

y^erter Sessions, in 1826, a ^ao i^al wac put forward that 

a county friendly society shoulu uc established which by 

virtue of its size end of its management by more experienced 

men, such as a group of interested gentry and clergy, would 

offer the poor contributor comjlete cecurity. This scheme was 

based on one pro/osed elsewhere by the Rev.Thomas Becher and 

seems to have been put forwsrd by Mr. 3.2.P@rtman of 

^ryanston (3c^. The proposal w^s approved by the other 

35. R.Hine, Friendly aecietie 
36. Angwers and Return8l803-4 
37. Report, 

^ D.%. 49, pp.115-118. 
vol.13, pp.714-715. 

on Friendly Societies.1825.n.liA. 
38. Dorset County Chronicle.28 - 12 - 1826. 
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justices and a cemmittee was set u^ to launch the new 

venture. (39) The new society proposed to give relief in 

cases of sickness, accident or infirmity. It was to be open 

to all Dorset men and women between fifteen and fifty-#&ee 

years of age. (40) Initially the society was to have eight 

local branches, each with its own local cemmittee, sectetary, 

surgeon, visiters, stewards and s@ on. Other branches would 

be founded as soon as fifty members had been enrelled, or 

an existing friendly society of that number @f members wished 

te merge with the larger and safer socie&y. (41) 

The first meeting to launch the society was reported 

in'the-Derset Ceunty Chronicle" on the 20th @f July 1826, 

but the response dees not seem te have been as great as 

expected. "The limes" of the 31st of August reperted that 

a speaker at a meeting of farmers held at Stalbridge had 

cemmented that little interest was being shewn in the new 

friendly society. At the end @f 1826, however, another 

attempt was made to get the new venture established. Mr. 

Portman and Mr. Okeden advocated the founding of the new 

society and a committeee of management under Mr. Portman 

was set up. (42) The Dorset Friendly Society was formed 

eventually but it does not seem to have achieved what was 

probably its purpose - to replace the small,\ weak societies 

by one far more secure. Perhaps the labourers, not appreciating 

the financial arguments, feareu to lose their independence 

by merging and saw the new venture simply as a move en the 

part 01 the gfentry to intrude into their private concerns. 

If so, it suggests that the labouring class was already 

losing its trust in the leaders of local society; an;, attitude 

which helped to produce the events of 1830. 

Another project promoted by Portman was the "penny 

club". He established these clubs in all the villages where 

his estates lay. The labourers were encouraged to save by 

putting a few pennies in the club whenever ^he colleetor 

came round. The pennies put in by each person were totalled 

up at the end of the year and Mr, Portman doubled the amount 

in each account. (43) The "penny clubs" spread far beyond 

39. On whole paragraph; Minute Book of q.8.Vol.8,f.348. 
40. Dorset Friendly Society kules D.C.M.Chest 2. 
41. Dorset County Chronicle. 20 - 7 - 1826;& 28 - 12 - 1826 
42. The Times 1 - 1 -
43. Dorset County Chronicle. 3 - 2 - 1831, 
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Pertman's estates and there is a repert ©f ®ne at Stalbridge 

where the centributiens ef the peer were augmented by a 

public subscription and the fund was used te buy clethes f©r 

the children. (44) In 1834, Okeden cemgented favourably 

en these clubs which he said were usually intended te assist 

in purchasing clethes ®r fuel. He thought that the peer 

greatly prefered help given in this concealed way te direct 

charity, (45) and, mereever, it gave them a sense ef deing 

something fer themselves, 

Anether agency through which the poor might help 

themselves was the savings bank movement. Between 1817 and 

1&35 eleven such banks were established in the main towns 

of the county. It is impossible te say hew many, if any, of 

the peer were able to make use of them, but they seem to have 

had many small accounts. The Dorchester Bank in 1824 had 

651 deposits and of these 277 were under £20, 191 were under 

§50 ana 103 under 2100.(46) It seems probable that these who 
{ 

beneiitea most from the savings banks were those whh were 

just above the poverty line, because their savings would 

"keep them off the parish" in hard times. 

Charities of the past and of the present; centributions 

and benefits; savings and subsidies; all these added together 

did not involve mere than a few thousand pounds every year 

and therefore played a very manor part in solving,the problem 

of poverty. Under the statutory system of peer relief, however, 

a sum between 675,000 and #120^000 was expended in each year 

after 1800 for which figures are avai^ble. The foundation 

ef the eld peer law was the statute (43 and 44 Bliz.c.2y of 

1601. (47) It placed the prime responsibility for the care of 

the poor en the parish - the only course possible at that time 

since the state haa robbed the church ef its capacity to 

Undertake the task, and was itself too immature to perform it, 

The Act required "that the churchwardens ef every parish and 

four, three or two substantial householders there.,., to be 

nominated yearly in Easter week under the hand and seal ef 

two or mere justices of the peace in the same county,,,.shall 

44, Dorset County Chronicle.27- t - 1631. 
45. Poor Law Report 1634, Appenaix A, p.20, 
46, Sherborne Journal. 17, 12. 1824. 
47. Statute 43 end 44 Eliz, I c.2, cited from Bland, Brewn 

ana Ta%ney, ^n^lish Economic documents , pp.380-1 
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be called overseers of the poor they or the gre&ter 

pert of them shall tcke order from time to time, by and with 

thp consent of two or mere such justices of the peace for 

setting to work cf the children of all such whose parents 

shall not be theught able tc keep and maintain their 

children; and also for setting to work all such persons.... 

having no means t@ maintain them, (or) use no ordinary and 

daily trad&to get their living by; and else to raise weekly 

or otherwise by taxation of every inhabitant, parson, vicar 

and other any occupier ef lands, houses, tithes impropriate 

and proprietions of tithes, coal mines or saleable underwoods 

in the said parish such competent sum and sums of money as 

they shall think fit, a convenient stock of flax, hemp, wool 

thread, iron and other necessary ware and stuff to set the 

poor @n work, and also cempetent sums @f money for and towards 

the necessary relief ef the lame, impotent, old, blind and 

such other among them being poor ana able to work, and 

also for putting out of such children to be apprentices, 

which said churchwardens and overseers, or such of them as 

shall not be let by sicknesser other just excuse shall 

meet together at least once every month in the church of the 

said parish to consider of some good course to be taken and 

of seme meet order to be set down in the premises " 

The work ef the overseer, then, was to lev^ a rate 

on all the property in the parish and to use it to relieve 

the poor of the parish. A threefold approach was intended: 

work,was to be provided for the unemployed; maintenance and 

education was to be provided the children @f the poor by 

apprenticeshipjand relief was to be given to those who by 

reason of age, infirmity o^ affliction were unable to work. 

The "Settlement Act" ef 1662 (22 Oar.II c.l2) added to these 

duties that of protecting the parish from those who had no 

claims to its support. The 1601 statute was frequently 

amended by Parliament, ana even more frequently and fundamentally 

in the process of administration. The Webbs put it thus: 

"Between the statute book and the actual administration of 

the parish officers there was, in the eighteenth century, 

normally only a casual connection."(48) Dr. Marshall has 

recently made the same point when she wrote: " To understand 

the Old Poor Law it is necessary to concentrate en administration 

48. 8. & B. Webb, English Peer Law History. Vol.I, p.143, 
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rather than legislation."(49) It is intended to fellew this 

precept and to avoid the temptation to write a legal histery 

ef the p@or law between 1760 and 18J4. This has been done by 

ether writers (50) and the legal aspect was exactly the same 

in Derset as in ether parts @f the country. It is intended 

te descdbe the machinery ef administration and the administratien 

itself, as it was in Derset, ana to refer to the iGgal position 

©nly ini.tp far as it illuminates the administrative practice. 

The normal administrative unit ef the peer-law system 

Gf relief was the parish, although occasionally parts of 

parishes or, more rarely, uniens of parishes were the unit. 

Within this unit the administrator of the system was the overseer 

of the poor, whose authority.was limited by the parish vestry 

and the magistrates. In a few parishes the functions of the 

overseers were taken over, to some degree, by a committee 

ef guardians of the poor or by a salaried assistant overseer. 

By the eighteenth century the original policy of the 1601 Act, 

summarised above, was submerged in3, comprehensive system of 

relief. The poor expected, as ef right, t© receive relief in 

money or in kind whenever they were sick, unemployed, burdened 

with toe many children or underpaid. Sometimes the parish 

gave this relief through the workhouse but mere eften it was 

disbursed to the paupers in their own hemes, the latter frequently 

provided by the parish. If the pauper was unemployed the 

parish occasionally set him up in business and when he died the 

parish paid his funeral expenses. If a woman was deserted by 

her husband, the overseer had to seek him out. If a woman 

had an illegitimate child, the overseer had to seek out the 

father and force him to support the child. If a stranger who 

seemed unlikely to be able to support himself came to the 

parish, the overseer had to hasten him on his way. 

It is not surprising that the office of overseer was 

an unpopular one, for the officer's time was filled by parish 

affairs, and he was disliked by the peer if he gave tee little; 

and distrusted by his fellow ratepayers if he gave toe much. 

49. D.Warshall, The Old Peer law. Econ.Hist.Revi 
vol.8, 1957-6, p.38. ~ " 

50. Cf. among others: Tate, The Parish Chest: 
Aschrett and Preston-Thomas, The English Poor Law jystem: 
Nicholls, History of the English'Voor Law. 

72 


