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•CHAPTER 11• 

 

 

The Merchant Prince 
 

 
STATE OF THE MARKETS 

 

Doleful o‘ertook his friend the other day, 

And with his doleful tales beguiled the way: 

Nothing was ―stiffening – rising – up‖ – he said, 

But all was ―drooping – falling – flat – down – dead.‖ 

At length a most desponding theme he got on, 

Lamenting bitterly the fate of cotton. 

―Aye: aye!‖ says Cheerly, with complacent phiz, 

―Cottons is fell, for sure – but rums is riz.‖ 

 
 The Merchant Philanthropist. 

 

Adam and his siblings were left independently wealthy after their 

grandmother‘s death in 1801. Thomas Hodgson‘s will also left what remained of his 

estate to his younger children. Isaac Hodgson would not benefit from either unless 

he agreed to share his father‘s marriage settlement with his siblings. He elected not 

to do so and invested his capital in the Hodgson mills and later in the Greg cotton 

business. Adam Hodgson is also supposed to have begun working with Greg & Co 

but by 1813, at the age of 24, he had joined the firm of William and Richard 

Rathbone in Liverpool. He may have joined them earlier than this. At an 

anniversary dinner of the Liverpool Bible Society in 1860, Adam Hodgson revealed 

that he was present at its inaugural meeting on March 15th 1811.1 He was soon 

playing a prominent role and at the second anniversary meeting he was elected to 

the committee.2 The society was a branch of the British and Foreign Bible Society 

formed in 1804; prominent early members included Granville Sharp, William 

Wilberforce and Henry Thornton members of ―the Saints.‖ Thus Adam Hodgson 

was an Evangelical Christian in the mould of Wilberforce and Sharpe. The 

Evangelical movement was then a powerful force in both the established and 

dissenting church and continued so for the next forty years. Edward Stanley the 

twelfth Earl of Derby was a prominent patron, as was his son Edward Smith 

Stanley; men who later provided Adam Hodgson with powerful connections.  
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The society was pan-evangelical uniting Christians of all denominations 

(except Catholics, of course); two committee members elected in 1813 were 

William Rathbone, a Unitarian, and Isaac Hadwen, a Quaker.2 Hadwen had met 

Clarkson on his visit to Liverpool twenty five years before. Other prominent 

members included, Charles Horsfall, Rev. John Yates and Rev. Robert Pedder 

Buddicom. Buddicom was rector of St George‘s, Everton, the Church at which 

Adam Hodgson worshipped. Built by Act of Parliament the foundation stone was 

laid in April 1813 and Buddicom became the new ñchaplain to the proprietors.ò He 

was the son of Robert Buddicom, a major shareholder in the church. Its unusual 

cast-iron framework elevates it today to grade 1 listed building status.3 

In 1815 Isaac Cooke, cotton broker, and John Gladstone, the Father of William 

Ewart Gladstone, joined the committee of the Liverpool Bible Society.4 John 

Gladstone, another Anglican evangelical, and wealthy merchant in the American 

trade in grain and tobacco, started out in Liverpool in partnership with Edgar Corrie 

who wrote to Lord Liverpool commending the enlightened views of Thomas 

Hodgson on the ‗African Trade‘.5 John Gladstone became president in 1819 and 

James Cropper, treasurer.6 Much of Gladstone‘s money was in the West Indian 

sugar and cotton trades and in West Indian slave estates and he was a vociferous 

opponent of a revived society of abolitionists in Liverpool. A ladies committee was 

established in May 1817 and prominent members included Mrs. and Miss Cropper, 

the Mrs Rathbone, and Mrs. Buddicom.7  

When Adam Hodgson joined William and Richard Rathbone they were selling 

a great variety of goods, including cotton, rice, tobacco, pot and pearl ashes, sugar, 

camwood, elephants teeth and palm oil.8 William Rathbone V married Elizabeth 

Greg, daughter of Samuel Greg, in 1812, and became Adam Hodgson‘s cousin. 

Rathbone‘s father William Rathbone IV was a Quaker disowned by the Hardshaw 

Meeting for professing doctrines contrary to the faith; in particular his views on 

Irish Catholicism. Thereafter he worshipped at the Benn Street Unitarian Chapel 

and his son became a committed Unitarian. William Rathbone IV was the son of 

William Rathbone III, one of the first to be associated with the Currie and Roscoe 

abolitionist circle.9 The firm began to specialize in the American trade with a fleet 

of fast vessels to reduce the time to market as each season opened. By 1815 they 

were awaiting the ratification of a treaty with the United States to conclude the War 

of 1812. However, ratification of the Treaty of Ghent and the defeat of Napoleon at 

Waterloo on June 18th 1815 lead not to economic prosperity but to slump; a 

‗revulsion from war to peace‘. Blame was heaped on the increasing use of machines 

and there was an upsurge in sabotage. The socialist Robert Owen calculated that, in 

a population of 17 million, the labour of 200 million people had been superseded by 

mechanization.10 

Liverpool, the primary artery for the imports and exports of the North West, 

was not spared and there was considerable distress during 1816. A loan was raised 

by the Dock Trustees to employ large numbers on public works to reduce the 

burden on the Parish rates.11 By issuing £20,000 of bonds, redeemable at five years, 

work was found for 2000 people. On the Committee were William Rathbone, James  
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St George‘s Church Everton. 

 

Cropper and Robert Benson. Notable contributors to the fund were John Gladstone, 

William Ewart, James Cropper; and William and Richard Rathbone. Rathbone, 

Hodgson & Co. gave £400 pounds.12 The result was Prince‘s Dock, opened in 1821, 

having cost an enormous £600,000, amid allegations of mismanagement by the 

Dock Surveyor, John Foster.13 

In April 1818 James Cropper established an Auxiliary Branch of the Hibernian 

Society to distribute bibles and found schools in Ireland.14 The Hibernian Society 

was a pan-evangelical protestant organization of the second reformation established 
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in 1806 which aimed to solve Ireland‘s problems, following the insurrections of 

1798 and the rise of Daniel O‘Connell, by converting the Catholics of Ireland en 

masse to the protestant faith.15 On the committee were James Cropper, Robert 

Benson, John Gladstone, Adam Hodgson, Isaac Hadwen and the Reverend John 

Yates. After a capacity meeting in 1826 the Liverpool Mercury took issue with 

them.16 ―So far, é as the Auxiliary Hibernian Society has the real interests of 

Ireland at heart, so far we approve é but we édoubt the policy and liberality of 

some of the observations made é which, to speak of it in the mildest terms is 

illiberal, injudicious and ill calculated to promote the end which the speakers have 

at heart.‖ They stood accused of Quixotism in wishing to convert the whole of 

Ireland to protestantism and the chairman, Buddicom, was criticized for 

characterizing the faith of 5 or 6 million Irishmen as the ―most debasing and 

degrading superstition.ò 

On his return from North America Adam Hodgson became involved in further 

philanthropy. In September 1821 The Seaman‘s Friend and Bethel Union was 

established to promote the welfare of seamen and their families.17 Adam Hodgson 

became treasurer and Sir John Tobin and James Cropper vice presidents. By May 

1822 they had bought, for £940, the Ship, William, 447 tons, and fitted it out as a 

floating chapel in Salthouse Dock.18 About a thousand people attended the inaugural 

service but at the annual meeting in the Music Hall in October Adam Hodgson 

revealed they were in £800 debt.19 By 1823 Hodgson reported they had approved a 

number lodgings for seamen, each provided with a library. A Sunday school had 

been established for 160 boys and a day school for 170 and they were contemplating 

forming a Seaman‘s bank. Expenditure was running ahead of donations and the 

treasurer ñlooked to the support of all who desired the best interests of their fellow 

men.ò20   

It is curious to find Cropper, Hodgson and Rathbone, who were already active 

abolitionists, in the company of men like Gladstone and Tobin. Tobin, had been a 

slave captain, and married Sarah Aspinall, the daughter of James Aspinall, another 

prominent slave trader. Tobin continued in the legitimate African trade after 1807, 

particularly palm oil from Calabar for the growing lubricants market and for soap 

and candles. Together they were part of a prominent Liverpool Tory elite associated 

with Robert Canning andWilliam Huskisson.21 
Adam Hodgson also became involved in establishing the Lancashire Female 

Refuge about 1823/4 – following visits to Liverpool by the Quaker Elizabeth Fry 

who had formed the ñAssociation for the Reformation of the Female Prisoners in 

Newgate.ò In the ñninth monthò of 1818 Elizabeth Fry and her brother attended the 

Annual Scottish Friends meeting, toured many Friend‘s meeting houses and visited 

numerous prisons – recalling Adam Hodgson‘s activities in America.22 Returning 

from Scotland she visited Liverpool; ―At Liverpool was the next meeting we 

attended, it was a large public one, and so it has been in many places. I deeply felt 

it, I hardly dared to raise my eyes because of the feathers and ribbons before meéò 

Elizabeth Fry stayed with the Benson family and was invited by Lady Derby to visit 

Knowsley Hall where more than thirty family and guests gathered to meet her.  
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In 1820 Elizabeth Fry again toured northern prisons, including Lancaster and 

Liverpool and in each place attempted to found a ladies committee to visit female 

prisoners. The third meeting of her Ladies British Society for Promoting the 

Reformation of Female Prisoners in 1824 heard that in Liverpool a Female Refuge 

had been founded.22 Adam Hodgson subsequently played a prominent role in the 

institution. The society 23, 24 aimed at the reception and reform of people liberated 

from prison but its work was limited to reform of women. Rev. James John Hornby 

was on the committee and would have met Elizabeth Fry at Knowsley. He was 

Rector of Winick, the richest rectory in the kingdom, and married to the Honorable 

Lucy, sister of the Earl of Derby, patron of the living.  

Not everyone was sympathetic to the activities of these ñsaintsò; the Tory 

magazine, Blackwood‘s railed;25ñIn late years, religious societies have been 

established throughout the nation. Every county is ... accurately divided into 

districts, and placed under the operation of Bible Societies, Foreign Missionary 

Societies, Home Missionary Societies, Bethel Societies, Societies for the Conversion 

of the Jews, and we know not how many others beside. These societies are divided 

into branch and parent ones and then again into lady and children ones, as well as 

those which comprehend the men...Every society has its committee, its treasurer 

collectors... the provincial leaders of the whole and the grand national leaders of all 

these innumerable societies are the body of which we are speaking - the Wilberforce 

party.‖ 

 

Slavery Abolition Revived. 
 

Adam Hodgson was, with James cropper, an annual subscriber from 1814 until 

at least 1822 to the African Institution founded in 1807 following the abolition of 

the slave trade to continue pressure for abolition and to undertake the task of 

civilizing Africa and supporting the Sierra Leone colony.26 The African Institution 

had some limited success promoting legislation for the registration of slaves to 

prevent clandestine importation. 

About this time James Cropper began the activities, which placed him at the 

forefront of the Slavery Abolition movement. Cropper was a wealthy Quaker 

merchant and philanthropist, born at Winstanley, in Lancashire.27 He left home at 

seventeen to become apprenticed to the Rathbone brothers, before establishing his 

own house with Thomas Benson — Cropper, Benson & Co. In 1796 he married 

Mary Brinsmead and had two sons, John and Edward, and a daughter, Eliza, who 

married the Quaker philanthropist Joseph Sturge of Birmingham. In 1818 he was 

involved in founding the Liverpool East India Association which urged the opening 

up of trade to the East and the equalization of duties between the East and West 

Indies. In a series of letters on the sugar duties, including an open letter to 

Wilberforce,28 he argued that while unequal duties existed there was no prospect 

that slavery would die a natural death or that the trade in slaves would cease.  

James Cropper had for some time been holding abolitionist meetings at his son 

Edward‘s house in Rodney Street. The official formation of the Liverpool Society 
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for Promoting the Abolition of Slavery took place in December 1822 and in March 

1823 they published a pamphlet on their aims naming William Roscoe as President 

and Isaac Hodgson as Secretary.29 Cropper‘s initiative led to the formation in 

January 1823 of The London Society for Mitigating and Gradually Abolishing the 

State of Slavery throughout the British Dominions. Its members included William 

Wilberforce and Zachary Macaulay29 and both Cropper and Benson were committee 

members. The Liverpool Society organized propaganda in the north of England, 

Ireland and the U.S.A., no doubt because of their extensive trade contacts. 

Cropper‘s views on abolition were distinctive; the inhumanity of the institution was 

taken as read, and he stressed the economic impolicy of slavery. In 1823 Adam 

Hodgson developed this theme in a pamphlet; Letter to M. Jean-Baptiste Say on the 

Comparative Expense of Slave and Free Labour.30 

ñLetter to Sayò was enthusiastically reviewed in the Mercury along with 

Roscoe‘s work on Penal Jurisprudence. In ñLetter to Sayò Hodgson maintained that 

an analysis of the relative cost of the two systems, showed that free labour was 25% 

cheaper than slave labour. He asserted that, ―the slave labour of the west must fall, 

when brought into competition with the free labour of the east...  And having a near 

view of slavery in the united States of America, having seen the dark aspect which it 

assumes... ... I rejoice ... in the conclusion, that the same measures, - the mitigation 

and gradual abolition of slavery, - which are best calculated to avert a crisis which 

it is impossible to contemplate without dismay, are precisely those which, ...are 

most adapted to promote the immediate interest of the planters, by diminishing the 

expenses, and increasing the produce of their estates.ò 

 The Mercury had no hesitation in recommending a work; ―the object of which 

is its proudest eulogy; .... which will achieve another laurel for our native town;.‖31 

By May petitions to parliament were being raised across the country calling for 

the gradual abolition of slavery and the equalisation of the sugar duties. Liverpool‘s 

MP, Huskisson presented the Liverpool society‘s petition32 arguing that measures 

adopted by the Legislature had not produced satisfactory results and praying for a 

more efficient plan for abolition in British Dominions. Fowell Buxton presented a 

motion on slavery at the request of Wilberforce. Their objective was not a rapid or 

sudden extinction of slavery, but the adoption of measures which would qualify the 

Negroes for the eventual enjoyment, by slow degrees, of rational freedom; proposals 

included a day for religious instruction, freedom for the children of slaves, and 

abolition of the cart whip. His motion proposed that; the state of slavery was 

repugnant to the British constitution, and the Christian religion, and ought to be 

abolished gradually throughout the Colonies, as speedily as was consistent with the 

well-being of all parties. 

Canning, the Foreign Secretary, arguing that neither Christianity nor the 

constitution forbade slavery, moved that it was expedient to adopt effectual 

measures to meliorate the condition of the slaves to prepare them for participation in 

the civil rights and privileges of other British subjects ―at the earliest period which 

shall be compatible with the well-being of the Slaves themselves, with the safety of 

the colonies, and with a fair and equitable consideration of the interests of private 

property.‖ Brougham said he would not oppose the amendment but plainly saw that 
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nothing would be done. Buxton withdrew and Canning‘s resolution passed nem. 

con.  

There followed an alarming Negro insurrection in Demerara and many pointed 

fingers at recent agitation as the cause.33 On August 19th the lieutenant governor of 

Demerara and Esquebo declared martial law, called on colonists to join the George 

Town militia and ordered all slaves confined to their plantations. The slaves on 

several plantations on the east coast, armed with cutlasses and bayonets fixed on 

poles, but few firearms, had risen and placed their overseers in confinement but with 

little loss of life. The 21st Fusiliers and the 1st West India Regiment suppressed the 

rebellion following skirmishes at several plantations. The militia met a party of 

rebels at Elizabeth Hall plantation killing about forty. At Plantation Batchelor‘s 

Adventure the 21st Fusiliers and militia dispersed over 1000 rebels killing seven or 

eight. Later they met two even larger parties and killed perhaps 150. According to 

some, the rebels had heard that King George had ordered manumission which had 

been withheld by the governor and planters. Some said the slaves were influenced 

by ñMethodistò ministers. The principal estates involved were those of Rogers and 

Hopkinson,ñthe most pampered and indulged people in all the countryò, along with 

Plantation Resouvenir, and Plantation Success belonging to John Gladstone.  

Following the revolt large numbers of rebels were tried and executed. In addition 

Smith, a minister for the London Missionary Society, whose chapel was close to 

Gladstone‘s estate, was tried for incitement and failing to report his prior 

knowledge. He was sentenced to death under martial law but died in prison before a 

royal reprieve arrived. The trial of Smith and the accusations of the planters that 

missionaries had been fomenting revolt caused considerable anger. 

Cropper, unhappy with the Canning resolutions, began planning a national tour 

by a representative of the society.28 In November he published his economic 

arguments and promoted equalisation of duties between East and West India sugars 

in a letter to the Mercury.34 This drew attacks from Thomas Fletcher and John 

Gladstone, powerful men with significant West India interests.35 Gladstone was 

chairman of the West India Association and had been MP for Lancaster but now sat 

for Woodstock, a seat purchased from the Duke of Marlborough.5 The controversy 

developed in letters to the Mercury and Courier and was published in book form by 

the West India Association. Cropper was accused of being far from disinterested as 

an East India Merchant, and of encouraging the foreign slave trade by advocating 

the introduction of Brazilian and Cuban sugars. The debate became embittered and 

when the West India Association published the whole correspondence Cropper 

would have nothing to do with it saying; ―there is nothing in Christianity ... requires 

of me to give sanction to such conduct by consenting to my writings being 

associated with those in which scurrility and abuse are so conspicuous.‖ 36 

They appeared nevertheless; Gladstone denying he had ever asked for 

permission to publish.37 Gladstone rejected the charges of abuse and levelled a bit of 

his own; ―I would ask him to point out the passages in my letters which contain the 

scurrility and abuseé Is it not true, that he has come forward, as a public man, to 

attack, in a very gross and unjustifiable manner the conduct and principles of a 

great body of respectable individuals? Does he not stigmatise all who are interested 
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as Planters, in the West Indies, as being, generally, guilty of practising injustice and 

cruelty towards their slavesé.. does he not charge me with being John Gladstone, 

who (he says) is a slave-holder? to which, as such, nothing derogatory can be 

attached.  And does he not, in this manner, attempt to fix on a private individual all 

the slander, scurrility, and abuse which he had put forth in his previous paperéò 

One might wonder how the vice president and treasurer of the Liverpool Auxiliary 

Bible Society could become so vituperative.  

In January 1824 the controversy spilled out within the abolitionists‘ own ranks 

when Joseph Sandars very publicly withdrew from the Liverpool Society.38 Joseph 

Sandars was a corn merchant in Liverpool and a liberal conservative. He claimed to 

have been asked to join the society to give variety to the membership. He was not 

committed to a definite period for the termination of slavery and objected to 

exaggerated claims made about the conditions of slaves in the West Indies. Slavery 

would take centuries to abolish. There was no precedent for its gradual abolition in 

the West Indies. Slaves outnumbered free men 8 to 1 and their condition was one of 

profound ignorance. The Demerara insurrection fuelled his fears that for 

emancipation they would have to read revolt. It made little sense to emancipate 

800,000 slaves living in comparatively comfortable circumstances when France, 

Spain and Portugal carried off 70, or 80,000 slaves a year. Abolition of this trade 

should have been their aim. St. Domingo showed that emancipation did not lead to 

improved production and a better life. Slaves could be made free but could not be 

made to work. If sugar was not obtained from the West Indies it would be obtained 

elsewhere, from slave colonies. This directly controverted ―a point on which the 

society rests its proceedings with unabated confidence, the pamphlet of Adam 

Hodgson on the cheapness of free compared with slave labour‖. The proposition 

was only true where sufficient free labour existed which was not true in the West 

Indies. He quoted an example of a planter in Barbados who had ameliorated the 

conditions of his slaves and increased productivity so that net proceeds trebled. 

These assertions were false because the price of sugar rose from below 40s per cwt 

to over 50s per cwt over the period thus accounting for the increased return. He 

begged them not to petition parliament but to wait until the subject was better 

understood. Clearly Sandars was fundamentally at odds with the leadership and 

direction of the society.  

Sandars‘ letter drew spirited replies from numerous members of the Liverpool 

society including James Cropper. A correspondent styling himself Mungo replied in 

cynical and unflattering terms and concluded that the society was well rid of the 

man.39  ―And who is the loser? Not the society, surely. I, for one, congratulate the 

members most heartily upon your departure.ò 

Meanwhile Canning brought in some palliative measures which only applied 

to crown colonies, restricting them to 22,000 slaves out of 700,000.40 By April the 

details of Smith‘s trial and the punishment of the rebellious slaves was becoming 

public knowledge.41 Many believed Smith was condemned on insubstantial ex post 

facto charges, having been tried under martial law for offences committed before 

it‘s declaration. The Mercury published a letter of doubtful authenticity from the 

MP Huskisson to Gladstone.42 It deplored the agitation of the issue and urged 
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restraint after events in Demerara. Huskisson did not believe Smith entirely 

innocent and said the government must look to missionaries whose tenure would 

prevent them overstepping the views of their employers. Finally he said; ―I am sorry 

that the vicinity of Smith to your estate, and his connection with some of your slaves, 

has involved you in some loss of property.‖ 

In May 1824 the Mercury, using many of Hodgson‘s arguments, attacked 

mortgage proposals put forward by the West India Association to raise £4 million.43 

Though a monopoly it was dangerous; West India sugars were a losing trade which 

bled the hearts blood from the soil. On many properties more money was borrowed 

than they were worth. The bill was strongly opposed by the saints because it 

enlarged the numbers interested in maintaining slavery but it got through parliament 

the following year. Meanwhile a petition raised by the Liverpool Society deploring 

the treatment of Smith lay at the Mercury‘s offices.44 The petition called for freedom 

of religious expression and revision of the proceedings against Smith, asserting that 

the charges were unfounded and that he had been subject to injustice and 

oppression. 

Brougham brought up Smith‘s case in Parliament in June.45 The revolt had 

been caused by withholding ameliorating measures. Smith had been arrested 3 days 

after the rebellion and confined from August 19th to January 19th and tried under 

martial law on evidence relating to events preceding its declaration. There was no 

evidence Smith knew of the revolt. This was not done in justice but was an attempt 

to suppress the missionaries. The treatment of the insurgents had been worse, little 

blood had been shed but 20 slaves were shot as an example. A further 47 had been 

executed afterwards. He moved a motion praying his majesty for measures to give 

security to his subjects and to the Negroes. Faced with an opposing motion from Sir 

Wilmot Horton, Canning proposed the original motion be not put so as to ―give 

triumph to neither party.‖  

The Mercury was outraged but managed some levity over the way the 

government dropped the subject, saying it was reminded of; ―the reply made to a 

judge when he put the usual question to a prisoner at the bar. óWhat have you to say 

why sentence of death should not be passed on you?ô to which the fellow answered, 

óPlease your Lordship, there has been too much said already, and we had better 

drop the subject.‘‖46 Canning‘s position was exposed for what it was, ―Mr 

Wilberforce was replied to by Mr Canning in a very plausible speeché. that the 

sentence had been passed to satisfy the planters; and had purposely been so severe, 

without any intention of carrying it into execution; that a recommendation to mercy 

might be appended to it.... This may be true in part; but what a portraité. What a 

singular truckling to colonial passion and prejudice! 

The campaigning went on. In October Cropper toured Ireland with his 

daughter Eliza and in Cork he spoke on slavery and attempted to connect his East 

India schemes with the prosperity of Ireland. During 1825 activity waned but in the 

autumn Cropper again went on tour through the midland and northern towns, 

including a visit to Lancaster on December 1st, addressing anti slavery societies and 

Quaker meetings. As a result in late 1825 and the early months of 1826 further 

petitions poured into parliament.28 
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In April1826 the Liverpool society 47 called a public meeting in the Music Hall 

to prepare its own petition which was ―attended by a numerous and respectable 

company, amongst whom were a number of ladies.‖57 James Cropper was called to 

the chair because Roscoe was ill. Adam Hodgson addressed the meeting and ―urged 

strongly the propriety of making compensation to the planters for any loss they 

might ultimately sustain.ò He said,òthis had long been agreed among the 

emancipators and had been discussed with Lord Liverpool even before the societies 

were formed.‖ The petition was sent up to parliament, signed by about 10,000 

people, considerably less than most other large towns. Brougham again 

unsuccessfully brought a motion but Canning refused to consider emancipation 

saying the government preferred to rely on a gradual course of measures. Following 

these debates interest fell away rapidly. By 1829 the best Cropper hoped for was 

that Brougham would bring a bill on the hearing of slaves‘ evidence. The London 

Society was struggling to convene quorate meetings and by July was struggling to 

pay its bills.28 

 

Trains, Insurance and Cotton. 
 

Adam Hodgson‘s interests in the commerce of the town grew and he became 

involved in the formation of the Liverpool to Manchester Railway; a development 

that completely transformed transport between Liverpool and Manchester and 

ultimately throughout the nation (with the exception of Ireland). In 1822 the corn 

merchants of Liverpool wrote to the Duke of Bridgewater‘s trustee, about a 

reduction in the rate of freight by canal between Liverpool and Manchester.49 The 

reply was not favourable. Joseph Sanders, the man who spectacularly resigned from 

the Liverpool Abolitionists, was introduced to William James of Birmingham, an 

enthusiast for locomotive powered railways. Sandars paid him £300 to survey a line 

between the towns. A number of leading merchants supported the project despite 

strong political differences, including John Moss, Thomas Booth, William Ewart, 

James Cropper, Sir John Tobin, John Gladstone MP, William Rathbone, and Adam 

and Isaac Hodgson. A number of Manchester men were also involved, including 

John Kennedy, William Garnett, Samuel Greg, and Peter Ewart. John Kennedy was 

one of the largest textile manufacturers in Manchester in partnership with James 

McConnell with Mills in Union Street Manchester. His daughter, Elizabeth, married 

Adam Hodgson‘s cousin, John Greg, in 1829. 

William James‘ surveys failed to appear and the 1824 parliamentary session to 

enact legislation was lost. Meanwhile Sandars, Ellis, Booth and Kennedy visited the 

Darlington railway and reported back favourably to the proprietors in May 1824.50 

They resolved to form a company with a capital of £300,000 in 3000 shares of £100 

each, with 1000 appropriated to Manchester, 2000 to Liverpool and 1000 reserved 

for landowners along the line. No subscriber was allowed more than ten shares and 

the initial deposit was £3 per share. In June 1824 plans were presented to Liverpool 

Council praying support but it hesitated until they were more definite.51 Despite this, 

the Mayor, Charles Lawrence, became chairman of the board. William James took 
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no further part as during the work he apparently fell into the Moss, after which his 

health suffered, along with his business, and he ended in bankruptcy.49 Adam and 

Isaac Hodgson, with James Cropper, Henry Booth, James Sandars, and William 

Rathbone and others formed a committee to prepare the prospectus. In September 

1824 they published an address to landowners emphasizing the advantages of access 

to rail transport through availability of markets and the reduction in cost of manure 

and lime.52 

The prospectus53 emphasised the importance of safe and cheap transportation, 

and that similar claims for canals were seen as being in the public interest. The 

proposed 30 mile line did not pass within 1½ miles of the Earl of Sefton‘s house and 

crossed the Earl of Derby‘s property only over the Kirkby and Knowsley mosses. 

The cost, including locomotives, was estimated at £400,000, to be raised by the 

issue of 4000 shares. 1000 tons per day passed between Liverpool and Manchester 

either by the Duke of Bridgwater‘s canal or by the Mersey and Irwell Navigation. 

Speeding the transit of goods would reduce their price by at least one third. Even at 

this early stage the company was aware that it might take passengers. ―Such was the 

novelty of this that the company could only state that the Rail-way holds out the fair 

prospect of a public accommodation, the magnitude and importance of which 

cannot be immediately ascertained.‖  

Adam Hodgson was also moving into insurance. By October 1823 he was a 

member of the Liverpool Committee of the Proprietors of the London based 

Guardian Fire and Life Assurance Company whose chairman was Charles Horsfall. 

Isaac Cooke, John Cropper and Joshua Hornby were also on the committee.54 He 

joined a firm of marine insurance brokers Jones, Hodgson & Co.55 and in March 

1824 became a founder member of the Manchester Assurance Company along with 

Robert Gladstone, Benjamin Arthur Heywood, and Isaac Cooke.56  

In 1824 his partnership with the Rathbones was dissolved. Perhaps there was 

disagreement on policy, William V had begun to consider the Cotton business 

volatile and speculative.9 So Adam Hodgson joined William Jones and the Quaker 

James Ryley to form the cotton brokerage Hodgson, Jones and Ryley with premises 

near Exchange Alley. After the death of Jones in 1831 the firm traded as Hodgson 

and Ryley and remained in existence until after his death. It was probably this firm, 

which George Townsend Fox joined and for whom he too travelled to America. 

James Ryley died in 1859 and his son Arthur Ryley joined along with Wilberforce 

Hodgson, Adam‘s son.57 

By now Isaac Hodgson had parted company with Samuel Greg and briefly 

joined a cotton brokerage with Isaac Cooke and William Comer trading as Cooke, 

Comer and Hodgson with premises at 1 Exchange Buildings. 57 The partnership was 

short-lived and he joined Sands, Hodgson & Co, another cotton brokerage, with 

which he remained for some 12 or 15 years. Perhaps he had suffered losses for he 

joined the bank of Pares and Heygate, which became the Leicestershire Banking 

Company. 58 A letter from January 1825 from Adam Hodgson to Thomas Pares 

about their recent offer to Isaac seems to hint at something of the sort by reference 

to 65 ―late untoward events....ò but by which.... ñ..... a fresh tie has been added to 
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those bonds of relationship & affection, by which the two families have been so long 

& so closely connected.‖ 

Perhaps the ‗late untoward events‘ arose from speculation in cotton by the 

various brokerages of the Rathbones, the Hodgsons, and Cropper and Benson. 

Vincent Nolte a French cotton broker of the period paints a less than flattering 

picture of their activities.59 Nolte had returned from New Orleans to Paris in the 

summer of 1822, after a successful period as commission agent for various French 

houses. In autumn 1824 Hotinguer & Co of Le Havre, were invited ―several times 

by the house of Cropper and Benson in Liverpool to go into an operation in cotton‖. 

Mr. Bourlet, the head of the Hotinguer house turned them down but other Le Havre 

houses were induced to attempt to corner the market. This caused a rise in price in 

both Le Havre and Liverpool, but by 1825, prices fell back and the speculation 

produced ―a very meager result.‖ This left them with a considerable quantity of un-

saleable cotton on their hands that now would not ―guarantee a return‖. Cropper, 

Benson & Co were among the firms who found themselves embarrassed. Croppers 

published a position on the state of the markets and Nolte questioned whether it was 

sincere or merely ―an experiment to awaken the spirit of speculation.‖ They sought 

to show there was a limit to cotton production from the abolition of the slave trade, 

combined with an annual decrease in the slave population and the northern limits to 

cultivation. This, combined with increasing demand, would produce an immense 

rise in the price.  

The plan was hatched in the summer of 1823 when Nolte was invited by Adam 

Hodgson to consider their manifesto and to co-operate with them. He was 

introduced by Hodgson to ―the elder Mr. James Cropper, head of the firm,... in his 

sanctum sanctorum, a homely sort of chamber, which touched the great hall of the 

general counting room, and possessed a double iron door.ò Isaac Cooke suggested 

exporting 10,000 bales to Le Havre to shake the buyers in Manchester and Glasgow 

cause panic buying and inflate the price. Nolte and Adam Hodgson were to proceed 

to Le Havre to secure buyers. The speculation was thought to be good, because it 

would prove their ―manifesto‖. Nolte exposed the weakness of the scheme; that the 

Le Havre merchants would ask why a Liverpool House should send such a large 

consignment on its own account. They then tried Rouen where the merchants they 

engaged informed them of the ―nature of a Havre merchant‖ and ―they saw clearly 

the impossibility of continuing their project‖ and returned to Liverpool. Nolte closed 

by quoting the first line of LaFontaine‘s self penned epitaph – ―John came as he 

went‖. 60 

With hindsight Nolte indicated the ―feeble logic‖ involved, as a slave 

population of 1.5 million in 1820 had become 3 million by 1850, an annual increase 

of 50,000. The prophecies were not fulfilled; the French merchants recognized it as 

an ―echauffaudage pour monter le prix.‖ The Liverpool merchants were reminded 

of another of Cropper‘s econometric forays into wheat, when he abysmally failed to 

predict the market price by counting ears in the field in various parts of the country 

and suffered heavy losses. Perhaps all this had something to do with Isaac‘s 

difficulties, and the severance of Adam‘s partnership with the Rathbones. However, 
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Nolte‘s friendship with Adam Hodgson remained intact for years later he gave him 

an introduction to Lord Stanley in pursuit of support for an engraving process.59 

In the spring of 1825 the Liverpool and Manchester Rail Road bill came before 

parliament.61 In the Committee stage John Gladstone MP and William Brown (MP 

for South Lancashire and partner in the largest Liverpool brokerage of William and 

James Brown) spoke in favour. The testimony of 65 witnesses took 37 days. On day 

38 they began going through the clauses and on ―the company be empowered to take 

land‖ the Corporation of Liverpool objected and the clause was lost. The survey and 

costings produced by Stephenson were found to contain numerous faults. There 

were objections to the number of streets crossed in Liverpool and Manchester. 

There were150 petitions against including those of the Earls of Derby, Sefton and 

Wilton. The bill was withdrawn after defeat on the first two clauses. The company 

decided on a new survey and appointed George and John Rennie. They determined 

to neutralise the objections of Derby and Sefton by moving the entry into Liverpool 

from North to South, making the expensive Olive Mount cutting and the inclined 

plain at Rainhill inevitable.49 

Gladstone, Lawrence and Moss successfully negotiated with representatives of 

the Duke of Bridgwater offering 1000 new shares in the company causing the share 

price to jump fifty percent. By December 1825 the board were ready with new 

proposals62  which avoided Lord Sefton‘s land and crossed ‗but a few outlying 

fields‘ of Lord Derby‘s estate and did not go near Knowsley Hall. The Bill passed in 

the commons63 in March 1826 and on May-day it passed in the Lords.64 Opponents 

included Lord Stanley and the Earl of Derby. Again differences of political opinion 

seemed of little social consequence, for on September 8th 1825 Adam Hodgson 

married, at Badsworth, in Yorkshire, Emily Catherine Champneys, daughter of H. 

W. Champneys, the rector of Badsworth.65 This connected him to the Earl of Derby, 

as his bride‘s mother was born Lucy Hornby. Her elder brother Edmund Hornby of 

Dalton Hall married his cousin, Lady Charlotte Stanley daughter of the 12th Earl of 

Derby and her sister Charlotte married Edward Lord Stanley the 13th Earl of 

Derby.66 He was thus a cousin of the Earl of Derby, a leading Whig who later 

crossed the house. This was perhaps when he took up residence at Breckfield 

Lodge, Everton where in November 1826 his wife bore him a son, Adam Henry.67 

How he met Emily Champneys is unclear; perhaps through his connections with the 

Hornby family and the Anglican Church. 

 Adam Hodgson was a free-trade Tory and during 1825 /26 he took part in 

meetings supporting repeal of the Corn Laws enacted in 1815 to protect British corn 

from cheaper imports. Egerton Smith, Editor of the Mercury, spoke on the absurdity 

of not allowing free importation, asking rhetorically whether we should attempt to 

cultivate tea and protect that trade.68 In November 1826 a meeting was held in the 

Town Hall to petition for  repeal.69 Part of the proposed wording was by Adam 

Hodgson; ―That in the present distressed state of our manufacturing population, 

arising out of the inadequate demand for manufactured goods, it is the duty of 

Government, ....to provide all fair and legitimate encouragement to commercial 

industry, and to afford every vent to the produce of manufacturing labour...‖ In his 

speech Hodgson asserted that it would be difficult to avoid open revolt unless the 
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laws were repealed. There were attempts to pass more radical resolutions attacking 

landowners and constitution. Rathbone, Hodgson and William Wallace Currie, 

James Currie‘s son, appealed to the proposers to forbear but they insisted on going 

ahead only to be defeated. In 1829 he again demonstrated his free-trade position in 

alliance with Whigs and reformers among Liverpool‘s merchants by signing a 

requisition to the Mayor for a public meeting to remove the restrictions on trade 

imposed by the charter of the East India Company. Others supporters included John 

Gladstone, James Cropper, Arthur Heywood, Robert Benson, and William 

Rathbone; a mix of non-conformist Whigs and Anglican Tories, all with an interest 

in the extension of free-trade.70 

 

Providence and Reformation. 
 

During the late 1820‘s Adam Hodgson continued a variety of philanthropic 

activities. In June 1825 he spoke in favour of establishing a Liverpool Mechanics 

Institute at the inaugural meeting.71 Dr. Traill, who delivered its first course of 

Lectures gratis, gave the address and among the other speakers were John Ashton 

Yates, W. W. Currie, William Rathbone, Egerton Smith, James Ryley, Edward 

Rushton, and John Moss. In 1828 he attended the first annual meeting of subscribers 

to a School for the Deaf and Dumb in Institution House in Slater Street.72 This 

building was provided for the use of charities, free of expense, by John Gladstone, 

Samuel Hope and James Cropper. On the ground floor were the Offices and 

Repository of the Auxiliary Bible Society.  

During October 1828 Elizabeth Fry again visited Liverpool, a guest of the 

Benson family, and spoke at three meetings in the Friends Meeting House.73 The 

press noted the peculiarities of her preaching style. ―...we were struck by the highly 

devotional nature of her address, as well as with the remarkable dignity of her 

manner and sweetness of her voice; a more musical voice and a more distinct, 

correct, and elegant enunciation we never heard. The cadence in which she speaks, 

and which closely resembles chanting, gives a peculiar character to her preaching, 

but does not at all impair its effect.ò  On Monday she met clergymen and others at 

the town hall and introduced plans for a Provident and District Society to provide 

relief for the sick, encourage providence, improve moral and religious values and to 

suppress mendacity and imposture. She described how the society visited the poor 

and encouraged them to ―provide for their own relief by depositing a small sum 

weekly, which was returned to them when it amounted to a considerable sum.‖ A 

society was formed in December 182974 and prominent founders included Edward 

Cropper and the Rev. Jonathan Brooks who spoke of its advantages in encouraging 

the deposit of trivial sums that would not be deposited in an ordinary savings bank.  

A committee was appointed, each member being responsible for finding as many 

respectable people as possible to serve on the 22 district committees. 

The Mercury was sceptical they would find 400 visitors. It pointed out that the 

Stranger‘s Friend Society employed visitors of the ―Methodist Sect‖ as few were 

willing to perform the ―arduous, loathsome, and perilous duties.‖74 The committee 

consisted of the mayor as chairman, the Reverends Brooks and Campbell and James 
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Cropper and John Gladstone as vice presidents. The main committee contained 

among others; Charles Horsfall, John Ashton Yates, Adam Hodgson, and about 17 

clergy, including R. P. Buddicom and Dr Raffles. 24 district subcommittees were 

established with half a dozen members each. By August 1830 it had obtained 

premises at 2 Houghton Street and begun work.75  

The district committees surveyed the number of courts and dwellings to be 

visited and estimated the number of visitors. Two wards, St. John‘s and St. 

Matthew‘s, contained over 200 courts and 2000 dwellings implying a need for 80 or 

90 visitors. Several districts had hundreds of courts and a thousand or more 

dwellings requiring 40 to 60 visitors. Others such as Everton & Kirkdale, where 

Adam Hodgson was on the committee along with chairman R. P. Buddicom and 

secretary Thomas Berry Horsfall, had only 8 courts and about 240 dwellings 

requiring only 9 visitors.  

The first annual general meeting in May 183176 heard that almost £500 had 

been collected since January. There had been numerous applications for relief and 

imposture was running at a seventh of applications. 17,000 soup tickets had been 

handed out. Only four districts had sufficient visitors. 870 visitors were needed but 

they had never exceeded 400 and ―it would exceed the mark to say they had 300 in 

efficient employment.‖ The second annual meeting in May 1832 ―was not 

numerously attended‖ and heard again of the chronic lack of visitors. Neverthless 

11,000 had been relieved and £2570 deposited.77 By October 1832, with winter 

approaching, and many left without breadwinners after the serious cholera 

epidemic, the society was again appealing for funds but more particularly for 

visitors whose role was spelled out.78 They asserted that ―the disgraceful trade of 

beggingò could not be suppressed, the frauds of imposters never detected, the wants 

of deserving poverty never supplied, the morals of the working classes never 

improved, and the alarming divisions between them and the wealthier classes never 

healed, ñbut by the frequent intercommunications of Christian charity, by a regular 

system of friendly intercourse, by judicious personal inspection and kind advice, by 

teaching the poor not to trust to others for help, but to help themselves.ò  One 

visitor would superintend 25 poor families receiving their deposits, advising them in 

distress, facilitating the education of their children and inciting them to industry, 

economy and provident habits and exhorting them ñto live in the performance of 

their duty to God and man.‖ More than 830 visitors were wanted but only 529 had 

been found.  

In April 1828 Adam Hodgson was visited by the Rev. Benjamin Allen an 

American Episcopalian Minister travelling from Philadelphia to a church meeting in 

London, who left a description of an anti-slavery meeting.79 ñAt the meeting, 

Messrs. Adam Hodgson, James Cropper, Mr. E. Roscoe, (son of the well known Mr. 

R.) Mr. S. Hope, and several others, spake. Two or three thousand attended. Two 

ministers of the Church of England spoke; a Baptist minister; Presbyterian - indeed 

all denominations united. .... The business of the meeting was conducted with the 

utmost harmony. A few years ago, and such a meeting in Liverpool would have been 

impossible. Now, one heart and soul seem to animate all. The proposal is to petition 

government for the amelioration of the state of the slaves, and gradual 
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emancipation: paying the West India proprietors for them. Many striking facts and 

strong arguments were given with great effect in the course of the evening. Frequent 

cheering, and cries of óhear, hearô.ò The meeting continued until 10 o‘clock. Later 

Samuel Hope conducted him to a meeting of the committee of the Bible Society. Of 

Hope he says; ―Mr. S. Hope is extremely attentive, kind and courteous‖ and to his 

wife he wrote, ―Mr Hope, of Liverpool, one of the best of men, treats me with 

Christian attention.‖ 

Returning from London Allen again passed through Liverpool and briefly 

described his visit; ñ... rode to Everton, the residence of the Rev. R. P. Buddicom, 

near Liverpool. This delightful village, being on an eminence, overlooks the city of 

Liverpool, the Mersey, and a considerable range of the surrounding country. At this 

place dwell several of the principal merchants and bankers, such as Messrs. Hope, 

Hodgson, &c. Brother Buddicom ... Dined at the table of Adam Hodgson, Esq., to 

whom the United States are indebted for a candid, unprejudiced volume of travels.... 

In the evening, we repaired to Liverpool to attend the anniversary meeting of the 

Bible Society. Two thousand people were assembled ï A. Hodgson, Esq. In the 

chair. Rev. R. Buddicom, as Secretary, read the report.ò 

The Reverend Allen also visited Lancaster, in particular the Castle and prison, 

but fell ill on his return to Liverpool suffering from a disturbance of mind manifest 

as an incoherent fear of having departed from the path of duty. Samuel Hope made 

arrangements for him to return to America at the end of July but Allen refused to go. 

Hope then gave him the option of leaving on the vessel he had arranged or 

―undergoing a regular course of medical treatment, with a view to restoring his 

mind to its wonted calm.‖ ―He told us he was quite sensible that his reason was 

disturbed and that he was not fit to be master of his own actions, and that he had no 

objection to being placed under restraint for a time....‖ He was treated by Dr. Traill 

but failed to improve, when Hope and Hodgson made arrangements for his return. 

He was put aboard the brig Edward, for Philadelphia but the voyage turned out to 

be exceptionally long, 96 days, and Allen died on the fiftieth day out. 

In a significant development, Adam Hodgson took part in the formation of the 

Liverpool Branch of the Society for Promoting the Religious Principles of the 

Reformation.80 Unlike the pan-evangelical organisations the Reformation Society, 

like the Church Missionary Society, was exclusively Anglican. The period 1790-

1830 saw significant growth in pan-evangelicism, stressing co-operation between 

evangelicals and dissenters. The pressure from dissenters for disestablishment, their 

resistance to the Test and Corporation Acts and the payment of church tithes, drove 

many Anglicans to be more exclusive. The founder (1827) of the Reformation 

Society was J. E. Gordon MP.  Many of its founders had attended the attended the 

Albury conferences organised by George Drummond MP in 1824, including Hugh 

McNeile, Edward Irving, Lord Mandeville and Alexander and Robert Haldane - 

who controlled The Christian Record. They were pre- as opposed to post-

millenarians who believed Christ‘s second coming would precede the millennium 

and they regarded the prevalent eschatology, that the church would usher in the 

golden age, as unbiblical optimism. By 1834 the Reformation Society had 53 
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auxiliaries and with the growth of this brand of charismatic and sectarian 

Christianity the circulation of The Record overtook the Christian Observer.81  

Other notable evangelicals in Hodgson‘s circle, included the Gladstone family, 

J. B. Sumner, The Bishop of Chester from 1828-1848, Henry Raikes, the Chancellor 

of the diocese of Chester and Henry Ryder (1777-1836), the youngest son of Baron 

Harrowby of Sandon in Staffordshire, who through the influence of Dudley Ryder, 

first Earl of Harrowby, attained the Bishopric of Lichfield in 1824 having 

previously held the curacy of Sandon; the Harrowby‘s family seat. The formation of 

the Liverpool branch attracted derision, one correspondent to the Mercury called it a 

ñbrawling club for young spoutersò and suggested they leave the various religions 

of the world between men and their maker; they may as well ñrail against the 

Catholic and Popish tendency of the tide to ebb and flow.ò What was needed was 

reform of the morals of the people, not their religious sentiments.82   
Their first meeting in July 1829 began thinly attended but was soon packed, 

partly with supporters but also with numerous Irish Catholic labourers. The meeting 

was addressed by the chairman, Rev William Scoresby, Adam Hodgson and George 

Finch, one of the deputies of the parent society.83 They aimed to convert Catholics 

to the Protestant faith, by encouraging debate, circulating the scriptures, and 

employing readers to explain them to the peasantry. This produced a great deal of 

impatient clamour from the Catholics present and a heated debate continued until 10 

pm. A reconvened meeting was ñvery numerously attended.ò Captain J. E. Gordon 

spoke at length on protestant doctrine – that the Scriptures were the only rule of 

faith. He said Catholics could not produce anything to support their traditions, 

which caused uproar. Gordon was answered at some length by a young Irish 

Catholic and the entire noisy debate lasted four hours. The Mercury was not 

sympathetic; ñWe are strongly inclined to think that the gentlemen would be much 

better employed in endeavouring to unite all sects and parties for the completion of 

some charitable object, than they would be in disputing about the name and 

appearance of religion.ò 

Subsequent meetings were no less unedifying, and one Mark Falvey came 

forward to champion the Catholic cause. Born in Cork, where his brother was a 

priest, Mark Falvey was educated at the Catholic College of Maynooth. He had 

debated the society in Cork with success, and travelled the country attending 

debates. 84 In October and early November a series of debates with Falvey were held 

which were published in 12 pamphlets.85 He offered lectures in logic and debate, 

which enjoyed some success on the back of these debates, and was responsible for 

the formation of a Catholic Collegiate school in Liverpool around 1831. He was a 

reformer and passionate about Irish issues particularly at the time of the Coercion 

Acts. In February 1831 Falvey‘s Catholic friends presented him with a silver snuff 

box with his motto embossed on the lid – ñForti et Fideli nihil dificile ñand 

engraved with thanks for his ―zeal and alacrity ... in triumphant refutation of the 

misrepresentations of the New Reformation Society.‖86 

The growth of Catholicism disturbed Anglicans; in places like Glasgow, 

Liverpool and Manchester as many as a quarter, or even a third, of the population 

were Catholic. From 1796 the number of Catholic chapels had increased from 24 to 
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500.87 The increasing difficulties in imposing English rule upon Ireland led Cropper 

to remark of the declining fortunes of abolition that; ―The catholic question absorbs 

everything.‖28 

 

 Out of Railways and into Banks.  
 

By October 1829, the Liverpool to Manchester Railroad was almost complete; 

including the tunnel into Liverpool, the Olive-mount cutting and the Sankey viaduct 

but work continued to consolidate the line over Chat Moss.49 On the 6th the Rainhill 

trials were held some ten miles outside Liverpool with 10 or 15,000 people 

present.88 There was a tent for the directors and their friends, a band, and a tent 

selling bread, cheese and beer ―but nothing much better‖ as the Mercury put it. The 

speed of the locomotives was a matter for astonishment; Rocket and Novelty 

reached a speed of 28 miles an hour; ―It seemed, indeed, to fly, presenting one of the 

most sublime spectacles of human ingenuity and human daring the world ever 

beheld. It actually made one giddy to look at it, and ...it  seemed not to run along the 

earth, but to fly as it were, on the ówings of the windô‖.88  

The trials produced an immediate rise in the share price, from a premium of 38 

percent to 50 percent. During the last week of November a number of distinguished 

visitors including some of Adam Hodgson‘s relatives were treated to an exhibition 

of the Rocket.89 Among the guests were Lord and Lady Grosvenor, Lord and Lady 

Grey, Lord and Lady Henry Cholmondley, Lord Sefton, Lord and the Ladies 

Molyneux, Lady Wilton, Hon. E. G. Stanley and Mrs Stanley, the Hon. Miss 

Stanley, the Rev. James and Mrs Hornby, of Winwick, Rev G. Mrs and Miss 

Hornby, of Bury, and Mr Creevey. The share price had now risen to £175 from 

£118 just a few months before.89 The Mercury reported that it was ñdifficult to 

obtain them on any terms,ò and ñThe demand is very considerable, and there are 

scarcely any in the market.ò 

The Annual Meeting in March 183090 heard that two tracks would be complete 

by June or July, the wetness of the summer and the severity of the winter had 

slowed progress otherwise the railway would have been operational. There were 

budgetary overruns, greater amounts of yard room and warehouses were needed, 

and there had been great expense on locomotives. They would need to raise 

additional money but perhaps only half the additional £127,000 they were allowed 

under the act. Since the Rainhill trials six engines had been completed and two more 

were being built on the plan of the Rocket and two on the plan of the Novelty. 

James Cropper anticipated profits of £24 per share and predicted a dividend of £10-

12. Five directors were elected annually and there was discussion about whether to 

continue with the present directors or to elect fresh. Adam Hodgson topped the pole, 

with John Moss just behind; both had almost twice the votes of the other candidates. 

In June the directors and their friends took a trip along the line pulled by the 

Arrow.91 Another carriage carried forty engineers and there were seven wagons 

laden with stone, a total of 39 tons. It took 2 hours to travel the thirty miles plus 19 

minutes for refuelling. They returned that evening without the stone wagons in an 

hour and twenty minutes. The line was opened on October 15
th

 and resulted in the 
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death of William Huskisson MP who fell beneath the wheels of an oncoming train.49  

Two days later, at a meeting of the board, Adam Hodgson resigned.92 He was not 

prepared to accept Sunday working and even the compromise offered to have 

Sunday revenue paid into a charitable fund was unacceptable. He would have 

almost doubled his money when he disposed of his shares. 

In 1828 Hodgson entered the expanding joint stock banking sector which had 

been stimulated by the end of restraint on their formation in 1826. The formation of 

the Manchester Commercial Bank was announced in November 1828 with a capital 

of £2 million made up of 20,000, £100 shares.93 About 100 shareholders attended its 

first meeting and there was dissent over the appointment of directors.94 Some argued 

more time was needed for consideration, some that there were people better 

qualified than those in the list. Adam Hodgson held sufficient shares to be eligible 

but was not elected, perhaps explaining his involvement in the formation of the 

Bank of Liverpool. By June 1830 joint stock banks had been formed in 

Birmingham, Bradford, Whitehaven, Halifax, Huddersfield, Lancaster, Leicester, 

Leith, Manchester, Norwich, Bristol and York.95 A letter to the Mercury in July 

1830 promoted the idea of a Liverpool bank96 and their circular appealed to civic 

pride.97  The advantages of the joint stock system were stressed; they represented a 

ñsecure investment with the certainty of a handsome rate of interest.ò Their 

facilities would not be used for speculation or personal caprice and their stability 

ñfar transcending any that the most successful and wealthy private banking 

concerns can offer.ò 

A meeting in December 1830 resolved to establish the bank, with capital of 

£2,500,000 divided into 25,000 shares of £100 each with each subscriber paying £1 

per share to cover initial expenses.98 There were to be 12 directors and no proprietor 

was allowed to hold more than 500 shares and no proprietor holding less than 50 

shares could be a director. If a quarter of the capital was lost a special meeting had 

to be called and any shareholder could require dissolution unless two thirds voted 

for continuance.97 

William Brown, proposed by Adam Hodgson, was appointed provisional 

chairman and by February 1831 they were advertising for a manager.99 William 

Brown was a partner in the cotton brokerage of William and James Brown who 

handled 75% of New Orleans cotton entering Liverpool. They had prospered in the 

Irish Linen trade into Philadelphia before the war of 1812 and had agents in 

Savannah, Charleston, Mobile and New Orleans. The commercial crises of 1825 

had bankrupted many competitors but their capital had expanded from £36,000 in 

1816 to £287,000 by 1830. By 1836 the firm‘s assets were £3.6 million.100  Other 

directors were Adam Hodgson, Joseph Hornby, and George Holt. Hodgson & Holt 

were two of the original directors of the Liverpool-Manchester Railway. George 

Holt was the son of a cotton spinner and dyer of Rochdale and had been apprenticed 

to the cotton brokerage of Samuel Hope before establishing his own.97 

At the General meeting in March 1831 the provisional committee handed over 

to the directors chosen by shareholders.101 Applications for shares exceeded 18,000 

of which 15,638 had been accepted and the remainder placed at the disposal of the 

directors. 12 directors were appointed including William Brown, Isaac Cooke, 
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Adam Hodgson, George Holt, Joseph Hornby, and Thomas Sands. Three directors 

would form a board and three would retire annually. William Brown was appointed 

chairman and Edward Wilson deputy chairman. A sub-committee of Brown & 

Hodgson poached Joseph Langton from the Liverpool Bank of England branch as 

the bank‘s manager at a salary of £800.97 

The bank opened on May 16th 1831 in temporary premises in Brunswick 

Street. By August a part paid £5 share was trading at £6 17s 6d and a further call of 

£5 was made in July 1832. In September 1832 the first general meeting heard there 

were 401 proprietors with 20,425 shares and paid up capital of £204,250; profits for 

the year after deducting start up costs were £10,449. The shareholders voted £50 of 

inscribed plate to each board member.97  50 shares and an annual allowance were 

given to Hodgson and Wilson for their ñindefatigable zealò in establishing the 

bank. By the 2nd annual general meeting the directors were reporting some forgeries 

and bad debts and the dividend was limited to 6% but the share price was hardly 

affected; a £15 share trading at £19 10s, off from £19 12s 6d.97 

Adam Hodgson became the 2nd chairman between 1835-9 and was a 

managing director for over twenty years. Hodgson was continually re-elected to the 

board of directors being elected in 1831-4, 1835-39, 1840-44, 1845-49, 1850-54, 

1855-59, and 1860-63. He was responsible for steering the bank through its early 

years and played a crucial role in its development ensuring the bank adopted a 

sound financial policy. The bank weathered crises that brought down many banks in 

Liverpool and elsewhere including the Bank of Manchester.97  

Adam Hodgson‘s growing wealth and luxurious life style in Breckfield Lane, 

Everton made him a target for the villains of the day and in December 1833 he was 

the subject of a daring burglary.102 One Wednesday night a private watchman found 

a window open in the early hours of the morning. The thieves entered by taking out 

part of the tin lined shutters of the study-window and removing a pane of glass. 

Finding the study door locked they took out a panel, through which they put a boy 

to unfasten the bolts on the other side. In the drawing-room they ransacked the 

drawers, dressing-boxes, and ladies' work bags. They tried to open the writing-case 

with a pen-knife, but broke it in the lock. It was thought they were after Hodgson‘s 

plate but he disturbed them by throwing up his bed-room window and they fled 

taking nothing of value.103, 104 

In June 1835 Adam Hodgson and his lady attended  one of the year‘s society 

weddings when the Rev. Frank George Hopwood A.M. 2nd son of Robert Gregge 

Hopwood Esq., of Hopwood-hall and grandson of John, 8th Viscount Torrington, 

was married to Lady Eleanor Mary Stanley, youngest daughter of the Earl of 

Derby.114 The ceremony took place at Huyton, performed by the Rev. Geoffrey 

Hornby, Rector of Bury, after which the guests returned to Knowsley where a 

ñsplendid dejeune a la fourchette was prepared in the magnificent dining room, and 

served in a most costly style.ò Among those in the bridal train were Mrs. Hornby, 

several Misses Hornby, Mrs. Hodgson, the Earl of Derby, Sir Thomas Hesketh, 

Robert Hornby, Edmond Hornby, and Adam Hodgson. 
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Electoral Reform.  

 
In the period leading up to the 1832 reform act Adam Hodgson became 

increasingly involved in Liverpool politics. Until 1832 the franchise in Liverpool 

was a privilege granted to Freemen of the Borough. The Freemen were enrolled by 
the Liverpool Corporation and until 1792 this could be purchased. Those eligible 

were the sons of freemen born in the borough, apprentices who had served seven 

years under a freeman, or by gift of the Common Council.106 Henry Brougham, who 

stood for parliament in Liverpool in 1812, but was defeated by Canning, wrote 

ñLiverpool is really a close borough; of 100,000 not 3,000 have voices, and these 

are the Freemen, admitted by birth and servitude. Think of such men as Roscoe 

having no vote ï while every slave captain who served seven years apprentice to 

that traffic of blood was enabled to vote against the person who made it a 

felony.ò107 

60 to 70 percent of the Freemen were former apprentices and every ship owner 

and builder had his freemen who voted for his faction because of their economic 
dependence. The West India Merchants wielded considerable power, in contrast to 

the American Merchants who had their ships built in America and did not employ 

many freemen.106 Despite or because of their economic dependence voters were 

fond of being treated. Votes were bought for cash, drink, food and accommodation 

and offices such as tide-waiter, or town clerk, could be bought for cash. 

These facts became notorious and Liverpool elections were as notorious as 

any. In the election of August 1830, occasioned by the death of George IV, the 

candidates were the MP‘s (Liverpool was entitled to two) William Huskisson and 

General Gascoyne. Huskisson had the support of reformers like William Shepherd, 

Egerton Smith and William Wallace Currie but also of John and Thomas Tobin, 

former slave traders, and members of the Gladstone family, and the West India 

lobby. Colonel Williams stood at the last minute proposed by the freemen.106  

The London anti-slavery society published notices in the provincial 

press urging voters to refuse candidates who were slave proprietors or West 

India merchants.108 They urged voters to rescue themselves; ‗from the just 

vengeance of a righteous and all directing Providenceô.  
Huskisson and Gascoyne were elected for Liverpool and Lord Stanley, Adam 

Hodgson‘s cousin, was elected for Lancaster. However, Wellington‘s Tories were 

out of touch with the sentiment for reform and the party was broken by the passage 

of the Catholic Emancipation Bill in 1829. The moment of defeat came in a vote on 

the civil list and in November Wellington was replaced by Grey who pledged to 

carry out reform.109 In the mean time, with Huskisson‘s death, a by-election was 

called for November 1830.110 John Denison and William Ewart stood; Ewart was 

supported by William Rathbone and James Brancker; Denison by John Tobin and 

Edward Rushton. The Mercury reckoned that the town was equally divided and the 
contest ñpromised to prove equally obstinate and expensive, and to prove, still more 

than it has ever been proved, ... the necessity of the vote by ballot.ò111 Ewart‘s 

money flew in all directions and Room No 16 in the King‘s Arms became his pay-

room. Estimates of the election expenditure ran as high as £100,000. Ewart‘s 

treasurer admitted he had handled some £34,000. Voters were paid anything from 
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£5 to £40 for their vote, sometimes with sovereigns wrapped in ribbons and 

sometimes in banknotes. Ewart won the election but such was the bribery and 

treating that it led to a Commons investigation. Ewart was unseated and the 

Electoral Writ for Liverpool was suspended.112,113 

A misprint in a London paper suggesting that evidence had been given by two 
gentlemen named Gobles and Gold gave rise to a squib.114 

 

Messrs Goblet and Gold, 

By the papers weôre told, 

Gave evidence on the petition; 

And who, let me say, 

Were so proper as they 

To aid the committeeôs decision 

For Gold, like a demon, 

Bewitched all the freemen, 

While Goblet made all the taps run; 

Then to Goblet and Gold, 

They their consciences sold, 

Thus all our elections are won. 

 

On March 1st 1831 Lord John Russell introduced reform proposals 114 which 

promised abolition of rotten boroughs, giving two MPs to the major cities and 
granting the vote to £2 householders, £50 leaseholders and £20 copyholders. On 

March 22nd the Bill passed its second reading by just one vote. The Liverpool 

Mercury crowed;115 

ñAt length, ... the House of Commons has decided by a majority of one that it 

is a corrupt body, in great need of reformation. As those who constitute that 

assemblage ought to know something of the matter, it would be highly improper to 

question the justice of the sentence they have thus pronounced upon themselves.ò 

But in Parliament, General Isaac Gascoyne, Liverpool‘s sitting MP, raised 

objection to the reduction in the number of seats the Reform Bill entailed and the 

government was defeated.116 It was defeated again on a procedural motion. The 

ministry pressed for dissolution, which William IV hastily granted on hearing that 
the Upper House was preparing a motion against.130  

Once the writ for a new election had been received a large reform meeting was 

held at the Music Hall with William Earle in the chair.117 Deploring the frustration 

of the government‘s plans they praised the efforts of the King. The meeting was 

addressed by James Cropper in favour of reform and its effect on the East India 

Monopoly. The meeting agreed to petition the King thanking him for dissolving 

parliament and in support of a reform ministry. There is no evidence that Adam 

Hodgson attended this meeting. By April 29th it appeared that Denison was engaged 

elsewhere and might not stand.117 The Mercury hated the idea of returning 

Gascoyne but in the end Densison and Ewart, the moderate Whigs, were returned 

and Gascoyne was defeated.118 William Shepherd declared, ―The Liverpoolians 
have redeemed their character. The Reform Bill has been their watchword and 

Ewart and Denison their champions‖.119 

The Mercury weighed up the proposals, of 25,000 houses, about 10,000 would 

qualify, but with deductions for non payment of taxes etc only 4000 would actually 

qualify.120 To which add the residents of Toxteth and Everton who would also 
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qualify. However on the 23rd of May Denison decided to sit for Nottingham, his 

native county, where he had also been elected.121 Initially it was thought John 

Backhouse might replace him; a man said to have defined the role of permanent 

under secretary of state in the Foreign Office; his father, of course an associate of 

Thomas Hodgson.137 However on May 27 a meeting in the Kings Arms, chaired by 
Ashton Yates and addressed by William Brown, Henry Booth and John Taylor, 

adopted Thomas Thornley, a Liverpool merchant.121 

On June 1st the friends of the Tory, Lord Sandon, met in the King‘s Arms.123 

The Mercury reported the meeting with some wry disdain – it being composed of 

freemen who had much to lose by reform.  

ñThe meeting was numerous enough, the room being nearly filled, but it was 

filled with such discordant materials, and the proceedings were conducted in so 

novel and outré a manner, that we are quite sure that the annals of public meetings 

could not produce a parallel. We shall proceed to give such a sketch of it as the 

jostling, uproar and confusion would permit our reporter to take.ò 

John Moss proposed the first motion declaring Sandon to be a fit and proper 

person for their representative. Adam Hodgson spoke next; a freeman because he 
was the son of a freeman born within the bounds, and his father a freeman having 

served a recognised trade under a freeman; slave ship captain to Miles Barber. 

ñHe knew of no man so competent to represent Liverpool, and attend to their 

interests as Lord Sandon. (Applause, and some hisses). They were all, no doubt, 

perfectly aware that Lord Sandon was the son of the Earl of Harrowby, who had 

been, for upwards of sixteen years, President of the Council under the Liverpool 

and Canning administrations. (Applause). At the latter part of the administration of 

Mr Canning, that statesman was basely forsaken by many who called themselves his 

friends, but Lord Harrowby stood by him to the last. (Applause).ò 

After Liverpool suffered a stroke Canning took over the Tory administration 

without the support of Wellington and Peel whereas Harrowby continued in the 
cabinet. Hodgson asserted that Sandon was attached to the existing institutions of 

the country, but was not blind to the necessity for change. He supported such 

changes as might be required, but in a manner which preserved existing institutions, 

which remarks were greeted with considerable applause and hissing. 

Hodgson said he had seen placards questioning Sandon‘s attachment to reform. 

This was not true; Sandon wished to examine the details of the measure but he 

would not ―hazard the fate of the bill.ò Mr. John Lewis objected to the motion as a 

freeman which, ñ... was the signal for the commencement of a scene of uproar and 

confusion, laughter and shouting, .... which lasted with brief intermissions till the 

close of the proceedings. In the midst of it, the chairman stated that the resolution, 

which had been proposed and seconded, was carried, though it was never formally 

put by him, nor was there any division or show of hands, .....ò 
Alderman Weight tried to speak but could not make himself heard, then John 

Ewing tried to speak saying he supported Lord Sandon but objected to the motion. 

There were cries of Put him down and Turn him out and general uproar. In the midst 

of this a resolution to form a committee was carried in the same way as the first and 

the officials closed the meeting and left for Clayton Square where Sandon spoke.123  

ñHe was sure that many would be gratified to hear him say the bill, the whole bill, 

and nothing but the bill. But such words would be a fetter and a snareò that would 
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prevent him taking part in shaping the bill. He mentioned the loss of his seat at 

Tiverton where his moderate position was unacceptable and asked if it was likely he 

would play them a trick.  

In the forthcoming election the Tory Lord Sandon would be opposed by 

Thomas Thornely.106 Thornley advocated disenfranchising the freemen, supported 
reform and was an American Merchant; None of it popular with the Freemen. 

Sandon was supported by Charles Lawrence and William Earle. William Shepherd, 

who supported Thornley, characterised both men as feeble Whigs and their 

supporters as haters of the ministers and the bill. Hodgson, in a letter to Lord 

Sandon, said Thornley had little support from ‗what may be termed the aristocracy 

of the townô. 

On July 20th parliament again moved to suspend the electoral writ for 

Liverpool amid new allegations of corruption stemming from recent elections.125 

With little prospect of an early election Sandon left town. A petition was raised to 

have the writ brought on but the Mercury thought it would be to no avail since the 

reform bill would pass before that happened.126 In September the writ was moved 

again in the commons but defeated amid allegations of corruption going back to the 
elections of Roscoe, Canning, and Huskisson.127  

The reformers met in the Clarendon rooms to petition the Lords to pass the 

bill. They included W. W. Currie, in the chair, and Edward Rushton, William 

Shepherd, Egerton Smith, William Rathbone, John Cropper jn. Henry Booth, Joseph 

Sandars and Robert Gladstone.128 They called a public meeting in Clayton square 

using the balcony of the Bull for speeches which was attended by 5000 people. Lord 

Molyneux, Sir Joseph Birch, William and Hardman Earle, William and Richard 

Rathbone, Joseph Ewart, W. W. Currie, and James Cropper were all in prominent 

attendance. Adam Hodgson‘s presence was not noted.129  

On October 9th news arrived in Liverpool that the reform bill had been 

defeated in the Lords. Another meeting was convened in the Clarendon Rooms to 
plan a public meeting and for the first time Adam Hodgson was seen on a reform 

platform.130 At the public meeting held in Clayton square Adam Hodgson spoke in 

favour of a reform resolution put by Edward Roscoe. 

In October the Liverpool writ was granted and Thornley, supported by 

Brancker, immediately entered the fray. On October 20th the election began. 

Hustings were erected in front of the Town Hall; a red board declaring ñSandon and 

Freemenôs Rightsò, a green one, ñThornley, our Townsman, and Free Trade to 

China.ò Gascoyne had placarded the walls with; ñNo to Lordlingsò and ñNo to 

Yankee Merchantsò.131 However his blue placards were a ñflash in the panò as no-

one came to nominate him. On the hustings Thornley, proposed by W. W. Currie, 

seemed to have more support than Sandon, proposed by Charles Lawrence. 

Rathbone rounded on Sandon attacking his statements on reform, that £10 was too 
low, and his indecisiveness over the Corn Laws despite 11 years in parliament to 

deliberate the matter. Thornley advocated reform and repeal of the Corn Laws but 

surprisingly perhaps, Sandon, equivocating over reform, refusing to condemn the 

bishops for rejecting it, and refusing to support repeal of the Corn Laws, was 

elected.106 

In March 1832 Grey‘s administration re-presented the reform bill, which 

passed the Commons with an even greater majority. In the Lord‘s it again ran into 
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difficulty, for realising that outright rejection was dangerous, they tried to change its 

character, for example by delaying consideration of the abolition of rotten boroughs. 

The King rejected Grey‘s advice to swamp the Lords with reforming peers and the 

government resigned. The Tory Wellington tried to form a moderate reforming 

government, but it was clear that Peel and many in his party would resist. Outside 
parliament there was rising indignation; the so-called ―days of May.‖132 

May 14th 1832 saw the largest reform meeting ever held in Liverpool, twice as 

large as the meeting in October.`133  Clayton Square was filled and the crowd, 

estimated at 18,000, extended into Parker Street and Elliott Street. Lord Molyneux 

presided and the meeting was addressed by among others William and Edward 

Roscoe, Adam Hodgson, William and Hardman Earle, Thomas Brocklebank, 

Thomas Thornley, John and Edward Cropper, and William Wallace Currie. The 

speakers expressed confidence in Grey‘s administration and urged the meeting to 

petition parliament not to grant supplies, cutting off the government‘s funds, until 

reform had been granted.  

On May 18th the Liverpool Parliamentary Reform Union published an address 

attacking Sandon accusing him of not having the courage to vote against the 
measure, but of sneaking out of the House before it divided, in which he seems to 

have been accompanied by Henry Hunt. ñThis behaviour was worthy of both 

characters; but we are convinced that the freemen of Liverpool will ... never again 

return his Lordship as a member for this great community.ò133 Agitation continued 

throughout the country until Grey‘s administration was restored and the reform bill 

passed; receiving the royal assent on June 7th 1832. There was even a run on the 

Bank of England under the slogan ñTo stop the Duke go for Goldò when a million 

and half pounds were withdrawn from the Bank of England in a few days.134 The 

Mercury was pleased at the turn of events; ―it is to the determined expression of 

public opinion at these meetings that we owe the discomfiture of the Tories and the 

extension of a reforming ministry..‖ 135 

The electoral corruption issue rumbled on and in August 1833 the Burgesses 

met to address thanks to John Nichol MP for defending their rights in the recent 

enquiry into charges of corruption.136 Considerable animosity was expressed by T. 

B. Horsfall towards Ewart and his supporter Rathbone who had not defended the 

interests of the freemen. Adam Hodgson was proposed for the committee to effect 

the resolution. He begged to decline but was pressed to accept, ñIt will be more 

honour than all the rest, if we get your name.‖ 

Until the 1835 Municipal reforms, Liverpool was run by the Common Council 

with members elected for life from among the freemen. The majority of the freemen 

were working class but those in power were drawn from the old established 

merchant families and were mostly Anglicans and Tories.106 The first reformed 

municipal elections were held in December 1835. Adam Hodgson stood in Everton 
and Kirkdale and the Mercury revealed that he was a Tory, a relative of the Earl of 

Derby.137 The Common Council did what it could to preserve the old ways before it 

became extinct and voted endowments to the Rectors of Liverpool and their curates. 

The reformers were furious perceiving that it was being done because it could only 

be done before the reformed elections took place and would heavily burden the new 

council. Legal challenges were mounted but to no immediate avail.106 
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In the elections the Liberals took 43 of the 48 seats. Those elected included 

William Rathbone, Hugh Hornby, William Earle, and William Wallace Currie. 

Even in prosperous Everton and Kirkdale a freeman and Tory like Adam Hodgson 

was unelectable.118 However, on the previous May 1st Adam Hodgson was 

appointed a magistrate of the county along with, among others, James Aspinall, Sir 
Thomas Brancker, James Heyworth, and Charles Horsfall. A letter in the Mercury 

accused them of being political appointees of the outgoing Tory administration. The 

correspondent made much of the alleged corruption of Horsfall, though nothing of 

the sort was levelled at Hodgson, his unidentified negative qualities merely being 

contrasted with James Heyworth‘s equally unidentified positive qualities.139 

The liberals held power until 1841. Once lost, they did not regain it for 40 

years which may be attributable to the injection of anti-Catholic sentiments by a 

group of clergyman led by Hugh McNeile.106 The unreformed council had opened 

two schools in the North and South Ends of the town in 1827 which were Anglican 

in all but name. Children were taught the catechism and the day opened and closed 

with prayers, which in practice excluded Roman Catholics. The reformed council 

set up a committee under William Rathbone to make the schools acceptable to all. 
Rathbone was a supporter of Catholic Emancipation and repeal of the Union. He 

promoted adoption of the Irish National School system introduced in 1831 based on 

undenominational instruction which allowed clergymen from various religions one 

day a week for instruction from the appropriate version of the bible. In July 1836 

the council approved the new regulations. The day was to begin with a reading from 

scripture and a hymn. After normal lessons in the afternoon children would have 

their own clergy for religious instruction. 

Hugh McNeile who led the struggle against the corporation schools was born 

of a wealthy landowning family at Bally Castle, County Antrim and graduated from 

Trinity College, Dublin, in 1810. He initially trained for the law but entered the 

church in Ireland in 1820. In 1834 he took the parish of St Jude's, in Liverpool. 
From then on he was the driving force of Tory politics in Liverpool, despite his 

cloth; "God when he made the minister did not unmake the citizen." The Mercury 

referred to him as ―the lion-hearted and brazen fronted churchman of St Judeôs‖, or 

more succinctly, the ―Lion of St. Judeôs‖. He was an Anglican Evangelical, an 

inspiring public speaker, and anti-catholic to the point of a pathology.140 To him the 

Roman Church was the enemy of Christianity and the pope the anti-christ. He 

believed the Roman Church was a political conspiracy, which would grasp power 

and crush heresy. In October 1835 the Anglican clergy founded an Operative 

Protestant Association to politicise the working class.141 and organised an effective 

election machine which finally swept the liberals from power in 1841.106  

 

Emancipation of the Empire Slaves. 
 

Despite the efforts of James Cropper, who handed over his business interests to 

his sons to devote himself to the cause, by 1829 the Anti Slavery Society was dying 

of apathy.28 The London committee‘s meetings in January, May and July were 

inquorate and there were insufficient funds to cover expenses. At the beginning of 

1830 a parliamentary delegation was told by Sir George Murray, Wellington‘s 
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Colonial Secretary, that the resolutions of 1823 to ameliorate the condition of the 

colonial slaves was ―rather an opinion than a pledge‖. There seemed no prospect of 

an early end to slavery. This galvanized the abolitionists who began to hold meeting 

across the country to petition parliament. However, in October 1830 a letter 

appeared in the Mercury asking whether the Liverpool society even existed.142 
―Gentlemen ï Whilst the friends of humanity throughout the United Kingdom are 

exerting themselves to do something in favour of the black people, it is something 

marvelous that those who espoused their cause é in Liverpool, should é remain 

entirely passive.‖ The paper wondered why the Liverpool Society did not give the 

public the opportunity of recording their sentiments.143  

 On November 8th over 60 petitions were presented to the Lords on the subject 

and the number flowing in reached 3000 by the Christmas recess.144 On December 

15th Ewart, by now under threat of investigation for corruption, presented a petition 

from the Liverpool West India merchants praying for compensation in the event of 

abolition.145 It was not until January 1831 that the Friends of the Anti-Slavery 

Society met to petition parliament. James Cropper took the Chair and Adam 

Hodgson proposed the second motion – ñThat the resistance of the Colonial 
Legislatures to the parliamentary regulations of 1823, and the ... published 

sentiments of West Indian Merchants preclude the hope of any steps on their part 

towards emancipation, and compel us to apprehend that ... the period of abolition 

would be so indefinite and remote, as to present a prospect hardly less dreary and 

hopeless than that of interminable slavery.ò Samuel Hope and Thomas Blackburn 

presented a motion recognising the claims of the planters. 146 

James Cropper explained they had not calling a meeting in the last two years 

because they expected the government to take measures. However nothing had been 

done and reliance on the colonial legislatures was useless. He concluded, ―It had 

been clearly shown that instead of instruction leading the way to emancipation, 

emancipation must lead the way to instruction. (applause) ... The first step towards 
the improvement of the slaves must be the utter extinction of slavery (applause).‖  

Adam Hodgson declared ―that experience had fully shown that nothing but 

opposition was to be expected from the colonial legislatures. ...the public voice 

would never be silenced until the foulest blot that ever disgraced the annals of a 

Christian nation should be effaced.‖ When Samuel Hope called for compensation 

for the proprietors, a Mr Fitzsimmons rose and objected to the word remuneration in 

the motion. The chairman said the word was consideration not remuneration and 

implied only that the legislature consider whether the planters were entitled to 

anything or nothing. There was some disorder and Fitzsimmons proposed ―That as 

God created all men equal and nature found them free; the man who became the 

purchaser and proprietor of his fellow-man, has violated every law of God... and cut 

himself off from all claims to compensation.‖ The resolution was not seconded, but 
the motion was changed to read that the claims of the planter should be fairly 

examined. 

In March and April Fowell Buxton brought forward motions on slavery, 

proposing not further amelioration but abolition, on both occasions debate was 

postponed.147,148 In the summer of 1831 the London Antislavery Society decided to 

appoint paid agents to publicise the issue throughout the country supported by 
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donations from its wealthy supporters; James Cropper gave £500, Joseph Sturge 

£250, Miss Wedgwood £100 and John and Edward Cropper £100.149 

In November 1831 the government issued regulations for the amelioration of 

slave conditions in certain crown colonies – those under direct rule.150 Then in early 

1832 a slave revolt in Jamaica brought the slave question to the fore.151 In March 
Sandon asked if the government intended to bring up the question and was told that 

it intended to do so ñat an early day.ò152 In early April the Liverpool West India 

Merchants petitioned parliament viewing with alarm the proposed abolition and 

praying for full and fair compensation for the value of their property.153  

In the meantime Elliott Cresson was in Liverpool addressing the Wesleyans on 

the work of the American African Colonisation society, which had formed a black 

colony in Liberia. The Mercury commented :- ñThe more we reflect upon the 

subject of the free colony of Liberia the more we are impressed... How chimerical 

soever it may be to expect that the whole of the black population now in the United 

States... should ever become settlers in Liberia, it appears to us almost as likely as 

that the whites and blacks should ever cordially amalgamate as fellow citizens... 

Some of the best-informed persons .. are ... of the opinion that the issue ...of 
domestic slavery will be a dreadful servile war, more frightful than any in the 

history of the world.ò154 A lively correspondence ensued; the scheme had numerous 

critics. Many thought it made banishment a sine qua non of emancipation and 

pandered to the antipathies of the whites.155  

On May 23rd 1832 Fowell Buxton again moved for abolition in the 

commons.156 The motion proposed a select committee to consider measures for the 

extinction of slavery throughout the colonies, compatible with the safety of all. Lord 

Althorp demanded compensation for the planters. Sandon presented a petition 

praying the house would appoint a committee to inquire into the subject before 

adopting any sudden measure. Sandon alluded to compensation and O‘Connell leapt 

up to deny any such right. They could not claim compensation for afflicting a wrong 
on their fellow creatures. They were not being deprived of their land and estates, 

simply being required to cultivate them as they did in this country - by free labour. 

The motion was passed, as was Lord Althorp‘s amendment.   

On July 2nd Lord Suffield presented numerous petitions containing 163,815 

signatures to the Lords including one from Liverpool pleading for abolition and 

condemning the proceedings of the Liverpool West India committee.157 One of the 

petitions was seventy-six yards long containing 14,600 signatures.  

On July 22nd the Liverpool West India Association publicly condemned a 

placard published by the Anti-Slavery Society158 featuring a naked black slave with 

chains around his arms and ankles. Charles Horsfall of the West India Committee, 

said it was offensive and misleading as slaves were clothed and chains were no 

more used in the West Indies than in England. The Association ñfeels no little 
surprise, that many Members of the Anti-Slavery Society, who trade so largely in 

Articles produced by Slave Labour in the Foreign Colonies, and who use American 

Cotton and Rice, both produced by Slave Labour, should with singular 

inconsistency, be the most strenuous in attacking the West Indians and the warmest 

advocates for the rejection of the use of West India sugar; as if Slavery were only 

reprehensible in countries to which those Members do not trade, and where their 

connexions do not reside.ò 
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The Mercury declared the chains allegorical and similar to those on Nelson‘s 

vanquished foes on the monument near the Exchange – everyone knew that Nelson 

applied no fetters.158 In August the Anti Slavery Society announced a lecture in the 

Amphitheatre on the 28th on colonial slavery by George Thompson.159  And so began 

a momentous series of debates that caused a great stir in Liverpool. George 
Thompson, stipendiary agent for the Anti Slavery Society was to lecture on Tuesday 

evening, Peter Borthwick for the West Indian Association on Wednesday, and on 

Thursday Thompson would reply. In fact the debates lasted for six nights. 

Admission was by ticket equally distributed by both parties ñto secure a select 

assemblage, and prevent, as far as possible, the recurrence of those scenes of 

clamour and tumult which have taken place elsewhere.ò 3000 tickets were 

distributed ñand the greatest anxiety was exhibited to procure them and hundreds of 

persons were obliged to go away disappointed.ò160 The meeting began at six thirty 

and the Amphitheatre was ñcrowded in every part from Pit to Gallery.ò  

Thompson‘s lecture lasted two hours.  

Initially both sides agreed that Adam Hodgson would take the chair and in his 

opening remarks he said ñhe felt himself called to a situation of great delicacy and 
difficulty, being on the one hand, a member of the Liverpool Anti-Slavery Society, 

and being on the other... selected by the West Indian body to preside on this 

occasion ï bound to secure a fair and impartial hearing for both parties, without 

any reference to his own ...sentiments, which had long been before the public, and 

which nothing could induce him to abandon.ò He promised to be fair and impartial 

and hoped both parties would behave with decorum and refrain from ñall 

manifestations of applause and disapprobation, and remembering that no cause 

whatever could be served by clamour, but might be materially injured by it. (Hear, 

hear).ò 

Thompson was born in Liverpool in 1804, but left the town as a boy. His father 

was a Wesleyan cleric who is said to have been a clerk on a slave ship at some time. 
He volunteered to give lectures for the Anti Slavery Society despite lacking 

qualifications.161 He was highly successful and was later invited by William Lloyd 

Garrison – founder of the American Anti-Slavery Society - to lecture in the United 

States. Thompson set the evils of the West Indian system before the audience and 

appealed to them on the grounds of justice. There were few interruptions and, but 

for some uproar when he described the whipping of a slave, the meeting went 

smoothly. In the end he thanked them for their forbearing manner and entreated 

them not to interrupt the advocate for the West Indian Body. Adam Hodgson 

expressed his concurrence with these remarks and declared the meeting closed.160 

Next night Adam Hodgson took the chair for Borthwick‘s address.160 He hoped 

the decorum of the previous night‘s discussions would continue. However, 

Borthwick‘s lecture was continually interrupted with laughter and applause. At one 
point Borthwick took issue with Thompson for lampooning his description of a 

room in a slave hut as a ñsaloon.ò He explained; ñAll he had meant was a large and 

airy room for lounging in. Call it by what name they wouldé if he were disposed to 

draw a picture for Mr Thompsonôs entertainment, he could speak of mahogany 

tables and sideboards, fruits and wines, and treats prepared for the Baptist leaders, 

who were so active in the late rebellion.  ï here there was a tremendous burst of 
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disapprobation, followed by applause and clapping of hands, which continued for 

some time.ò 

Hodgson then ñexhorted the meeting to listen to Mr Borthwick with the same 

patience and attention that Mr Thompson had met with the preceding night... the 

statements ... would be answered at the proper time.‖ Borthwick said he had 
challenged Thompson to a debate to be judged by the audience but Thompson had 

refused. He extended his arm to where Thompson was sitting as if to challenge 

contradiction. Mr Thompson said ñNo, no,ò from his box and there were cries of 

ñShame, Shame, and Chair, Chair,ò and a burst of hissing and applause. Hodgson 

again asked the audience to hear Borthwick patiently. Later Borthwick read 

confessions of the leaders of the Jamaica rebellion to show they had been ñmisled 

by the publications of the Anti Slavery Society and particularly by the Baptist 

missionariesò into believing that the King had given them their freedom. The 

Baptists had taught the slaves they could not serve two masters and the rebellion 

had its basis in a perversion of religion. He said the rebellious slaves had perpetrated 

the most horrible cruelties on English women as, ñyoung, fair, and good, as the 

youngest, fairest and best now before him. These cruelties were practised, hear the 
word, and hiss not, ï by leaders in the Baptist churches.ò There was pandemonium. 

When order had been restored Borthwick asserted that the confessions of the 

slaves supported his accusations and the ringleaders took the same rank in the rebel 

army as they held in the Baptist church which caused renewed uproar. Borthwick 

concluded his address saying that emancipation would not be a moral boon to the 

slave but would drive him back to barbarism and accused the chief advocates of 

emancipation of not having emancipated their slaves but of having sold them and 

pocketed the cash. He had spoken for 3 hours and 20 minutes. 

The next night Thompson replied but160 following Borthwick‘s tumultuous 

meeting the Anti-Slavery Society and the West India Association could no longer 

agree on a chairman and Samuel Hope replaced Adam Hodgson. Thompson‘s 
meeting, which lasted four hours, was lively and at one point he asked the meeting 

to hold up its hands if it thought slavery incompatible with Christianity. A vast 

majority responded and there was great cheering. There was no support for the 

opposite proposition.  

On Friday night Borthwick replied, now with Charles Horsfall in the chair.162 

He soon referred to the scenes at his last lecture and said John Cropper, who had 

been standing behind the boxes, had said ñHiss the scoundrel down.ò  This caused 

ñthe greatest sensation and uproar ..., during which Mr Adam Hodgson got upon 

the table and attempted to address the audience. He was strongly opposed, ... 

particularly by the gentlemen ... upon the stage; and finding it impossible to be 

heard, he again resumed his seat. Mr Hodgson ...made a second attempt to be 

heard... but was again compelled to descend .... Mr Borthwick, however, ultimately 
succeeded in obtaining for him a hearing.ò 

Hodgson said,ò... he had too much respect for both the meeting and for the 

chairman to have taken a place upon the table without his permission. He wished 

the gentlemen on the stage ... to know this fact. (Hear.) He did not stand there to 

disavow the fact just stated by the gentleman, or to extenuate that fact. It was an 

error, a very great error ï an error so great, that had he, as chairman, heard Mr 



The Merchant Prince 

303 

 

Cropper utter these words, he would have felt it his duty to send an officer to take 

Mr. Cropper under his charge. (Hear).ò He read a letter from Cropper.  

ñI exceedingly regret that from a want of self-control, and from a momentary 

impulse of feeling, I gave utterance to a very unjustifiable expression of feeling for 

which I am to blame. I made the very earliest apology to Charles Horsfall, and as it 
was made in thy presence, and to thy satisfaction, I shall feel obliged by thy 

communicating the same to the meeting.ò The words had been uttered when 

Borthwick charged the Baptist missionaries with instigating rebellion.  

Horsfall agreed Cropper had called on him next morning, and apologised. 

Borthwick then resumed his lecture and said the alleged cowardice and meanness of 

slavery would be a good argument against the slave trade but had nothing to do with 

colonial slavery. The word cowardice reminded him of the circumstance of Mr 

Thompson ñdeclining to lecture before a chairman, whose name was a synonym for 

all that was noble in the character of a British merchant, and honourable in ... a 

British Gentleman... because he was connected with the West Indian Association.ò 

Thompson cried out, ñRead the letter!ò This produced cries of, ñturn him out, 

throw him over, break his neck,ò and the meeting dissolved into uproar. Order could 
not be completely restored and the chairman upbraided Thompson his conduct and 

the effect of his example. Anyone including Thompson, who occasioned further 

interruption would be removed which was greeted with even greater uproar. 

Thompson rose from his seat in a side box, waved to the audience, and left with 

some companions. Edward Cropper, from Thompson‘s box, managed to quiet the 

audience sufficiently for Borthwick to continue. Borthwick accused the abolitionists 

of being deeply interested in the cultivation of East India Sugar where the 

conditions of free labour were worse than those of the West Indian slaves. ñSo much 

for free labour sugar ï the disinterestedness of the Anti Slavery society and the 

humanity of the twenty-four ladies of Clapham, who would not use West India 

sugar, because, forsooth, it was grown by slaves.ò Borthwick accused Thompson of 
un-gentlemanly conduct and asked the meeting what they thought of the continual 

interruptions and the propriety of Thompson putting a question to a show of hands, 

and of a chairman, who held up both his hands in support.  

Thompson replied again in the Amphitheatre on Thursday September 6th with 

Samuel Hope in the chair.162 Thompson explained that his diffidence to lecture 

before Horsfall was that he might do violence to the chairman‘s feelings but he had 

in the end agreed to lecture before him. The meeting concluded with parts of the 

audience calling for cheers for Thompson, Borthwick, the Chairman, Lord Sandon 

and various other parties. In the case of Sandon the call was met with deep groans 

and hisses. 

The Mercury thought too much had been made of Croppers exclamation 

during Borthwick‘s ñvery invidious slander upon the sect of the Baptists.ò It also 
supported Thompson‘s intervention over the letter and rejected the charge against 

Samuel Hope seeing it as an attempt to restore order and a sign to the audience not 

to express an opinion.162 The following Tuesday Borthwick made a further reply to 

another crowded meeting bringing to a close events which were remembered for 

years to come. 

Come November the Mercury was electioneering again and crowing that since 

reform, the Old Backbone of Liverpool, the men who had replaced the great 
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Brougham, with the specious and superficial Canning, would be unable to influence 

events and the New Backbone of Liverpool, the middle classes, were urged not to 

return any Tories.163 Some of the reformists were trying to bind Thornley to pledges 

including abolition of colonial slavery, abolition of monopolies and repeal of the 

Corn Laws and to stand down if the electorate demanded it. 
The Tory meeting to select its candidate took place in the Golden Lion in 

November 1832 attended by almost 1000 people.163 ñThe upper end of the room was 

occupied by several influential merchants connected with the West Indian interest 

and the body of the room was occupied by a general mingling of all classes, 

amongst whom persons of the lower orders of the old freemen greatly 

predominated.ò Charles Lawrence took the chair and urged the return of Lord 

Sandon. John Moss said Lord Sandon was the fittest to represent them in 

Parliament, even though he differed from some of them in some votes he had given. 

Was it possible for any man to have differed from so few? Adam Hodgson 

expressed his pleasure in seconding the nomination. He did not agree with Sandon 

over reform and in particular he wished ñ...his Lordship had expressed his 

sentiments more decidedly on the equitable settlement of a most difficult and 
delicate point of colonial policy ï he meant the abolition of negro slavery on honest 

principles. (Hear, hear.).ò Although he did not agree with every measure he had 

taken, ñit was quite impossible to agree with a representative on every measure, 

....if the representative was to be a representative, and not a delegate.ò He asked 

whether Sandon had been honest, independent and attentive to their local concerns. 

He asked whether they could find anyone better able to represent them ñon every 

point of commercial legislation, on every subject which might affect the civil and 

ecclesiastical institutions of the state, on every point in which was involved the 

social, moral, and religious welfare of the British Empire.ò Sandon was 

unanimously adopted. 

Sandon‘s position on colonial slavery was set out in his election address which 
contrasted the lives and fortunes of thousands of planters with the moral 

improvement or return to barbarism of the slaves. He perceived peril for 

manufacturing industry whose prosperity depended on revenue from colonial 

produce which could bear no ñfurther defalcation without general embarrassment 

and ruin.ò He saw no solution in the ñimperfect and ill digested legislation of the 

Orders in Council, nor in the immediate emancipation now demanded by the 

London Anti-Slavery Society.ò The parliamentary enquiries he hoped would 

produce measures containing ñthe germ of no slow emancipation, together with 

security for the continued industry of the slave, and compensation... to the master.ò 

The Mercury was unimpressed; this was not the time for a middle path, a man must 

be either reformer or Tory. Sandon was a political turtle – neither flesh, fish, nor 

fowl.164  
ñToo bad for a blessing, too good for curse 

We wish in our hearts, you were better or worse.ò 

At the election Ewart and Sandon were returned, and Thornley began raising a 

fund to challenge the result on grounds of bribery and corruption. It came to nought 

as it was interrupted by yet another dissolution.106 

By February the West India lobby was concerned that Grey‘s cabinet planned 

to abolish slavery within three years without compensation. On February 6th 
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Buxton questioned the Chancellor and heard again that measures would be brought 

forward at an early period.165 On March 19th he was told the governments motion 

would come forward on the 23rd of April and he agreed to suspend his bill.166 In 

early April the government‘s plan leaked; there was to be a loan of £20 million 

raised on the credit of the colonies, producing an income of 5%, to pay the planters 
£10 to £20 per head. The slaves would become indentured labourers compelled to 

work six days a week by a police force.167  

Petitions for abolition began flooding into parliament again. On April 18th 300 

delegates met in London to promote the cause. Delegates from Lancashire included 

Rev. Thomas Raffles, Adam Hodgson, James Cropper, and Thomas Thornley. They 

resolved that all slaves be emancipated forthwith, otherwise bloodshed would result. 

They opposed any suggestion that the Negro pay for his emancipation and said the 

country would bear any measure for increased policing and they agreed to a fair 

measure of relief for the planters.168 

Lord Stanley, Adam Hodgson‘s cousin, who replaced Goderich as Colonial 

Secretary put forward the plans. He mentioned the vast interests involved, with 

250,000 tons of shipping in the West India trade. The slaves were to become 
indentured apprentices for twelve years. Lord Howick objected that the slave was 

compelled to give up one third of his time, for one fifteenth of its value.169 The 

Mercury thought the act was based on the Algerine principal – the pirate first 

illegally seized his prey, then decreed his captive should pay a large ransom, or be 

doomed to perpetual chains.170 Panic ensued among the West India lobby who saw 

no compensation for the loss of their property. At one meeting J.H. Palmer former 

Bank of England governor, said it would endanger the whole framework of 

society.171 Some saw it that way, and what with The Labour in Cotton Mills Act of 

1831, the Ten Hours Bill and now an Emancipation Act; times were changing for 

the sugar lords and the cotton lords.172 

 
EPISTLE OF CONDOLENCE FROM A SLAVE LORD TO A COTTON LORD 

 

Alas! My dear friend, what a state of affairs! 

How unjustly we both are despoiled of our rights! 

Not a pound of black flesh shall I leave to my heirs, 

Nor must you any more work to death little whites. 

 

Both forced to submit to that general controller 

Of King, Lords, and cotton mills – Public Opinion; 

No more shall you beat with a big billy-roller, 

Nor I with the cart-whip assert my dominion. 

 

Whereas, were we suffered to do as we please 

With our Blacks and our Whites as of yore we were let, 

We might range them alternate, like harpsichord keys, 

And between us thump out a good piebald duet. 

 

But this fun is all over; - Farwell to the zest 

Which Slavery now lends to each tea-cup we sip; 

Which makes still the cruellest coffee the best, 

And that sugar the sweetest, which smacks of the whip. 

 

Farewell, too, the Factory‘s white pickaninnies,- 

Small, living machines, which, if flogged to their tasks, 
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Mix so well with their namesakes, the billies and jennies, 

That which have got souls in ‗em nobody asks. 

 

Little Maids of the Mill, who, themselves but ill fed, 

Are obliged, among their other benevolent cares, 

To keep ―feeding the scribblers*,‖ – and better ‗tis said, 

Than old Blackwood or Fraser
+
 have ever fed theirs. 

 

All this is now o‘er, and so dismal my loss is, 

So hard ‗tis to part from the smack of the thong, 

That I mean (from pure love for the old whipping process) 

To take to whipt syllabub all my life long. 

 

*One of the operations in cotton mills usually performed by children. 
+
 Tory periodicals 

 

In June the government announced the conversion of the loan to an outright 

grant of £20 million.173 On July 22nd Ewart presented a petition from the Liverpool 

Anti-slavery society against parts of the Abolition Bill signed by the Chairman 

Adam Hodgson – saying in part ñtaking notice of the slavery abolition bill and 

praying that the same may not pass into law.ò174 On the 25th of July Stanley 

announced amendments to the apprenticeship clauses; 12 year apprenticeship for 

predial slaves and 7 years for non-predial slaves were to be reduced to seven and 

five years respectively.175 There was a further reduction of one year as the measures 
would come into force in 1833, not 1834, and end in 1840 and not 1845. Sandon 

had lobbied hard for the West India interest, particularly for compensation, and 

complained that the government had violated its commitments. On August 1st Ewart 

submitted a resolution for the equalisation of duties on East India cotton and sugar, 

however the government demurred until the effect of abolition was seen.176  On 

August 28th the Emancipation Bill received the royal assent.177  

The abolitionists were not happy with the bill; James Cropper, even before it 

became law, complained in a letter to John Cropper, ñI am sorely disappointed with 

the bill. In its present shape it is a wasteful expenditure of public money without 

absolutely securing anything in return.ò28 In part this was based on the 12 year 

apprenticeship demanded and the imposition of duties on colonial produce which 

they saw as having already led to a continuation of slavery based on their theories of 
the relative cost of free and slave labour. Others seemed happier, the Mercury 

published a piece on Voluntary and Compulsory Labour.178 

 ñthe great object is to give to the Negro rational motives for industry, by 

making it the condition on which he has to depend for the enjoyment of those 

comforts and conveniences which moderate labour ought to ensure to all men in all 

countries. ... Partial as the concession is toward the slave, it will gradually prepare 

him for that perfect freedom which awaits him at no distant period.ò The system 

recommended by Hodgson and Cropper was being put to the test and the paper did 

not doubt its success. Dissatisfaction lingered among the abolitionists, both with the 

apprenticeship system and the treatment of the apprentices, which led to further 

agitation. 
In December 1837 a meeting of the Liverpool Abolitionists, now styled The 

Friends of the Immediate and Entire Abolition of Slavery, was held in the Music 

Hall.179 About 400 people, principally women, attended. Among those on the 
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platform were Joseph Sturge and Adam Hodgson who was described as ñthat tried, 

zealous and consistent friend of the Negro and the whole human race.ò Also present 

were Councilor John Cropper, James Cropper senior, and the outspoken Evangelical 

Anglicans, Rev. Hugh McNeile, and Rev. Fielding Ould. The chairman, James 

Cropper, said his health meant he must avoid exciting subjects and was unable to 
take much part. No one could be present who was not in favor of immediate 

abolition. All questions about it were unnecessary; the country had paid twenty 

millions but the slaves were deprived of what had been purchased. The West Indian 

had his compensation but had given nothing in return. Why did slavery continue to 

exist when all admitted that slave labour was dearer than free labour? The abolition 

of the slave trade occurred at the same time as spinning by machine began. 

Government might have kept those little wheels spinning on the same terms as they 

had slavery. If Government had given a bounty on all cotton spun on little wheels, 

they would have been at work now, - and if Government had not given a bounty on 

slave-grown sugar, slavery would have ceased long ago. He was greeted with loud 

applause.  

Rev. Bevan surveyed Negro Slavery from Lord Stanley‘s 1834 Emancipation 
Bill to the present in a speech later published as a pamphlet. He set out the 

provisions of the bill and its subsequent violations, in particular, the partiality of the 

magistrates, the hours of work, the food, corporal punishment and above all the 

treatment of females. The intrigues, which lead to the dismissal of the Marquis of 

Sligo and Dr Palmer, were covered. Lord Sligo was the Governor General of 

Jamaica and Dr Palmer a special magistrate in St Thomas in the Vale parish in 

Jamaica, who had been dismissed for their attempts to administer the Act. The 

treatment of slaves was worse than ever before. Joseph Sturge, who had visited the 

colonies, contrasted the favourable operation of the apprentice system in Antigua 

and its abuses elsewhere, the over valuation of the price for emancipation and the 

horrors of the treadmill. Finally he said, nine tenths of the compensation had been 
paid to proprietors at home. 

Documents and eye witness statements were read about cruel treatment, 

especially of females, and Fielding Ould proposed the motion that they beheld with 

abhorrence practices opposite to the intention of the Emancipation Act and called 

for immediate and total abolition. Adam Hodgson seconded the motion which was 

carried unanimously. He said they had no right to detain the negro longer than was 

beneficial. He had told them in 1833 that as the nation shared the guilt so the nation 

shared the penalty. Their relationship to the slave was criminal and nothing could 

justify continuing it longer than was beneficial. On these grounds he had called for 

immediate abolition and protested against the Emancipation Act because it was not 

beneficial to the slaves but a medium of cruelty and oppression and calculated to 

destroy the relationship between master and slave that could render abolition of 
benefit to both. He said they were assembled to give liberty to the slave the moment 

it was beneficial and this was the moment. He asked whether the planter had not 

violated his contract and alluded to ñone special violation of the contract, which 

harrowed up the feelings of Englishmen more than any other, the continued flogging 

of women. He said, they had heard from their friend Mr Sturge that this was still 

going on. Was this fulfilling the contract, or had the planters any thing to complain 
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of if the British people snatched the apprentice from his hand, and tore in pieces his 

indentures? (Cheers.)  

... If these things were so, it was time that they should rise as one man and say 

ñThe negro shall be free.ò ï (great cheering) ï not free upon parchment, - not free 

upon the statute book, but free in truth and in reality. (Renewed cheering.) It was 
time that the British public should rise up, for he regretted to say that the British 

public was the only guardian of the negro. (Hear, hear.)ò  

He said that parliament had never tried to grapple with the West India 

Question until forced by the public. He had often met to petition in the face of the 

dreary prospect of interminable slavery, but theirs was a righteous cause. ñThe 

morning light had dawned; the rays of the rising sun of liberty had already gilded 

the blue mountain tops of the beautiful islands of the west; and though mists still 

lingered in the valleys below, they, too, would soon fade away before the mid-day 

sun. (Cheers.).ò  

The Rev. Hugh McNeile stood amidst loud cheering and declared that the 

1833Abolition Act was continuing the worst features of slavery and demanded 

instantaneous abolition after August 1840.  In the course of his address he said; ñhe 
had imbibed his earliest sentiments on the subject in the house and in the society of 

a man dear to them all; dear even to those who never saw his honoured face, and 

whose affection for him was like that of a father for his own child, in naming whom 

he named a name which must sound like familiar music in their ears, - that of 

William Wilberforce. (Loud and continued cheering.).ò 

Various other motions condemning the Act and urging immediate 

emancipation were adopted and Edward Cropper proposed that a petition be 

presented to the Lords and the Commons. 

Early in 1838 Sir Eardly Wilmot brought a motion in the house to terminate 

the apprentice system on August 1st 1838 to be followed by a motion to terminate 

predial apprenticeships by 1840.180 The mayor of Liverpool, William Rathbone, 
convened a meeting at the Amphitheatre in Great Charlotte Street, to petition 

parliament in favour of the motion.180  One of the speakers, Mr Blair, former mayor 

of Bath, launched into a personal attack on Gladstone. He said, ―Gladstone had 

been represented to him as a good and pious Christian. He regretted this the more, 

because ... his example was doubly dangerousé. When they remembered that Mr 

Gladstone... had received eighty or a hundred thousand pounds, which ... instead of 

going into the pockets of the wrongdoer, should have gone to compensate the slaves 

.... (hear and applause) ï he could not wonder that he defended the system.ò 

The Rev. Hugh McNeile intervened: ñI beg ten thousand pardons, but I must 

protest against personal allusions of this kind. (Tremendous uproar, and hissing, 

with cries of óTurn him outô).‖ Rathbone said, ñI will have an orderly meeting, and 

will be obeyed, otherwise I will dissolve the meeting. Mr. McNeile has made an 
appeal very much in accordance with my own feelings.ò  

The meeting regretted the attempt to divert them from immediate 

emancipation, by the introduction of a Bill entitled ―An Act to amend an Act for the 

Abolition of Slavery in the British Colonies.‖ They would never be satisfied by any 

measure which continued slavery under the fallacious name of Apprenticeship. 

Adam Hodgson, deplored attempts to press forward the Bill before the House of 

Commons. McNeile and Blackburn deplored the flagrant abuses of the 1833 Act.  
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John Scoble, greeted by loud cheering, continued the attack on Gladstone, ñIt 

has been said that ... our mouths, forsooth, are to be shut with respect to 

individuals. ...I am not for separating the sinner from his sin ï (loud applause) ï the 

usurper over human nature from the system he is found supporting (Cries of Bravo 

and much cheering.) And I am much marvelled when I heard an individual, 
estimable from his talents, his character, his piety, his moral and religious worth, 

say, that we ought not to deal with individuals.ò This was greeted with cheering and 

hisses and the Chairman called for order. McNeile rose amid applause and a few 

hisses and maintained he had been misrepresented, ñHe did not say... that they were 

not to allude to individuals; but that allusion to the private motives of individuals 

would not serve their glorious cause ... he would confine himself to the public acts 

and speeches of men, not ... to their private motives, nor ascribe hypocrisy to them 

in religion, nor impute to them mercenary motives ....ò 

Mr Scoble was unabashed. ñYou must be gratified with what has been said by 

the Rev gentleman ... he allows us the liberty of dealing with individuals. ....By their 

fruits shall ye know them ...I as much confide in the piety of a thief as a slave-

owner.ò 
What had raised the temperature was a plan by John Gladstone and others to 

import ―hill-coolies‖ from India into Demerara. Subsequently, the Mercury reported 

that the Hespera, a Liverpool ship, carrying ―hill-coolies‖ had left Calcutta for 

Demerara characterising it as a revival of the slave-trade.182 McNeile‘s attempt to 

cover this over, was the subject of at least one vigorous attack in the press which 

contrasted his abolitionist stance with his virulent anti catholicism. He had recently 

written a pamphlet asserting that those who opposed slavery must also oppose 

Catholicism, they being one and the same thing.183  

However, by July 1838 an act was before parliament regulating the use and 

transport of East Indian apprentices and most of the colonial legislatures had been 

forced into abandoning slavery by August 1st. Thus on that day some 60 Liverpool 
Abolitionists held a celebratory dinner at the Royal Hotel in Dale Street presided 

over by the mayor William Rathbone.184 Rathbone toasted the new queen, ñwhose 

subjects were now all free, and her negro subjects ï might they now possess all the 

advantages of British freedom.ò Thomas Blackburn replied; ñit afforded him no 

common pleasure to see in the room ... ... more than three of the descendants, of 

three distinguished individuals.....who had performed a most important part in the 

history of slavery.ò 

Rathbone remarked that their ancestors had been told that ñgrass would grow 

in the streets of Liverpool if they abolished the slave trade, however grass did not 

grow in the streets of Liverpool but houses, shops and warehouses did.ò He raised a 

toast to Wilberforce, Sharp, Roscoe, William Rathbone, James Currie, Edward 

Rushton and George Stephen. He noted Roscoe‘s willingness to publish Mount 
Pleasant at an early age and mentioned Edward Rushton and the loss of his eyesight 

while treating opthalmia aboard a slave vessel. 

William Wallace Currie spoke followed by Edward Rushton who 

acknowledged the tribute to his father. He was followed by Rev. Gray of Edinburgh 

who spoke against the American Colonisation society and was greeted with 

considerable applause. Rathbone spoke again and said; ñThose who had been 

forward in this business in the present day...were entitled to very little merit .... they 
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were only assembled to reap the reward of what others had fought for in the heat of 

battle, as the father of Mr Currie had fought against his own interests in his 

profession, and as others had fought with him against their own pockets, ... These 

were the men who had merit in opposing slavery. In modern days, to stand up for 

the right cause required little moral courage; it was now the fashion to be right.ò 
Rev. Hinton spoke on the continued existence of slavery in the United States 

and proposed a toast to William Lloyd Garrison. The secretary, Bevan, returning 

thanks for a toast to him noted they had to complain of defections in some quarters 

but hoped the feelings expressed that evening would enable them to accomplish 

their objects. Who had defected was unclear. However, both Hodgson and McNeile 

had left the movement, probably with many of the rank and file; perhaps taking the 

view that the object had been achieved and the issue of American Slavery was no 

concern of theirs.185 Later that year the Mercury carried an attack on President van 

Buren‘s annual address for its lack of resolve on the issue of slavery and on the 

Indian removals being pursued by the federal government.186 

Despite the defections and the end of slavery as a domestic political issue the 

Liverpool Anti Slavery Society continued to meet regularly. A meeting in April 
1840 in the Music Hall was comfortably filled with a large proportion of the 

audience being women, many from the Society of Friends.223. Secretary Bevan 

lamented the death of James Cropper and announced that John Cropper would 

become chairman of the branch. They discussed the attempts to import ―hill-

coolies‖ into the colonies and the continued existence of slavery in America.  

By 1841 revenue considerations resulted in a proposal to reduce import duties. 

Lord Sandon, stood in the house to oppose a reduction in the duties protecting West 

India sugar. Thornley supported the measure and the London Anti Slavery 

Committee was drawn in.188  Slave grown sugar could be imported into England, 

refined in bond, and sold in fine white loaves in the West Indies at less than 4d per 

pound. Yet coarse West Indian sugar was sold to English labourers at between 7d 
and 9d a pound. The London Anti-Slavery Society‘s decision to support West India 

sugar duties outraged the provincial members. They seemed to have abandoned the 

principal that free labour was cheaper than slave labour. The Mercury wondered 

why the Liverpool body did not protest and launched a personal attack on the 

Gladstones.  Mr Gladstone had been a staunch champion of slavery and maintained 

it was not contrary to Christianity. He said the West Indian slaves were kindly 

treated and, ñhe even went so far as to palliate... the custom of branding the ... 

initials of the owners in the flesh of human beings! This he did on the ground that 

the operation was performed ... with a silver tool, - not with a red hot branding 

instrument of any baser metal.ò Gladstone had been a prime mover in the hill coolie 

traffic whose atrocities ñwere not a whit less appalling than the horrors of the 

middle passageò and he was engaged in cultivating East Indian sugar using men 
ñbut one degree removed from absolute slavery.ò  

Accusations flew in the House including one that members of the London 

Anti-Slavery society were working negro slaves in the gold mines of Brazil. Many 

anti-slavery MPs, such as Lushington, opposed the reduction of the duties because 

the West Indies could not compete with Cuban slave grown sugar, whilst still 

maintaining the principle that free labour was cheaper than slave labour.188 
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 The Liverpool Anti-Slavery Society met in May 1841 with John Cropper in 

the chair.189 William Kay and William Rathbone moved a motion condemning the 

slave trade which was carried nem. con. Another motion, which said that previous 

efforts to secure abolition had failed, and that victims of the detestable traffic had 

increased, was also carried nem. con. A motion supporting free trade and approving 
of reducing the sugar duties, was also carried nem. con. The final motion, again 

carried nem. con., declared the best means of abolishing Slavery was in the fair 

competition of free and coerced labour; and the proposed alteration in duties would 

promote the entire abolition of slavery all over the world. 

Other branch societies were hardly more conciliatory and could not accept the 

London Society‘s opposition to the reduction in duties.190 The Wakefield society 

accused London of joining the ranks of the West Indian planters and expressed 

dissatisfaction that the society should have taken such a divisive step without 

sanction of the membership.191 

The London society admitted it had recommended the use of free grown 

produce, as far as practicable. It also pointed to their resolution ñ... the British 

government ought on no account to allow of the introduction of slave grown sugar 
into the British market; and that the friends of ..abolition .. ought ... to uphold this 

view.ò Until recently there had been no proposal for a reduction of sugar duties nor 

for alteration of the Corn Laws or the duties on timber. The questions had become 

mixed up but they were not responsible for the consequences. Reduction in the 

duties would stimulate the slave trade in Cuba and Brazil and none of their leaders 

disagreed. They were not opposed to free trade and wished to see free labour 

produce introduced into the country.192 

The controversy emerged in the Liverpool press in an exchange of letters 

between Revs. Hugh McNeile and William Bevan. Bevan spelled out its 

origins.193After a speech attacking Peel‘s government Lord Sandon was taunted with 

the proceedings of the Liverpool Anti Slavery Society. He replied that many 
members had stopped attending after the Emancipation Act, believing there was no 

further point in meeting and it had dwindled to a fraction of its original size. Two 

members of the old society, Adam Hodgson and Rev. Tattershall, had written to him 

expressing regret at their proceedings.  According to Bevan, Adam Hodgson had 

long since stopped attending. Rev. Tattershall last attended in July 1838 and 

McNeile in April 1838. The Mercury delighted in contrasting McNeile‘s 

exceedingly great professed anti-slavery zeal with his exceedingly small 

performance.193 

McNeile complained he had no notice of the meeting which he said was 

packed as Sandon had implied.  Bevan said it ill became those who had seceded 

from the only society of abolitionists in Liverpool and its deliberations on behalf of 

millions of down-trodden slaves to charge those who remained faithful to their 
antislavery pledges from its foundation in 1822 with schismatical proceedings.238 

The Mercury charged that McNeile attended his first meeting only three years ago 

and had not taken part until slavery was already abolished or he could never have 

stood so high with the Tories. McNeile was mocked for his reasons for not 

attending; that they were held at an inconvenient time and too far away – half a mile 

from his door according to the paper.193 
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 McNeile complained of partisanship; he was opposed to the abolition of sugar 

duties in common with the London society and if the measures had not come from a 

conservative government the resolutions would not have been proposed. Although 

Sandon withdrew his accusations about the meeting being packed, McNeile pressed 

on maintaining that if all the abolitionists had been present the resolutions could not 
have passed. He demanded to see from the minutes whether they were quorate. 

Bevan, who stood accused of doing the packing by not sending out notices, replied 

that he had sent McNeile many notices in the past and he never attended.241 It turned 

out only 13 abolitionists were at the meeting but it was sufficient for a quorum. 

McNeile managed to consider himself vindicated.193 

 

The Church Militant. 
 

During the 1830‘s Adam Hodgson continued his involvement in philanthropic 

and charitable works, largely reflecting his Anglican Evangelical viewpoint. This 

included the Mariners‘ Church Society the other leading lights of which were 

Charles Horsfall and his son Thomas Berry Horsfall and the Rector of Liverpool 

Jonathan Brooks. Adam Hodgson presented the 1830 report showing they had held 

divine service in the Floating Chapel for three years but had been unable to find a 

building for a school.194 Three years later the school had closed for want of funds.195  

He contributed to the Permanent Asylum for the Homeless196 and in 1831 gave 

£20 to the Liverpool North Dispensary,
197

 a part of the Liverpool Dispensaries 

system, which needed larger premises north of Tithebarn Street.198  He continued a 
member of the Committee of the Subscribers and Friends of the Liverpool Female 

Penitentiary along with James Cropper, vice president in 1830.199 Mrs Rathbone and 

Mrs Hodgson were among the lady patronesses. One of the functions was to arrange 

work for the inmates to inculcate habits of industry. The original Penitentiary at 

Edge Hill was replaced in 1822 by one in Crabtree Lane which held 40 inmates. The 

women were supervised by a Matron and Sub matron and did clear starch washing 

and the getting up of linen.200.  

He was involved in the British and Foreign School Society and chaired a 

meeting in July 1832201 addressed by the London secretary who spoke on its work at 

home and abroad remarking that there were over a million uneducated people in 

England. Samuel Hope spoke on the progress of education and the Rev. Knibb 

spoke on his work as a schoolmaster and missionary among the Negroes of Jamaica. 
He had established a school for 600 black children but said of 300,000 slaves in the 

island 290,000 were wholly uneducated. Lieutenant Fabian R.N. moved a resolution 

for the formation of a local committee.  

The Chairman was about to move the vote, when the redoubtable Mr. Falvey 

intervened saying he was a friend to education but when he found a body of men 

putting forth statements which were unfounded in fact, he felt it his duty to protest. 

This was greeted with uproar. The Chairman begged the meeting to refrain from 

shouting and hissing, and to hear him in silence. Mr. Falvey said, if so many were 

uneducated in England, why send money abroad to educate foreigners, little of 

which reached its destination. Falvey repeated a story told by Lieut. Fabian of a 

little black boy who would not go to see a play because he could not see God there, 
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and his Bible told him that where God was not present there was no safety. ñMr. 

Falvey imitated the voice used by Lieut. Fabian and asked if God ñvas not at de 

play,ò was God in the street? (A laugh.) Had the poor little black boy ever seen God 

in his life? (Great Laughter.)ò The Chairman said he would not sit there to hear the 

Supreme Being spoken of so irreverently; and that if this continued he would 
dissolve the meeting. 

Falvey asked what they had done in Ireland? They had got thousands of 

pounds, and spent it engendering bigoted animosity. He did not object to the Bible, 

but to its improper use. He protested against their proselytising. Among themselves 

there were irreconcilable differences. ñThe Trinitarians said the Unitarians would 

be damned: but the Unitarians had drawn their tenets from the Bible as wellé.. The 

Bible Society has disseminated the Bible that had lead to Unitarianism; and if you 

damn the Unitarians ï[the rest of the sentence was drowned in clamour]- The 

Chairman once more interposed, and said as he found it quite impossible to 

preserve order é.he must dissolve the meeting. This intimation gave rise to 

renewed uproar, and the Chairman, abdicated the chair, and left the room, 

accompanied by his friends.ò  
Nevertheless Hodgson also continued involvement with broader based 

charities. He was on the Committee of the Subscribers to the Lancashire Refuge for 

the Destitute whose Patron was the Earl of Derby, as were the Rev. J. J. Hornby, 

rector of Winwick, William Rathbone, William Rushton, Richard Vaughan Yates, 

Charles Horsfall, and George Holt.202 The institute began about 1823 and its 

physician was Dr. Thomas Traill. In early 1833 he was involved with a large cross 

section of the town in funding a proposed Northern Hospital. Among the members 

of the fund raising committee were Rev. Buddicom, Ambrose Lace, Adam 

Hodgson, Thomas Berry Horsfall, William Wallace Currie, John Lightbody, Robert 

Lightbody, Thomas Sands, and Charles Horsfall.203 During 1834 Adam Hodgson 

and Charles Horsfall were vice-presidents of the Subscribers and Friends of the 
Ophthalmic Infirmary established in 1820.204 He was involved in the Liverpool 

Literary Scientific and Commercial Institution.205 which met in the rooms of the 

Royal Institution. It occupied a position between the Royal Institution and The 

Literary and Philosophical Society and the Mechanics Institute to provide education 

for the merchant‘s clerks. Its vice presidents were Lord Sandon and Mr Ewart. 

Lectures included Early Literature, the properties of the Atmosphere, Botany, 

Spanish literature, French, Mathematics and Commerce.  

His work for the Established Church became more marked perhaps driven by 

the Irish question. In 1831 there was violent protest in Ireland over the payment of 

tithes. Resistance to the payment of tithes had profound effects and in December 

1835 Adam Hodgson became treasurer of a committee for the relief of the Irish 

clergy206 which included rector Jonathan Brooks, Hugh McNeile and R. P. 
Buddicom.  Rev J. J. Hornby and his family gave prominently; Adam Hodgson gave 

£20, as did Charles Horsfall but few of the Liverpool reformers gave.  

In September 1836 the foundation stone was laid for a new church school in 

Liverpool and there was a 10,000 strong procession through the town, with 1000 

members of the Tradesmans Conservative association and 7000 boys and girls from 

the Corporation schools. It was headed by the rector and joined by Thomas 

Brancker, James Aspinall, Robertson Gladstone and Adam Hodgson.207 The 
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reformed Municipal Council elected in 1835 had promoted non-denominational 

schools which became a divisive issue. Although over half the population was either 

catholic or non-conformist the Established Church adopted a policy of non-co-

operation in July 1836. The newly arrived and fiercely anti-catholic Hugh McNeile 

lead the way in organizing resistance through various Protestant Associations in the 
Town. 

In December 1837 Hodgson was involved in building a new church for the 

villages of Waterloo and Crosby Seabank;208 Christ Church, Waterloo was 

completed in 1840, and pulled down by Austin and Paley in 1899 as unsound.209 

Adam Hodgson donated £100, Charles Horsfall £50 and Joseph Hornby £10. 

Hodgson‘s associate in many of his Anglican activities, Charles Horsfall, was in the 

West India and Palm Oil trades and seems to have been interested in Davy‘s 

experiments with the copper sheathing of vessels and to have had an extensive 

botanical collection in his Everton gardens.210 Hodgson became involved in many 

church building programmes through the committee of the Chester Diocesian 

Society. At its February 1838 meeting they resolved that the welfare of the country 

was closely connected with the provision of church accommodation and pastoral 
superintendence.211 Many places were deprived of these benefits through the rapid 

increase in population. On the committee of the society were: - the Reverends 

Jonathan Brooks, J Hornby, Winwick, G. Hornby, Bury, along with Adam 

Hodgson, Thomas Berry Horsfall, and Charles Groves. In 1839 the Society built 4 

new churches in Colne, a new chapel in Heywood, 2 in North Meols, 2 in Croston, 

and 4 in the Fylde.212 In total 20 churches had been built at a cost of £48,000. 

 

The Panic of 1837 and the Chartist Rising. 
  

In 1837 the Bank of Liverpool was hit by a huge financial crisis. The period 

had seen rapid growth of investment in railways and the creation of many joint 

stock banks and other companies since 1826. In 1836 104 joint stock companies 

were formed in Manchester and Liverpool with capital over £37 million. A rapid 

growth of credit further fuelled speculation in stocks. Several Anglo-American 

houses pursued loose credit policies using discounted bills as collateral for loans.97 

In July 1836 George Carr Glynn of Glynn‘s bank in London warned Joseph 

Langton, the manager of the Bank of Liverpool, about the large amount of 

American Bills which was making the Bank of England ñvery fidgety.ò  In 
November 1836 he wrote to say he had seen the Chancellor who said there would be 

ñevery needful cooperation on the part of the government to counteract any 

tendency towards internal panic.ò Panic duly ensued.  

It seemed that many banks might cease payment and the Bank of England was 

not about to help. The Bank of Liverpool anticipated the results of the excess paper 

and William Brown wrote to the President of Board of Trade urging limitations to 

the number of joint stock banks and the amount of paper issued. In 1836 the Bank of 

England tried to limit gold outflows to the United States for speculative land deals 

and other investments and began to restrict credit to Anglo-American houses, 

including that of William and James Brown, and it raised the interest rate. In the 

United States President Jackson decreed that payment for government lands could 
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only be made in specie. The ensuing panic in the United States soon affected 

Liverpool when remittances failed to arrive. By May 1837 William and James 

Brown & Co. were tottering. 
The crisis in Liverpool began with the American houses of Thomas Wilson & 

Co, George Wilder & Co, and Timothy Wiggin & Co. Representatives of Thomas 

Wilson & Co arrived and stated their difficulties; although they had some 

guarantees from London to the Bank of England unless they had assurances from 

Liverpool they would have to stop as would Wilder & Co and Wiggin & Co. The 

Bank of Liverpool offered a loan of £10,000. Two directors went to alert the Bank 

of England to the consequences of failures on this scale. The Bank of England 

wanted guarantees for discounting the bills of American banks and in March the 

Bank of Liverpool agreed to subscribe £25,000. Nevertheless Wilsons stopped 

payment in June putting pressure on Browns. 

The Bank of Liverpool and Arthur Heywood & Sons tried to persuade the 

Bank of England to assist warning of the disastrous effects on British exports. On 

May 27th the Roscoe packet arrived from America with news of the suspension of 

non-specie payments. On 7th of June Adam Hodgson wrote to the Governor of the 

Bank of England warning of ñthe disastrous consequences which might follow in 

the manufacturing districts and elsewhere on the stoppage of Messrs William & 

James Brown & Company.ò He asked the Bank of England for ñpowerful aid to 

avert a calamity so alarming.ò The Bank of England was warned that William & 

James Brown & Co.‘s remittances from America were ñdelayed and cut offò and 

they could not continue without assistance. Brown‘s had a capital of £1,372,000 but 

held £472,000 in protested bills and there were fears that £372,000 expected during 

the month would not arrive. With guarantees of £20,000 from the Bank of Liverpool 

and £10,000 from Arthur Heywood Sons & Co and £100,000 from Denison & Co, 

Browns‘ London agents, the Bank of England advanced nearly £2 million until the 

end of the year. Browns repaid the loan within six months. By the standards of the 

time this was a huge loan; total government expenditure in 1837 was about £51 

million and a total American expenditure around £8 million.213 

For the bankers the crisis was over and on January 31st 1838, the board of the 

Bank of Liverpool voted a service of plate to Joseph Langton, Adam Hodgson and 

Alderman Smith, ñfor the talent and judgement which they have exhibited in the 

management of its affairs.ò214 The Board also had Hodgson‘s portrait painted and 

hung in the board room for his services ñin the two fold capacity of chairman and 

one of the managing directors.ò97 The Bank‘s profits fell from £42,133 in 1836 to 

£35,090 in 1837 but rose again in 1838 to £49,393. The bank continued to prosper 

and at the 1839 Annual Meeting the Chairman, John Street Sands, alluded to the 

services of Adam Hodgson, who, he said, ñwas prevented from attending the 

present meeting but whose exertions in the service of the bank had been unremitting 

from the commencement. It would be gratifying if they could retain the services of a 

gentleman who had worked so zealously on their behalf.ò He was retained as a 

consulting proprietor.215 

Langton, reported paid up capital of £476,825; net profits after expenses and 

bad debts were £53,609 and the proprietors had received two half yearly dividends 
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of 5% or £47,682 leaving £5,926 to carry to the reserve then standing at £109,602. 

But, he informed the meeting; ñThe present monetary pressure could be attributed 

to the effects of a deficient harvest last year, the foreign exchanges, the withdrawal 

of large amounts of capital to the favourite undertakings of the day, partly the 

withdrawal of foreign securities from mercantile capital.ò There was also a case of 
embezzlement of £3,311 by a clerk who had been convicted and punished; £1000 

would be repaid by his sureties. 

The policy of prudence established by Adam Hodgson continued through 

crises of the Crimean and American civil wars despite Liverpool‘s dependence on 

cotton imports. When his period of office came to and end in 1839 he warned ñit 

was one of the most important duties of the directors (to watch exceptional debit 

balances) and in their ignorance of private accounts, it was the only way they could 

control the general management of the bank.ò97 

The crisis of 1837 led to a trade depression in Britain and the United States 

which lasted several years. This was one cause of the rise of the physical force 

chartists. Adam Hodgson became involved in his role as a county magistrate and in 

November 1839 he was involved in sentencing the Leigh Chartists at the Kirkdale 

sessions. The Peoples Charter was published in May 1838. A large petition was 

presented to parliament in June 1839 but the Commons refused to hear the 

petitioners. The Chartist Convention called for a sacred month, a general strike, to 

begin on August 12th. Liberal newspapers were unsympathetic and keen to suggest 

intimidation was involved, such as the use of vitriol to spoil the work of strike 

breaking hand-loom weavers.216 

Leigh and Chowbent had been radicalised by the dissenting preacher Joseph 

Stephens who visited in November 1838. During 1838 silk weaving was depressed 

and provision prices high. By the end of the year the Chartists had begun to arm 

themselves with pikes and ñtorchlight and other meetings were held two or three 

times a week throughout the winter.ò On the 1st of August 1839 a large meeting 

voted unanimously to commence the ñsacred monthò on August 12th. That morning 

the chartists assembled in Leigh Market-place to be addressed by the leading 

chartist William Butterworth, an Oldham weaver. At nine a procession of several 

thousand, armed with clubs, and headed by a band, set out to stop the factories in 

the area. They were unsuccessful in stopping the factories but had more success 

among the hand-loom weavers. On Tuesday detachments of chartists went out to 
various mills and the owners who did not stop were threatened; in some cases they 

ñdisplayed their sharpened pikes to bring the argument to a close.ò About twelve 

factories stopped, and when they returned to town they ñhad so much increased in 

numbers and confidence, owing to their success, that the appearance was very 

alarming.ò The authorities sent for troops from Haydock, and that night a force of 

about 100 arrived. 

On Wednesday morning 6 to 10,000 people, armed with bludgeons, or short 

poles, ñmade so that a pike blade could be instantly inserted,‖ marched in front of 

the building where the soldiers were stationed shouting defiance. The procession 

moved to the Market-place and the magistrates decided to read the riot act but by 

the time the troops and special constables arrived, the mob had gone toward 

Chowbent, to bring out the colliers at Worsley Hall. However, hearing that two 
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chartists had been taken into custody at the White Horse, they determined to return 

and release them. Arriving at the inn a special constable, named Whittle, advised the 

leaders to disperse peaceably but he was struck on the head with a stick. About 

thirty constables rushed out to rescue him wielding their short but heavy truncheons 

on the heads of the front rows of the procession which was confined in a long and 
narrow street. 

ñThe head of the column, frightened by the ardour of the onset, and smitten by 

the staves of the constables, ... turned round in dismay upon those who pressed from 

behind. Those in turn joining in the attempt to escape, pushed over their fellows still 

further in the rear, until a scene of indescribable panic and confusion seized the 

whole mass... and, incredible as the fact may appear, in a few minutes thousands of 

men were in full flight before a mere handful of constables.ò 

The search began for illegal weapons; considerable numbers of pikes were 

found, four or five in a brick-kiln were described as about eight inches long in the 

blade, very sharp at the point and both edges. Sixty-seven arrests were made and 

thirty-three were tried at the Kirkdale sessions. Four were bound over to keep the 

peace, eleven detained for further examination, and the rest discharged.217,218 

Many of the Lancashire chartists came up at the Kirkdale assizes in August 

before Justice Colman.219 At the same assize the fraud on the Bank of Liverpool was 

tried. John Todd, a cashier, pleaded guilty to embezzlement and was sentenced to 

ten year‘s transportation. ñThe prisoner kept his face buried in his handkerchief 

while sentence was being passed, and when it was over, hurried from the docks as if 

anxious to hide himself from the view of the persons assembled.ò The Leigh 

chartists came up at the Kirkdale Sessions on November 4th before Rev. Miles 

Formby. They were charged with illegal assembly, riot and assault. All were 

undefended and all but one were found guilty. Sentences were deferred until 

November 11th when the magistrates included; Rev. Jonathan Brooks (chairman), 

and Adam Hodgson. They held a long consultation in private to decide the 
punishments and did not appear on the bench until nearly 2 o‘clock. The Chairman 

said the bench had been careful to allot sentences proportionate to the crime. 

Compared to the ten years transportation for embezzlement the sentences were 

comparatively light. Most were sentenced to between one and six months 

imprisonment with hard labour, a few to twelve months, and one to 18 months in 

Lancaster Castle.220 

 

The Biggest Brothel in England. 
 

At the beginning of 1842 the Liverpool workhouse contained more paupers 

than ever before, some 2000, and discipline began to break down. Throughout the 

country the provisions of the Poor Law Union, the Gilbert Union, caused 

consternation among parish officials, in some cases attempts were made not to 

enforce the law. On September 15th four men and a boy were gaoled for 21 days for 

refusing to eat the porridge, as not thick enough. Edward Rushton, the stipendiary 

magistrate, pronounced it the finest food ever given to a human being.221  

In January a curious story of the death and burial as a pauper of a man who 

appeared to have been robbed and left naked in the streets of Liverpool appeared in 
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the London Times followed a few days later by news of disturbances in the 

workhouse. 10 female residents were committed to prison by Rushton for 

insubordination.  Next day five male inmates were brought up on similar charges. 

With 200 others they had created a tumult and attempted to rescue one of their 

fellows who the overseers were trying to confine ―in a place of safety.‖ Rushton 
remarked on the demoralising state of the workhouse, astonishing members of the 

public.224 The want of space, the absence of classification, the bad arrangements and 

divided authority meant it was ña matter of little astonishmentò that people were 

brought up for malpractices.  ñHe wished the governor would come before him to 

make the charges .... instead of sending his subordinates.ò  The gaol held 630 

prisoners and he could not continue to increase the number with disorderly paupers 

when the problem was the governance of the workhouse. He discharged the men 

telling them to approach the governor, ña humane and thoughtful man,ò if they had 

any grievances. They should not have been taken into custody, ñthe workhouse was 

not a prison; but they should not look upon their escape in the light of a 

triumph.ñ224, 225 

The chaplain of the workhouse protested that the governor had difficulties with 
the inmates some of whom were ñof the most incorrigible character.ò Mr Rushton 

regretted to say so publicly but there was an indiscriminate mixture of sexes of the 

worst description of characters. Without shutting his eyes he could not but observe 

that the sexes were indiscriminately intermingled. The chaplain said there were 

apartments in the building where this was not the case. Mr Rushton repeated his 

remarks and said if things did not improve he would enforce remedies.226 

A few days later the chaplain appeared again and asked to make a statement. 

After seeing a report in the Times he wanted to correct the account of the moral 

state of the paupers. Their moral state had never been better, but occasionally things 

would occur among a disorderly class who were mostly women who had abandoned 

themselves to prostitution. Rushton suggested the chaplain listen to him. The report 
was correct. He had not criticised the governors or the chaplain. He had complained 

of bad management and lack of classification – the mixing of the virtuous with the 

profligate, and the need for adequate officers. He had witnessed scenes, which he 

had no wish to go into, of the most abandoned profligacy. Some of the girls had not 

been allowed to go to church for six weeks. A man in the probationary ward could 

not obtain a bible. It was the arrangements that were at fault and these rested with 

the Guardians. As to the paupers, there were hundreds of discrete and creditable 

persons but they were not prevented from associating with the others. He made not 

the slightest imputation on the chaplain‘s desire to have everything correct. The 

chaplain replied they were making arrangements to remove the evils. Mr Rushton 

said, ñwhat I complain of is that these arrangements were not commenced some 

time ago.ò226  
In February the Select Vestry met to consider the extraordinary statements in 

the press about the management of the Workhouse before replying to queries from 

the Poor Law Commissioners. The churchwarden, Mr Birkett, took the chair and 

said their investigation should consider, whether the Liverpool Workhouse was the 

largest brothel in England, whether indiscriminate intercourse of the sexes existed, 

whether a bible had been refused to an inmate, whether inmates had not been 

permitted to attend church and the general management of the workhouse. 227 
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Several members loudly objected to the first question since no such public 

statement had been made. The chairman said it had been made to him as 

churchwarden by Mr. Rushton as magistrate and as such he considered it a public 

statement and insisted on it remaining. Unfortunately for the Select Vestry, eager to 

protect their reputations, this turned what had been a robust private remark, into a 
graphic public description. For, despite excluding reporters, sufficient details leaked 

for the remark to appear in the London Times. Their discussions revealed that three 

illegitimate children had been born that year to parents permanently resident in the 

workhouse. In one case the mother was between 17 and 18 and the father sixty. One 

member said the reason more illegitimate children were not born was the 

indiscriminateness of the intercourse between the sexes.  

Mr Dowdall, the governor, was asked whether he thought the workhouse was 

the largest brothel in England. He said he did not know what size the largest brothel 

in England was, but he did know the Liverpool Workhouse was a brothel. If anyone 

absented themselves from dinner intercourse might take place without his 

knowledge and the male paupers were getting over the iron railing which separated 

their ward from the females. The chaplain said the workhouse was managed most 
efficiently and statements to the contrary were false. He was asked about three black 

paupers climbing over the railings into the women‘s ward. He agreed this had 

happened but no intercourse had taken place. Asked how he came to that conclusion 

he said he walked round the wards once or twice a week and if it had occurred it 

must have come to his knowledge by other means. Mr. Dowdall said he 

remembered the incident very well and intercourse had taken place.   

Following an adjournment, the chairman, Rector Jonathan Brooks, published 

their conclusions, that the workhouse was overcrowded and this lead to problems of 

classification. They had plans for additional buildings costing £50,000. In the mean 

time they would recruit extra officers. It was not true that bibles had been refused or 

people excluded from worship.227  
Nevertheless, the Mayor, Robertson Gladstone, summoned the magistrates on 

February 12th to discuss matters. Among those present were, Charles Horsfall, 

Adam Hodgson, Edward Rushton, William Rathbone, and Hugh Hornby. Only one 

member of the Select Vestry attended, with two or three members of the late Board 

of Guardians, the honorary and acting surgeons, Mr Dowdall, and several other 

workhouse staff. The mayor had called the meeting to discuss the statements in the 

press about the workhouse after speaking with Adam Hodgson and Edward 

Rushton.228 

Adam Hodgson explained; a few months before he had been on the bench with 

Rushton when ña most revolting and disgraceful case, connected with the burying 

of a poor man at the Workhouse, came before them.ò Mr. Rushton asked the Select 

Vestry to look into it but found there was little likelihood they would investigate 
and decided that the magistrates ought to act. An Act of George II gave considerable 

powers to the magistrates and their responsibilities connected them very closely and 

very painfully with matters that had long been taking place. ñThey ought not to 

leave the responsibility with Mr. Rushton alone.ò Rushton would substantiate his 

charges but he drew their attention to a sentence in the report that the vestry were 

anxious to maintain discipline but it would be in vain unless they could ñrely upon 

the magistrates of the borough for effective and cordial co-operation in this very 
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difficult task.ò This ñimputed a deficiency on the part of the magistrates, and as 

there had appeared in the London Times a statement that the Liverpool Workhouse 

was a brothel, he thought it high time for the magistrates to interfere.ò 

Rushton said he was pained to be the public accuser of his townsmen but the 

case was within their jurisdiction and ñit was their duty to do right come what 
may.ò In December 1841 a man had been found dead in the streets and he could not 

be identified. An inquest was held and he was taken to the Workhouse burying 

ground but ñthe man who drove the hearse was a pauper, very old, and not very 

capable of giving evidence. His attendant was an idiot.ò He and Mr Hodgson heard 

from the man‘s brother that the man had been forced, in the clothes he had been 

found in, into a coffin that was too short so that the lid would not close. He was 

buried in a large common grave with no funeral rites except that two days later the 

rites were performed over all the dead who had been buried in the interval.  ñThere 

was something so revolting in this,ò that he and Mr Hodgson made further inquiries 

and found the account true in every detail. He sent for the Secretary to the Board of 

Guardians and told him to tell Mr Brooks what had happened, ñfor Mr Hodgson and 

I have pledged ourselves that such things shall never again occur in Liverpool.ò  
Rushton visited the workhouse and found carelessness in the general 

management. Shortly afterwards a number of women came before him for 

disorderly conduct and were committed for 21 days. Certain things these girls said 

led him to investigate further and he found the workhouse without classification. He 

found decent married men and women forced to associate with the most abandoned 

profligates. A girl named Ellen Roach, who he had repeatedly committed, was in 

association with these people. The governor said she was violent and insisted on 

being there and so she must be or there would be no peace. He asked to see the 

officers and found they were mostly old and infirm paupers. There was neither the 

physical nor moral power to direct such a community and disorder was inevitable.  

The governor told him he had informed the Select Vestry of the inadequate 
officers and accommodation and that his health would fail from the arduous duty 

they imposed upon him. The Rev Augustus Campbell chairman of the parochial 

board told him that in the classification ward there were abandoned profligates 

living with decent people; that there was indiscriminate prostitution and a 

communication had been made between the male and female yards. Rushton found 

the glass covering the wall had been knocked off and the wall covered with 

sandstone. Mrs Ashton, one of the officers, told him, ñThat is made by the men 

coming over to the women in the night, and the women go down to them in their 

shifts.ò (In the Times report the women go over to the men, and periodically the 

words ―sensation‖ and ―renewed sensation‖ were inserted to indicate growing 

astonishment). The governor also told him that the Workhouse was sometimes in 

such a state at night that he dared not go in.  
Campbell agreed to look into it and later sent him a letter saying it had been 

discussed and improvements would be made. ñBut from that time to this, nothing 

has been done; things are in the same state; it is going on now.ò In the twelve 

months following 117 disorderly persons were sent to him from the workhouse to be 

goaled – proof of bad management. The classification ward was under the care of an 

old woman who was lame and walked with a crutch. The lunatic asylum within the 

workhouse, which had horrified him from the shrieks and ravings of the lunatics, 
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was managed by two paupers, but in any case it should not exist. They had a good 

lunatic asylum where they could be cared for at a difference in cost of 5s per week. 

He had brought this to the attention of the vestry but nothing had changed.  

In January ten women and five men were brought before him charged with 

disorderly conduct. He committed the girls, the men were discharged.  This was the 
origin of the piece in the Times and he was glad it had appeared, it was time some 

public notice was taken. It came to the attention of the Poor Law Commissioners 

who wrote to the Select Vestry. He had heard from William Rushton that they 

intended to deny the charges. However, their report admitted every charge and 

stated that it had caused them anxiety for several years, but they had not acted 

because of the cost. Since then they had increased the number of officers but they 

should have done this twelve months ago. Rushton then made an impassioned 

speech in favour of the generosity and charity of the poor who were being deprived 

of their rights of support by the laws of England.  

Witnesses were called and the most shocking evidence came from Mr Walker 

and Mr Mould. Rushton said it was not necessary to go into the painful and 

disgusting details. One fact mentioned by Mr Mould he hoped would be suppressed 
by the reporters. Mr Mould said decent married people were interrupted in the 

passage to their beds but his next statement was suppressed. A report existed, based 

on detailed evidence, and signed by the officers, but the facts were so disgusting and 

abominable that it was not proper for it to go beyond the committee. Mould said that 

Mr Nightingall could testify about the causes of insanity in the Workhouse, 

particularly among juvenile females. Mr Rushton interposed; this was to go into 

details better avoided.  

The magistrates passed several resolutions after Rushton had discussed the 

remedies open to them. They had the power to visit the workhouse to see that the 

law was being observed, they had the power to summon offending parties and to 

certify to the quarter sessions. It was their duty to see that the parochial authorities 
remedied these evils. Adam Hodgson questioned whether it was necessary to certify 

since ñthe public eye was directed so strongly to this point that the parochial 

authorities could scarcely again fall into such supineness.ò He could not conceive 

the Vestry would now neglect the matter but they needed to express an opinion ñas 

the public papers had, with some appearance of authority, put into the mouth of one 

of the members of the select Vestry words to the effect that the investigation would 

cover Mr Rushton with shame and confusion.ò Rathbone recommended three 

weekly visits by the magistrates. Their resolutions vindicated the statements made 

by Rushton, and said his investigation showed the utmost forbearance. The 

magistrates were and always had been prepared to co-operate with the parish 

authorities, and they adjourned to March10th.  

The Mercury declared that conditions in the workhouse had long been the 
same and the parish authorities, all Tories, had tried to oppose the new poor law and 

get themselves exempted from it. The Tory press denied the state of the workhouse 

and attacked Rushton, yet curiously the meeting of the magistrates was instigated by 

a Tory magistrate and called by a Tory mayor. This was the same Liverpool 

workhouse which supplied apprentices to Quarry Bank, the factory of Robert Hyde 

Greg. Two girls from the Workhouse, Esther Price and Lucy Gardner were falsely 

imprisoned by Greg in 1837 and were so intimidated by him that Esther Price could 
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not be persuaded to give evidence despite a legal case that was almost 

unanswerable.229 The Manchester short time committee that investigated the affair 

characterised his apprentice system as tyrannical and barbarous. In the past it had 

also supplied apprentices to Thomas Hodgson‘s and later to Samuel Greg‘s mills in 

Caton.230 

Matters did not immediately improve. In March, 6 disorderly females aged 

between 18 and 21 were brought before the magistrates charged with climbing a 

twelve foot high wall to reach the male inmates on the other side. Three were fined 

five pounds or two months and the rest were given 21 days hard labour.231 When the 

magistrates reconvened a poor law commissioner had visited the workhouse 

accompanied by Hodgson and Rushton and left some written advice. However the 

only order he gave was for the removal of the lunatics. Rushton pointed to a letter 

that Nightingall had written to the press casting doubt on his statements and yet he 

had recently given evidence against a disorderly woman.  

Five pauper girls had been brought before him who had scaled two walls one 

thirty feet high and one twenty two feet high in order to get into the men‘s ward and 

only three additional servants had been employed. The Inspector of Prisons had said 
the borough gaol should only contain 450 prisoners but contained 717. The 

magistrates were in an intolerable position, sending to gaol disorderly paupers for 

want of proper officers.  Beyond the removal of the lunatics little improvement had 

been made. Neither had the commissioner issued any orders, which would have 

given the magistrates power to act, but only recommendations. The meeting 

resolved, that the current buildings were inadequate, that more female officers were 

required, that there were no published regulations for its management, that the Poor 

Law Commissioners should publish such rules, that it was necessary to commence a 

new establishment for juvenile paupers, and that increased accommodation should 

be built immediately. 

Matters came to a head on June 6th with the appointment of a new governor 
and new regulations. Shortly before the Sunday afternoon service a dozen inmates 

led by William Smith paraded about the yard shouting and ñmisconducting 

themselves.ò The officers managed to calm things down but in the evening James 

Green started again using ñprofane and insulting expressions.ò He threw his supper 

on the ground and took out a knife threatening to kill himself or one of the officers. 

He tried to rouse the other inmates to protest that the food was insufficient for which 

he was given three days on the ñdisorderly diet.ò Next morning the inmates arose 

en masse and demanded their liberty. The governor, imposing a resolution passed in 

February abolishing liberty days, refused and called all his officers to crush the 

rebellion. They arrested Smith and Green who were brought before Rushton 

charged with insubordination and riot. Rigg, an officer of the workhouse, said, he 

was ordered to assist another officer, Galloway, in suppressing a riot.233, 234  
Rigg said ñOn going thither I saw a spirit of disaffection in the prisoner 

Smith.ò Mr Rushton said ñNever mind your metaphorical language what was he 

doing?ò Rigg said he was trying to excite the rest of the inmates. Smith said they 

had stopped his supper. Galloway said he was very disaffected, to which Smith 

replied, it was because they were starving them. Smith‘s knife was produced which 

was said to be large and similar to those used by butchers. Rushton asked why he 

was allowed to possess it. Galloway didn‘t know but repeated he had been 



The Merchant Prince 

323 

 

threatened. Galloway said when he brought Green his supper he ñthrew it on the 

ground, and made use of the most threatening expressions.ò He sent for Rigg to 

assist him. Rigg and another officer testified he had taken out his knife and 

threatened to kill himself or Galloway; he would not have dry bread. Rigg also said, 

ñAnd this morning all the people of the house demanded their liberty. They 
assembled in hundreds.ò  

The house was in complete commotion, and the yard was filled with turbulent 

inmates. The two prisoners were ordered to go to their own ward but refused and 

demanded their liberty. He told Smith he could leave, but must remain until after his 

three days of disorderly diet. The other prisoner insisted on going out, and the 

officers were sent to disperse the crowd, and take the two ringleaders into custody. 

The governor admitted that all the inmates took part and said the liberty days had 

been stopped in February and that they could only go out on application. He said, 

ñit is a struggle at the present time who shall rule ï whether wild rioters, ... or 

whether I shall have the government of the house.ò  

Rushton asked if he had ample assistance and the governor said he thought he 

had. Rushton remarked, ñIt was only the other day a man had to restrain a robust 
woman in a state of nudity,ò and if he needed more officers the Select Vestry should 

provide them. ñAs to the prisoners, one of them (Smith) was well known for 

offences, He was first in the workhouse, and then in the gaol, for months alternately 

and was quite a hopeless case.ò The other was not known. He said he understood 

what the governor had to contend with and, ñIt is almost impossible for any human 

being to manage under the present system, but I am glad to hear it is going to be 

altered.ò Smith and Green were imprisoned for 21 days. 

By July 1843 the Select Vestry had finally selected the best design for the new 

workhouse by Lockwood and Allom with an 800 foot frontage and built in the 

Elizabethan style at a cost of £30,000.235 At the end of November charges of neglect 

of duty were brought against Mr Nightingall. He was accused of transferring a 
lunatic to Lancaster when unfit who in consequence died. He was also accused of 

administering white hellebore to the patients. There was a practise of administering 

ñthe house medicineò made up with jalap and salts as a cathartic. The boy who 

assisted him was unsupervised, the wrong ingredient was added and twenty-one 

children and two women became violently ill. There were chronic outbreaks of 

opthalmia with 16 cases in one ward, some so severe it had destroyed their sight. 

There were 50 or 60 people who were nearly blind and only six or seven would 

recover. Twenty-six children had lost their eyes since admission. It had been more 

prevalent some years ago but had been reduced by an improved diet. Since then the 

inmates condition had improved, instead of ñtheir large, hard stomachs, the 

children, although still diseased and stunted, exhibited a slow, but gradual 

improvement.ò Nightingall stood accused of improperly making up the ophthalmic 
medicines and substituting stramonium for poppy heads in the treatment. Finally he 

was charged with general neglect and inattention to his duties. All charges were 

proved, but the Poor Law Commissioners did not insist upon his dismal and the 

Select Vestry reinstated him. 

On Tuesday December 26th 1843 Catherine O‘Brien, a pauper in the 

Workhouse, was brought before Rushton charged with breaking fifty-two panes of 

glass on Monday evening. When arrested she said she was doing it for pleasure but 
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to Rushton, she said it was because they only gave her bread and water for dinner. 

She was ordered to pay the costs, £1 18s. or be imprisoned for 48 days.237 

The magistrates‘ problems with the Select Vestry and the Workhouse 

management rumbled on through the hungry forties. At a magistrates‘ meeting in 

1846 Rushton publicly reprimanded the Governor for his treatment of a young Irish 
servant girl, Catherine Comerford, made pregnant by the brother of her employer. 
238-240  She had been forced to leave her employment and take lodgings but 

eventually, her money spent and her clothes pawned, she applied for parish relief. 

At the Workhouse she was declared fit to be returned to Ireland so that she and her 

child would not to become a burden to the ratepayers. The weather was bad, she 

would have ñ44 Irish milesò to walk from Dublin, she had no clothes except those 

she stood in and not a farthing to her name. Instead of accompanying the officer to 

get her pass for the passage she left him and took a place as a servant in the only 

place that would have her – ña house of ill-fame in Hart Street.ò Ten days later she 

was found in bed with a dead child by her side. The coroner found that charges of 

murder or manslaughter could not be sustained and she was returned to the 

workhouse. From there she was brought before Rushton charged with concealing 
the birth. She denied the charge saying she had revealed her pregnancy to the 

medical officer and the governor. There was some confusion but it emerged she was 

telling the truth and as far as Rushton was concerned there was no charge to answer.  

Whilst on remand in the workhouse in the charge of a police officer she was 

discharged by the Governor. The governor said the officer could do what he liked 

with her. He was not having his workhouse turned into a prison and she was a bad 

woman who ought to be hung for murder. The weather being bad the officer asked 

for the workhouse car to take her to the Bridewell which was refused; it was not 

kept for that purpose. Rushton told the Governor in court that his conduct was 

ñextremely harsh, cruel and improper.ò Whenever ñwretched persons were made 

the victims of this sort of rude authorityò it was right that he should denounce 
ñanything that would add to the misery of the unfortunate.ò  

Rushton discussed recent proceedings of the Select Vestry where one of his 

oldest friends, Samuel Thornley, had said the parish authorities got no help from the 

magistrates. Rushton said there was no parish in England where the business was as 

great as Liverpool, ña seaport in contiguity with Ireland.ò It had been the practice 

to send prisoners to the workhouse until they were fit to endure gaol; now the parish 

authorities were refusing to take them by not allowing police officers to enter the 

workhouse. Rathbone moved to refer the matter to the visiting judges and Hodgson 

seconded him. Hodgson then proposed, to avoid judging the case, in the absence of 

testimony from the governor, that they pass a motion asserting the general right of a 

magistrate to reprove the proceedings of parochial officers. The meeting resolved 

that ñthe language used by Mr Rushton was not only fully justified but was 
decidedly called foré and that such language had the entire approbation of the 

magistrates here assembled.ò 

The continued ñdistressò in the manufacturing districts and the influx of Irish 

poor placed increased demands on the judiciary and at the Annual County Sessions 

in June 1846 the magistrates discussed the inadequacy of Lancashire‘s Gaols. They 

needed four prisons of about 300 prisoners each, Preston, Kirkdale and New Bailey 

were three, but Lancaster Castle was inadequate and could not be improved without 



The Merchant Prince 

325 

 

demolition but in fact, improvements were begun later that year. Adam Hodgson 

and E. G. Hornby, among others, were appointed to a committee to examine present 

accommodation and future requirements. 241 

Nationally the Irish Question was on the verge of destroying the Tory party. In 

April 1845 the parliamentary vote took place on a grant to the Catholic College of 
Maynooth and Peel‘s motion was only carried with the support of the opposition. 

130 conservatives supported the grant with 165 opposed. 165 Whigs voted in favour 

and 31 against.242 The irony being that had the Whigs been in power and proposed 

the measure they could not have carried it since it would have united rather than 

divided the Tories. The Irish Question was about to subsume all else and 

demonstrate to the Liverpool magistrates that they could never provide prison room 

enough to deal with a crisis of this magnitude. 

 


