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Abstract

The later eighteenth century (c.176815) was a period of great social, economic and cultural
upheaval in Britain. Drawing onrange of case studies from Noast Englanénd London

drawn together through the life of Thosm&pencethis thesis explores how subaltern
individuals and groups experienced, protested against, and resisted these upheavals, not just
through ghrpbdilncs®d®fésach as riots but al so ro

spaces in the everyday.

To investigate case studies of everyday subaltern resistance, this thesis searches beyond elite
produced textual accounts, which commonly obscure everydang fof resistance, and instead
pursues a multisource methodology integrating textual, materadkatial sources. Through

the critical examination of these sources in combination, a range of inconsistencies,
ambiguities, and exaggeratioagpearsuggesng the presence of underlying hidden tensions,
anxieties, and dissent. This thesis then exploogsthese tensions were materialised in objects

and places as component strategies articulating protest and resistance.

Takenindividually, the casestudiespresenta seriesof highly nuancednicro-historiesoffering
important insights into contextspecifc expressionsof protest and resistancein later
eighteentkcenturyEngland. Whenreadtogether however they suggeshow materialculture
and spacewere widely understoodacrossdiversecontexts,to offer importantavenuesor
expressionsf protestandresistancatthe macroscale BetweenMarsdenGrotto Newcastle
uponT y n &odvesMoor, Spenceahondonandthe Wilkes andLiberty movementthisthesis
demonstratebow subalternexpressedheir dissentand demandsn commonways through

objects spaceandplace.

Thisthesisthusopensanewapproacho the historyandarchaeologyf protestandresistance,
foregroundingsubalternexperienceandpromotinga recognitionof the pivotal rolesplayedby

materialculture,spaceandplacein thearticulation of power,protestandresistance.
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Chapter 1 Introduction
Everytruefriendto thegloriouscausavassensiblehatdecencyandharmonycould

alonecontributetowardsits supportandthe establishmenof freedom.
(Newcastlelournal 14" April, 1770p.3)

The quoteaboveepitomizeghe characteiof mostsourcematerialrelatingto later eighteenth
centurypopularprotest it waswritten by agentlemann 177Q publishedn alocal newspaper
the NewcastleJournal, and offers a single elite perspectiveon how popular protestshould
ideally (accordingto the writer) be expressedn later eighteenthcenturyEngland.A critical
readingof this quote however revealsevidenceof hiddentensiors betweerdifferentmethods
and techniquesof protestand therein betweenthosewho may not articulate protestwith
0 d e ¢ andharynonyd This studylooks beneattthe dominantmastemarratives excavating
betweenthe lines of elite sourcemateria) to explorethe variety of waysin which peopleof

differentclass,ethnicityandgenderexpressedheir protestanateriallyandspatially.

This study offers, for the first time, an historical archaeologyof popular protestin later
eighteentkcentury England (17621814). Historical archaeologyis a unique discipline
integratingthe studyof primarytextualsourceswith theanalysisof materialthingsandspaces
The eighteentkcentury textual record concerning popular protestis extensive,but also
problematicandincomplete Few protestersecordedheir own account®f events andprotest
movementswere largely documentedn the contextof their attemptedsuppessionby the
authoritiesandin inherently biasedaccountswritten in newspaperspamphlets and private
correspondencelhe resultis an all-to-often one sidedportrait, seenthroughthe lens of the
establishmenand social elite. Yet popularprotestwas manifestedn ways which extended
beyondtext, andwhich not only embodiedsubtextsandhiddenmeaningsnvisible to outsiders
and opponentsput also actively shapeda senseof collective identity and commoncause
amongssubalterrprotestershemselvesWork by historicalarchaeologistéexploredn section
1.6.3) hasled to an increasingawarenes®f the value of researchinghe materiality and
spatialityof protest(e.g. Beaudry 1989; Beaudry et al. 1991; Hall 1999; 20003% realization
tha protestcan be studied materially and spatially allows artefactsand landscapedo be
consideredhsareasof valuablesourcematerialwhich, throughcarefulresearch¢anrevealthe
waysin which peopleexpressedranscriptf protestandresistancén the past

The focusof muchresearcton historical resistanceand protestmovementsastraditionally

beenon nineteenthcenturycontexty(particulaly Chartism Luddismandtradeunionismnj, due



in partto thebetteravailability of sourcematerialin contrastto theeighteentltentury A further
reasonfor this traditionalfocuson nineteenthcenturymovementss that movementsuchas
Chartismand trade unionism had unifying objectivesand motivationsand are more easily
encompassedithin asingles t usdcpp@of focus.Eighteenthcenturymovementsvereoften
morediffuse in naturewith varying objectivesand motivations andasthis thesiswill show,

evenmovementseeminglyunifiedin objectivewerein reality fracturedwith internaltensions

A furtherfocusin 6 p r dti es ghasbegnthetraditionalpreferencdor textual sourcesover
materialor spatialones aresultof the dominancewhich historianshavetraditionally heldin

the study of eighteenthand nineteenthcenturypopularprotestin Britain. This situationhas
changd in the lasttwenty years duein partto anincreasingawarenessf theimportantroles
of materiality and spatiality in protestmovementdeadingto increasinglyinterdisciplinary
studiesconductedy both historiansandarchaeologist¢This developments exploredfurther

in sectionl.8).

The perceivedephemeralityof physicalmanifestation®f eighteentkcenturyprotesthasuntil
recently ensuredthat sustainedanalysishas not beenattemptedby British archaeologists,
thoughit is importantto note here that researchby material culture historiansand spatial
historianshavestartedto redresghis lacuna.As discussedelow (sectionsl.6, 1.7, 2.2 and
2.5), recentmethodologicatlevelopmentby botharchaeologistandhistorianshavefacilitated
betterunderstandingsf how protestand resistancevere materialisedThis work offers new

insightsinto protestandresistancedlirectly informing the presenstudy.

1.1 Central ResearchQuestion

My researctiocuseson exploringtwo key manifestationsf eighteenthcenturypopularprotest
andresistanceartefacts(material culture) and sites(placesand spaces) The artefactsl will
studycomprisethingsownedandusedby protestersincluding objectssignifying subscription
to a protestmovementand tools usedin the courseof constructinga transcriptof protest
particularly punchbowls, tokens,pamphletsandjewelry. The sitesl studyarethosein which
protesterslived and expressedheir dissentand those that also influenced the protesters
themselvesthroughthar understoodneaningsas places. Theseplacesrangein scalefrom
largelandscapesuchasNewcastleTown Moor to smallsitessuchasMarsdenGrottoor even
theinteriorsof ThomasS p e n shepé Whenexaminedn combinationwith textualsources
thetwin lensesof materialityandspatialityenabledetailedandinnovativeinterpretationgo be
madeof the waysin which latereighteenthcentury popular protestextendedinto and was

manifestedn thingsandplaces.



The centralresearchquestionof this thesisthereforeasksii h ocansuchseeminglydisparate
sourcesas objects spacs/places and texts (amongothers)be synthesisedand studiedin
combinationto develop both more nuancedand more wholistic insights into protestand

resistancen latereighteentkcenturye n gl and ? 0

1.2 ResearchDesign

My researchcentreson exploring materialty and spatialty in the contextof protestin later
eighteentkcentury England askng how popular protestwas articulatedand engagedwith

throughthe creationanduseof artefactsandplaces Exploringthe objectsandspace®f protest
addsa new dimensionto traditional text led studies offering insightsinto how subalters
engagedvith andexpressegrotestin wayswhich aremaskedandhiddenin elite narratives of

protestmovementsand which are often glazedover in modernscholarship This thesisis

thereforedesignedthroughits casestudy structureto explorehow the betterintegrationof

material, spatial and textual sourcescan allow accessto subalterntranscriptsof protestin

eighteenthcenturyEngland.

1.1.1 Aims andObjectives

Table 1.Aims and Objectives of this Thesis

Aim 1 Objective 1.1 Contextualisesubalterrengagemenwith

latereighteenthcenturypopularprotestwithin the
To developa contextual g ypopularp

. broaderfield of protestresistancendsubalterrstudies
understandingf subaltern

engagementith later . : o
g9ag Objective 1.2 Establisha methodologyfacilitating the

eighteentkcenturypopular | . . N L
g YPop interrogationof a combinationof historicaland

rotestmovements . . . :

: archaeologica¢videncedo revealhiddentranscriptsof
protestin latereighteenthcenturymaterialcultureand
landscapes.

Aim 2 Objective 2.1 1dentify a selectionof casestudy

artefactsaassociateavith latereighteentkcentury
To explorehow protestwas

i - opularprotest movementsparticularlyfocusingon
embodiedn materialculture| PP~ 4P p y g

RadicalPolitics.




in latereighteert-century | Objective 2.2 Exploresomeof thewaysin which
England materialculturewasusedwithin the contextof

resistanceindprotest.

Objective 2.3 Explorehow socialstatusandidentity
wasdefinedandnegotiatedvithin popularprotest

movementshroughmaterialculture.

Aim 3 Objective 3.1 Identify casestudylandscapeassociateq

with politically motivatedprotestin latereighteenth
To explorehow protestwas

: . centurypopularprotest.
embodiedn placein later ypopuiarp

eighteentkcentuy England
g yEng Objective 3.2 Investigatehewaysin which thesecase

studyspacesverecreatedandmaintainedasplacesof

protestthroughuse,legalchallengeandownership.

Objective 3.3 Examinetherole andimportanceof
spacdn facilitating engagemenwith andexpressiorof

protestduringthelatereighteenttcentury.

1.2.1 ThesisStructure

Thefirst two chaptesof thisthesisaredesignedo addres®im One(Table.) andits associated
objectiveschaptertwo providesa detailedreviewof publishediteraturerelevantto writing an
historicalarchaeologyf popularprotestin latereighteentkcenturyEngland.This chaperalso
explainsthe bricolagemethodologyemployedthroughouthis thesisin analysingmaterialand
spatial aspectsof protestin conjunctionwith textual sources.My approachis particularly
informedby the work of Martin Hall (1999 2000) JamesC. Scot (1985;1990)andKatrina
Navickas(2015;2016) who eachoffer approacheto retrievingsubaltern/oiceswheretextual,
materialand spatial sourcesare disparateIn thesedisparitiesexist @oints of vulnerability,
placeswherethe heavy, muffling shroudsof dominationcome unstitche@ (Hall 1999:193),
spacesvherethevoicesof subalterrprotestercanbe excavatedndrecovered

Chapted shreeto six will then considera seriesof case studies,eachexemplifying and
exploringthe materialityandspatialityof eighteentkcenturypopularprotest.



Chapterthree exploresthe material culture of eighteentkhcentury English popular protest
throughthe casestudy of the Wilkes andLiberty movement (Aim two, Table.), employing
the methodologysetout in chaptertwo (therebymeetingObjectives2.2 and 2.3). Similarly,
chaptes four and five examinethe role of spaceand place in popular protest through
researchinga seriesof relevantcasestudies (therebymeetingAim three and its associated

objectives Table.).

Chaptersix offersadiscussiordrawingoutthekeythemef the precedingchaptes, addressed
throughthelensof ThomasS p e n @dicalgropagand@mployedhereasa casestudy.This
chapterparticularlydemonstratebow Spenceemployedandintegratedobjects spacestexts

andspeecho spreadandsharehisradicalé p b a n

Chaptersevensummariseshefindings of this thesisandconsidersts contributionto boththe
historyand historicalarchaeologyf popularprotestlit concludesy highlightingpotentialnew

avenuedor furtherresearclsuggestedby the presenstudy.

The overall structure,with eachchapteroffering a different casestudy, allows this thesisto
contribue to severaldebatesin the study of protestand resistancean the later eighteenth
century.Thecasestudiesn chaptesthreeto six arefurtherdesignedo demonstratéheefficacy
of the methodologywhich | establishin chaptertwo andto indicatethe potentialfor reading
hiddentranscriptsin diverse eighteentikcentury English contexts Each of the casestudies
presentedocussen aralysing materialand/orspatialstrategiesor the combinationof both.
Chaptes threeto six considerhow different caegoriesof objectsor spacesvereengageds
expressionsf protestandresistanceChaptersix on Spencealsoshowsthatthesematerialand

spatialstrategiesveremosteffectivewhenusedin conjunctionwith eachotherandwith texts.

Thecasestudychagters arearrangedathronologically chaptethreeconcerninghe Wilkes and
Liberty movemen{c.17631775) chapterfourthe Town Moor affair (1771-1774),chaptefive
MarsdenGrotto (17801790)andfinally chaptersix the propagandaf ThomasSpencg1775
1814). This chronologicalprogressionallows the argumentsin this thesisto developin a
structuredmanner gachnew point building uponalreadyexemplifiedexamplesr developing

themesexploredin earliercontexts.

The structureof this thesisis tied togetherin chaptersix througha studyof ThomasSpence.
Spencas theideal casestudyfor this ashe was born into poor Scottish Presbyterian family
in Newcastle in the ear$750s, his mother a stocking seller and his father a netmaker (Ashraf

198311). Spence then grew up in Newcastle bearing witness to the passage of the events



studied in chapters three, four amgef Indeed Spence specifically cited the influence that the
Town Moor affair (chapter four) had on the formation of his ideas dursgihl for treason in
1803(Spence 1803pndhealso made specific reference to a visit he made to Marsden Grotto
in 1782(chapter fiveSpence 1795:250). Having lived through arpezienced theepolitical
tumults of latereighteentkcentury NorthEast England, Spence offers an excellent umgfy
case study to draw together the preceding case study discussions, exph@ihgr andow

he engaged with objects and spaces in wayshwtan be paralleled in his past experiences.

1.3 Definition of Terms

1.3.1 Subaltern

The word subaltern is used repeatedly throughout this study in reference to people who are and
were subjects of dominatioh.have chosen to employ the definition offered Rgm Das
(1989:324)who argues thatSubalterns are not in my opinion mogbbgical categories, but
represent a perspectvd® a s 6 def i ni editowards offering anflexsble definmtion;

def i ni ng 0 S wabxadidesity bubasarclahgeablstate of beinglepenént on

context.

| n [Defisition, the concepdf a subaltern is only possible andiscursiveelationshipwith

an elite A person or group may not necessarily be subaltern in all situations, and may only be
subaltern in relation to another group. This definition is partiguleséful for the presetitesis

as it complements the heterogeneous natustgbteentkcentury popular protest movements

in which persons may have been both subaltern to dominants @hdr simultaneously
dominant to a subaltern othefhis is particuldy apparent inchapterthree concerning the
Wilkes and Liberty movement in whidhdividual activists were often simultaneously both
subaltern and dominant depending on the perspective of their sitétiomther examination

of the fi es$ du duiidetsSréevdmead thisehesis made below in section 1.8)2

1.3.2 Hidden and Public Transcripts

The termsHidden and Public Transcripts,as usedthroughoutthis thesisare drawnin their
definitionsdirectly from thework of Jame<C. Scott(1985;1989;1990)particularlyvia Martin
Hall (2000).

Scottsideaof thetranscriptis rootedin Foucaulé soncepbf thestatemerd(Foucaultl972)
For Foucault,statementsre constitutedby speechactionsand materialsationswhich gain
meaningaccordingto their contextof useanddeploymeni(seesection2.2.1for similar post
structuralistapproachedo archaetogical interpretation.). Thesestatementdurther exist in

discoursesthroughwhich regularity is given to social practiceand which governhow the



meaningf statementslevelop Foucaulés definition of statementss inherentlyfocusedon
public staten@nts,madeto existin discoursewith otherpublic statementsandhisinterestisin
how this discoursereferencesreinforcesand modifies power relationsand normativesocial

behaviour.

Scotthoweverdeveloped o0 u ¢ ansightsté explorehowthepubic statemenorot r ans cr i |
existsin relationto a hiddencounterpartranscriptandhow systemsof poweranddomination

are mediatedand negotiatecbetweenpowerholdersand subalternsScott thus identified two
divergenttypes of transcript; public transcripts and hidden transcripts which exist in
oppositionto eachother(Scott1985;1989;1990.

Public hererefersto actionthatis openlyavowedto the otherpartyin the power
relationshipandtranscriptis usedalmostin its juridical sens€Proas Verbal) of a
completerecord of what was said. This completerecord, however,would also

includenonspeechactssuchasgesturesandexpressiongScott1990:2)

The hiddentranscriptconverselyis the discoursethat takesplace foffstage, beyonddirect
observationof powerholder8s (ibid.4); the diametricoppositeof the public transcript.lt is a
repertoireof gesturesyords,andexpressionshat are/weredeployed in contextsconsidered
beyondthe direct observatioror comprehensiomf powerholders.The presenthesisis thus
particularly concernedvith exploring hidden transcripts as the averuesby which subaltern

communitiescould give voiceto protests.

For Scott, public and hiddentranscriptsexistin a discoursewherethe hiddentranscriptcan
confirm, contradictor inflect whatappearsn the public transcriptandcantransformandalter
the meaningsof the suite of acts employedin public transcripts(1990:2). For Scott, the
relationshipbetweerthe public andhiddentranscriptis predicatedn the conceptof dominant
and subalternpower relations; where subalternswere restricted in thar expressionsby
dominantpower holders.(Seesection2.2.4for further explorationof how | engagewith the
concepif transcriptan thist h e mathedblogy).

1.3.3 Space and Place
Theconceptf spaceandplaceareessentiatomponent®f thist h e appadhandassuch

requiredefinition here.

As historical geographelCharles Witherds arguesdf spacehasrecentlybeenthis dominant
epistemologicaietaphorplacehasnotbeenfar behind.Of coursejt maybethatthetwo terms

havebeenusedinterchangably foré neitherterm,northerelationshipbetweerthemenjoysa



precisedefinitiond (Withers 2009:657) To provide definitions of spaceandplace,this thesis
turns to historian Katrina Navickas who draws on the work of cultural geographers,
anthropologist@and archaeologistsuchas Tim Ingold (2000)to arguethat spaceshapeghe
characterof engagementhrough its materiality whilst place is invested with meaning,
associationsperfamancesand codes(Navickas2015:16) This way of thinking aboutthe
relationshipbetweenspaceand placeis valuableto this thesisasit providesa framework
throughwhich to approachmy casestudies.(Seesection2.3 for further discussioron how |

appoachthe conceptof spaceandplacein thisthesis.)

1.3.4 Resistance and protest
Theconceptof resistancandprotestarecentralthemesn this thesisandanunderstandingf

whatis meantby thesetwo wordsis thereforeessential

The archaeologyof resisanceis a well-establishedsubfield of historical archaeology An
editionof thelnternationallournalof Historical Archaeologywasdedicatedo thetopicin 1999
andtherein MatthewJohnson(1999a:124usefully discusseshenotionof6 ar c ha efol ogi e s

r e s i sargaingthat: 0

resistingcommunitiesso often appearconservativeand passive.The new powers of

colonial and classdominationof the modernworld had a wide disciplinary armory, a
quite massiveselectionof weaponf dominationto choosefrom... Openlyor covertly
resstingcommunitiespntheotherhand,hadfew weaponsattheir disposal Oneof them
was establishedradition or customarypractice,andit wasa weaponthat often served

themwell in thelaw courtsandin mobilizing popularfeeling (Johnson 1999a:1258)

J o h n gefinitidrsprovidesa clearimpressionof whatresistances in archaeologicalerms
and the variouswaysin which it can be manifested.Johnson(ibid.) also exploresdifferent
definitions of resistancefrom dichotomiesbetweendominationand resistanceemployedin
Marxist archaeologiege.g. Leone & Potter 1999; Leone 1995; McGuire & Paynter 1891)
more complex,web-like relationshipsasemployedby CharlesOrserand Mary Beaudry(e.g.
Orser 1992; Orser & Funari 2001; Beaudry 1989; Beaudry et al. . 1991)

Following Johnson| havechosento usethe words protest and resistancanterchangeably,
encompagag actionsbothactiveandpassiveambitiousandconservativeEighteenthcentury
protestcannotsimply be reducedto a study of inertiadriven resistanceoversimplifying the
complexanddiversefactorsat play. The presenthesisthereforetakesa muchbroadefrbrush

approachto understandingsubalterndissentingactivism in the later eighteenthcentury;



incorporatingfacetsof proactiveand ambitiousaction alongsideconservativeand reactive

elements.

The term protestis commonlyemployedby historians(thoughlessso by archaeologisisin
describinglater eighteenthand early nineteentkcenturycontexts.ln an article exploring the
terminologyandparametersf 6 p r diti es INavicka§(2012:306)oncludeghatthereis no
suchthingasaod p r diti esd tarmdthadimsi@adthey arehistoriansof protestand resistance
lendingfurthersupportto my interchangeablapproacho thewords Furtherto this, Navickas
(2012:305)exploreswhetherprotestis alwaysreactive,arguablymakingit synaymouswith
resistancedue to an implied associationwith reactionas being resistantand contraryto a
precursorydominatinginfluence.In this exploration,Navickas(ibid.) argueshat many later
eighteenthand early-nineteenthcentury movementsharkedback to goldenagesof equality
which neverreally existedor cited historicalprecedentsor justification of progressiveaction
(ibid.). Navickasthusconcludeghatmanyprotestmovementsonsistef a complexblendof
reactiveandretrospectiveelemens, and prospectiveand proactivecharacteristicsT his thesis
hasfollowedN a v i dekdargldoesnotattacharbitrarylabelsto theactivismwhichit studies
preferringterminologywhichis flexible andinterchangeablegndwhich canencompasall acts

of dissentanddefiance.

1.4  Locational Focus

This study focusesn popular protestn Englandin the later eighteenth century. This is a
consciousdecision reflecting the complex nature of eighteerghtury British politics. The
scope of a paBritish or inceed parEnglishstudy would also necessarily inclusections on
Jacobitism, opposon to English rule in IrelandScotlandand Wales clearanes and a
multitude of other protest and resistance movem@&hesscope of this thesis has therefore been
focusal onEnglandallowing a morethoroughand detailecxploration ofthe materiality and
spatialityof protest movemenis the later eighteenttentury to be achieved

Despite the specific focusf several ofthis thesi® ¢ a s e ondNorth-Basterrgpopular
protest, reference is made throughout to protest and resistaotieer national andglobal
contextsThis contextualization is essentialthdo avoid charges of parochialism ancliow

the present study to be situated within its historical contedeed Qarles Orser argues that
GAt this point in the history of historical archaeology, it is no longer a case of whether its
practitioners Bould think in multiscalar terms (i.e. global and local), but rather how they might

seek to accomplish this diglilt task6(2009:9) This gudy thussituates a series of local case



studies within a global context of protest and resistance in the eighteenth cexploying the
sociccultural constructs which caused protest to be articulated matenmallgpatially

1.5 Temporal Focus

Thetemporal extentof this thesisextenddrom 1762 theyearof thereleaseof thefirst issueof
JohnWi | kNerth8riton to 1814 whenthe Radicalactivist ThomasSpencedied Thesetwo
key eventsare arguablythe book endsfor Englishradicalismin the later eighteenthcentury

beforeit evolvedinto its earlynineteentkcenturysuccessor.

The emergenceof the Wilkes and Liberty Movementin the 1760shasbeenchosenas the
startingpoint for this study, asit markedan importantshift in the way that popularpolitical
protestwasexpresse@ndengagedvith. This shift wassomethingnew andunprecedenteds

GeorgeRude argues:

AVNilkes andL i b ewasaypdlitical sloganthat stirred the political passiongot
only of freeholdersand Freemenbut of the unenfranchisedcraftsmenand
journeymen,who were its most vocal and enthusiasticpromoters. This was
somethingnew in the n a t $ pwlitical life and raisesthe popular movement
associatewvith Wilkesabovethelevel of themerefood-riot or suchblind outbursts.
(Rudé 1962:197)

Rud® dgsoteprovidesaclearcontextfor my choiceto beginthis studyin the 1760sasthiswas
a period when political protestwas moving from spontaneougood riots and other mob
demonstrationsowardsmoreunified movementsvith agreedbjectives As thisthesisargues
the 1760sthusheraldtheemergencef adistinctivelylatereighteenthcenturyform of protest,

manifestedothactuallyandmaterially.

S p e n fureerdli;m 1814markedtheendof acloselink betweertheNorth-Eastof Englandand
the politics of protestwhich hadspannedontinuouslyfrom local North-Eastengagemenwith

the Wilkes and Liberty movement,through the Town Moor affair and its international
resonanceghroughMarsden Grotto to ThomasSpencehimself. The latter lived throughand

experienceeachof thesecasestudymomentsof protestandresistance.

Theseconddecadeof the nineteentlcenturysawa resurgencén the massdemonstrationand
meetingsthat had beendomantsincethe GordonRiots of 1780 changingthe dynamicsand
characteof subalterrmprotestandresistanceThesemassmeetingsgpitomisedoy Peterlooin
1819 andthe KenningtonCommonmeetingin 1848 characteris@opularprotestmovements
of the ningeenthcentury, particularly Chartismand Trade Unionism. The Peterlooaffair of
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1819is traditionallytakenby researcherasmarkinga key watersheanomentin thehistory of
protest(Navickas2016:6)andthis thesisthereforesituatests cut-off beforePeterlooandthe
subsequen®ix-Acts, clampingdown on seditiousmeetingswhich definedthe beginningof a

new periodof protestin Britain.

1.6  Material Culture in Protest

For the purposeof this study,theterm é mat e u i &idiempldyedto refer to objects
associatedvith popular protestduring the secondhalf of the eighteenthcentury,including
ceramicsmetalwork glasswarefabricsandfurniture. Thiss t u trgaddefinition of material
culturealsoincludes printeddocumentarynateria suchaspanphletsandhandbills which are

consideredisartefactsaalongsidetheir textualmeanings

Pamphletsand handbills constitutedan importantpart of the materialculture of eighteenth
century political and popular protest movements,being distibuted widely amongstthe
populaceat diverselevelsof society.A key exampleis ThomasS p e n P e gViea, which
circulatedvery widely andoffereda tangibleandtactile way of engagingwith S p e n Eland s
In this way, whilst the textual contentof a pieceof print culture constitutesanimportantpart
of its biography otherelementof its materialityarealsoat work in shapingandmediatingits

meanings.

The polyvalency and ambiguity of objects (see section 2.2.1) makes any definite attribution of
intentionalityin the use or meaning of an object or place difficult. This thesis has therefore for
the sake of clarity in its argument drawn upon sofitkeoless ambiguous and more identifiably
dissentingobjects and spaces to illustrate how things and places wesgaeshgnd mobilised

in expressions of protest and resistadexandra Hartneds study of clay pipes in Galway for
instance has demonsidt how the most modest of pipes could be enmeshed in a web of
relations to articulate a hidden transcript of protest resistance (Hartnett 200%his thesis
thereforefocuseson artefactswhich bear protestmovementmotifs and/orsymbolsor have
biographical associationsto known protestors. The artefacts considered commonly
commemorat®r represenkey eventsin a protestmo v e m distadrydsschasthe releaseof
JohnWilkes from K i n @dnshGaol or the Town Moor Act of 1774 or, asin the Caseof

ThomasSpenceyweresignificantemblemsof a movement

Most of theartefactsdiscussedhn this thesisaretodaycuratedoy museumsr belongto private
collectors.Very few derive from excavatedcontexts;and the majority of those are metal
detectingfinds cataloguedon the PortableAntiquities SchemedatabaseWithin the United

Kingdom,archaeologicainvestigationsarecommonlyundertakeraspartof developefunded
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investgationsandartefactcollectionstrategiecanmeanthatonly a small sampleof material
is retained particularlyon eighteenthcenturyandpostmedievalsiteswherelargequantitiesof
artefactsareexcavatedProtestrelatedobject (andceramicsherdsespecially)may oftenhave
beenoverlookedandnot recognisedor whattheyare.A prime exampleof this is a study by
theauthor(forthcoming)of aceramigpunchbowkherd excavatedrom Colonial Willi amsburg
in the 1930s,which hadpreviouslygoneunrecognise@sa fragmentof the materialcultureof
a protestingcommunitywhich hadexistedin mid-1760sWilliamsburg.

Oneway or anothermuchwill havebeenlost or destroyedvertime. Thesemissingartefacts
are sometimesaccessiblghroughtextud sourcesandtheir 6 r e c otlhisewayia strong
testamentto the value of an interdisciplinary, historical archaeologicalapproach in

investigatingthe materiality of later eighteenthcentury popularprotest. A specific example
here written aboutbut no longersurviving, is a forty-five armedcande commissionedy a
Newcastlepublicanin 1770to celebrateJohnWilkes andthe Wilkes and Liberty movement
(Brewer 1983:352)Thisthesishasbeenableto recoverthisandotherartefactshroughdrawing

ontextualaccountgecordingthe existenceof andusesof objects.

1.7  Spaceand Placein Protest

The sites consideredin this all have a direct associationwith protest movements These
associationsvith protestmay be manifestedn the role a spacetook during an act of protest
(suchastherole of the Town Moor in 1770sNewcastleuponTyne, chapterfive), asa space
facilitating or encouragig protestthrough seclusionfrom surveillance,or by an encoded
associationwith protest(asis the casecertaintavernsand ale-houses e.g. the Crown and
AnchorTavern(Parolin 2010:14)

Exploringthemeaningssignificanceandrolesof my casestudysitesnecessitateimterrogating
a variety of sourcesincluding historic mapping,textual sourcesand contemporaryimages
accessiblén historicarchiveg(see2.3). The changingnatureof landscapesvertime however
meanghatoftenlittle is left of theeighteentkcenturylandscapdself. The useof historicmaps
andpictorial sourcess thereforeessentiain recoveringas i teighiiegnthcenturyappearance
andenablingit to be contextualisedindunderstoodasa venuefacilitating and/orembodying

protest.

1.8 ResearchContext
The study of the history and heritageof protestand resistancas a well-establishd field of
historical enquiry. In contrast archaeologicalstudiesof protestand resistancen the early

modernandmodernperiodsaresignificartly fewerin numbe. Yet as exploredbelow (1.8.3),
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ano ar ¢ h acérod igshasgmadualyemergedoverthe last thirty yearsandis now a
well-representedub-disciplineof historicalarchaeology.

1.8.1 Protest andSocial History

Contemporanhistoricalscholarshipon protestandresistancen Britain is built upona strong
tradition of social historical research Social historianssuchas JamesEpstein(1989; 1994;
2003) Andrew Charlesworth (Chalesworth 1994; Charlesworth & Randall 1996b;
Charlesworth & Randall 1996a)\drian Randall(Randall 2006 andKatrinaNavickas(2011;
2012; 2013; 2014£2015; 2016xontinueto contributeto this strongtraditionthroughpioneering
and increasingly interdisciplinary methodologies(see chapter two for more detail on

interdisciplinarityin studiesof protestandresistance.)

Marxist, labourhistorianssuchas Eric Hobsbawm(Hobsbawm & Rudé 1969%eorgeRudé
(1962) and most notably, E.P.Thompsonn his seminalworks The Making of the English
WorkingClass(1963)andTheMoral Economyof theEnglishCrowdin theEighteentiCentury
(1971) were amongstthe first historiansto undertakededicatedand theoreticallyinformed
studiesof resistanceand popularprotestin eighteenthand nineteentkcentuy England The
culmination of this body of scholarship is arguably the joint publicalimoné Fatal Tree
(Hay et al. 2011 (1st ed.1975)hich drew together the leading exponents of history from
below to publish a range of articles examining eighteeatitury crime and society, in which

protest and disseptayed a cemal role.

Theselabour histories, built on Marxist frameworks are predicatedon the study of class
consciousnesstruggleandformationaccordingto thetenetsof Marxist theory.It is however
crucialto recognisethatthe history from below approachaspioneerecby HobsbawmRudé

andThompsonformsthebasisfor muchcontemporargocialhistoryresearctandindeedPoole
(2010:10)arguesthat this methodologywas critical in the developmenbf currentresearch

patternsaandmethods.

Navickas (2012 further exploresthe legacy and developmentof the history from below
approacharguingthatmoderndevelopment# thefield areincreasinglyfocusedon everyday
experienceof life in the pastat the expenseof studiesinto classand political consciousness.
This developments seenby Navickas(ibid.) asaresultof thedeclinein popularityof Marxist
and labourhistory frameworksamongstcontemporaryhistorians,who preferto sidestephe

issuef classandcollective action
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Since the 1960s historical theory hasevolvedconsiderably A key figure in this contexthas
beenlJirgenHabermag1992)whose workon ¢ t puleliccspheré@ ¢ h a | | l&aughistary t h e
domirance of the subjectdabermassoughtto explainthe emergenceof political activism
amongsthe o u r g enmldlexléssesn the eighteenthcenturycontendingthat the middle
classes carved themselvesan arena for political activism in coffeehouse politics,
pamphleteeringindnewspapearticles.This modelof socialactivismhasbeendevelopedy
historianssuchasJame<£pstein(2003:13)andChristinaParolin(2010:10)to includework on
0 p |ian public-sphers ,&exploring how the poor challengedbourgeoisdominationthrough

the establishmenof their own public-sphers.

Contemporarysocial historiansof protestare increasinglymoving towardsinterdisciplinary
methodologiesn their researchseesection2.5). This trendis notedby Navickas(201512)
who observeshatseverahistoriansof eighteenthandnineteentkcenturyprotesthaveadapted
the methodologie®f ThompsonHobsbawmandRudé to incorporatewvork by anthropologist
JamesC. Scott (1985, 1990) on hiddentranscriptsand subalternvoices(seesection2.3 for
furtherdiscussiolh Theincorporationof S ¢ o wadrkjpovided researchera/ith extrascopeto
look beyondwhatwasreportedin elite producedexts,newspapersr official minutesandto
explore the hidden transcriptsof protestfound in everyday life. Readingthese hidden
transcriptsaspartof awider narrativeof popularprotestis bestachievedhroughthe adoption
of an holistic andinterdisciplinaryapproacho the sourcematerialconsideringthe full scope
of waysin which protestwasmanifesed(ibid.). Thisthemein contemporarhistoricalresearch
fits neatlywith themethodologyof this thesis(seechapteitwo) whichis alsoinspiredby Scott
via Martin H a | wotk sesearchinghe materialisatiorof eighteentkcenturypopularprotest.

1.8.2 SubalternStudies

The term &ubalternstudie® is predominantlyusedin anthropolog and cultural theory to
describethe study of and researchinto subalternprotestand elite-subalternrelations.Scott
(1985,1990),asananthropologisthasbeenparticularlyinfluentialin this contextwith hiswork
focusing on the conceptof resistanceand hiddentranscrips in SouthEastAsiané pe as an't
c 0 mmu n.iSt io ésamdnawork howeveris his pioneeringmethodologyfor examining
resistancandprotesiamongssubalterrcommunitieshroughreadingwhathetermsaséidden
transcript§ tenetsof protestandresistaeinvisible to hegemoni@uthoritiegScott1990:17.

This methodologyis further exploredin chaptertwo (2.2).

Scotthowevers notalonein hisinterestin protestandresistancén subalterrstudiesandmany

postcolonial scholarshavetakena stronginterestin, andindeedstrongly contributedto the
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field. This closerelationslip betweersubalterrstudiesandpostcolonialtheoryis exemplified
in thework of postcolonial scholarssuchasHomi Bhabha(1994)and GayatriSpivak(1988)
both of whom studyelite andsubalterrrelationsin colonial contexs, fruitfully employingthe

concepiof thesubalterrasananalyticalperspective

S ¢ o twork an didden transcript§ and B h a b lwarkd an 6 ubaltern voices is widely
applicablen historyandarchaeologyasdemonstratetly archaeologisMartin Hall (1999:193)
Hall exploresthe existenceof subdtern voicesandhiddentranscriptan the contextof Slavery

in SouthAfrica andthe Chesgpeake(USA) drawingheavily onthework of ScottandBhabha.

Subalterrstudiesthusoffersan excellentcorpusof theoreticallyinformedresearchnto social
and power relationswhich this thesis draws upon regularly, not leastin the terminology
employedn discussinglite andsubalternnteractionsandin theandytical frameworkof Homi
B h a b thmdésgaceasexploredfurtherin chaptertwo (section2.2) andasimplementedn

Chaptes three,four, five andsix.

It is importanthereto emphasie thatthe distinctionbetweersubalterrandelite in eighteenth
centurypopularprotestmovementsvas not dichotomougasnotedabovewith D a sidinition
of subalternin section1.3.1) with many movementsdrawing membershipand subscription
from diverselevels of society such as the Wilkes and Liberty movementwhich enjoyed
elementf supportby variouspeopleboth elite andsubaltern(Rudé1962:197%. Thediaogic
relationshipbetweensubalterrandelite groupsandfigureswithin popularprotestmovements

is thereforeof paricular concerrto this thesis.

1.8.3 Historical Archaeology ofResistance andProtest

Archaeologistonly beganexaminingthe themeof protestand resistancewithin the last 30
yearsandthisapproachasbeenpioneeredn work by MatthewJohnsor{1996; 1999g)Martin
Hall (1999; 2000; 2008; also; Funari et al. 1999b; Hall & Silliman 2@0®)JohnSchofield
(2003; 2010; Schofield & AndertorDQ0; Crea et al. 2014; Oliver et al. 201&nongsimany
others.As a discipline, archaeologyis perhapsamongstthe most mercenaryof academic
subjects,drawing influence and borrowing methodologiedrom a plethoraof other subject
areasthusmakinghistoricalarchaeologyntrinsically interdisciplinaryasfurther exploredin
chaptertwo (2.2).

In the United Statesthe archaeologyf protestandresistances a well-developedsubfield of
historical archaeology Someexampleshereinclude work on Lowell Boott Mills (Beaudry
1989; Beaudry et al. 1991; Loren & Beaudry 20@6¢ ColoradoCoalfieldsMiners &trike
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(McGuire & Paynter 1991; McGuire & Walker 1999; Larkin & McGuire 2088jithe social
landscapesf eighteentkhcenturyAnnapolis(Leone 1984; Leone 1995; Leone & Potter 1999;
Leone & Fry 1999; Leone et &005; Leone 2010)

Archaeologicalwork on protestand resistancenotably focuses on subalterncommunitiesin
colonialcontextserslaved, Maroonandindigenousommunitiesandthe meansy which they
expressedesistancagainstandnegotiatedheir identities.Key examplesncludethe work of
CharlesOrser(1992; Orser & Funari 2001Martin Hall (2000; 2008; 2009andPedroFunari
(Funari et al. 1999a; Funari et al. 1999b; Orser & F@01)eachof whosework is inspired
by apostcolonialapproachexploringandunderstandingocialandpowerrelationsin colonial
contexts Adaptingthe methodologieemployedin understandingocial relations,resistance
andprotestfrom Americanand Colonialcontextso anEnglishcontextpresenimethodological

challengs which areconsideredn chapterntwo (2.2).

Within the British contextof studying protestand resistancen historical archaeologythe
predominantfocus and emphasishas traditiorally beenon researchinghe archaeologyof
nineteentkcenturyclearances Scotlandandireland(Atkinson 1996; Atkinson 2010; Dalglish
2003; Jones 2012; Symonds 1999)1999edition of the InternationalJournal of Historical
Archaeologyhowever, exploredthe scopefor the study of resistancein British historical
archaeologyand demonstratd the importanceof theorisingthe field (Johnson 1999a; Frazer
1999) Although this edition of the journal was dedicatedio exploring resistancen British
historicalarchaelogy, only onearticle consideredesistancen aneighteenthcenturycontext
andin this, Williamson (1999) suggestedhat evidene for resistancend protestof subaltern

actorswasinvisible in thearchaeologicalecordof eighteentkcenturylandscapgardens.

By examiningeighteenthcenturymaterial culture and landscapesthe presentstudy aimsto

apply a historicalarchaeologicabpproacho the later eighteenthcenturydemonstratingnow
subalternactors,who are often glossedover in period texts, engagedin popular protest,
particularly radical and revolutionary political protestmovemens. chaptertwo setsout in

greaterdetailthe methodologyinforming thatendeavour.
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Chapter 2 Methodological Considerations
As set outin chapter ongthis thesiss built around a series of case studiesch presenting
different and progressively more complex methodological challeAdgesaim of the present
chapteris to identify those challenges and to set out the methodology employed in resolving
them. The four key challenges can be summarised as follows:

To Marry Words and Things

The nature of this thesis situated between history and archaeoleggresents the first
chdlenge; how to navigate the methodological differences between these sibling diseiplines
Traditionally the two have each been tightly circumsdatias to their source materials; history
beingtextled andarchaeologyobjectled. In more recent years hovesythe emergence and
strengthening of historical archaeology and the matanidispatialurnsin history have blurred

these conceptual fiefdonBoth historical archaeologists and material/spatial historians require
methodologiedy which, toquote Hall 6t o marry wor dsAfamediorkk hi ng
of methods, theories and techniques that enhiglentegraton of source materiaJsnaterial,

textual and spatiato achieve more detailed andancedunderstandings and interpretations of

the past.

Accessing Subaltern communities

How is it possible to access the communities and individuals who were at the @igreeénth
century protest? Subalterns rarely left their own textual record and their mateneliscaften

scant (sesectionl.6 for adeeper discussion of thisthesh s our ce materi al s)

This thesisendeavourso accessthe chidden transcriptsof subaltern protest and resistance;

d@d he discour seofftapeat hakersd pdiacecth o®ESeottvat i
1990).1t therefore requires a methodologherebynecessarily discrete, ambiguous, and coded
voices of dissent and protestn beenderedsisible as hints, whispers and ghostly impressions

hauntingtheir counterpart public transcript.
Integrating a Third Dimensioni Space and Place

Whilst archaelmgy has a long tradition of interrogatisgaceboth as an evidentiary source and

as an independent subject of investigation, this tradition is less well establististdin The
challengeherethereforejstodefinewht t hi s t hesi s means by 0sj
establish these themes in relation to the other source materials (texts and objects) established in

section2.1.
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Working with Multi-scalar Case Studies

dHow does a historical archaegio of the modernworld maintainin the same framef
referencehefismall things forgottemof everyday life and particular individuaknd the global
system of distribution characteristic of modern@f?all & Silliman 2006:8).This thesighus
demandsa methodology &wing it to move fluidly between different scaleselating the
particular to the generalto understandthe micrescale in terms of the macro, and

simultaneously the macro in terms of its micro expressions.

2.1 To Marry Words and Things

2.1.1 Changing Understandngs of theRelationshipBetweenWords andThings in
Material Culture History andHistorical Archaeology

In orderto developan appropriatemethodologyachievingall of the aboveit is necessaryo

briefly explorethe disciplinary evolutionof both historical archaeologyand materialculture

history. Theoriginsanddevelopmentsf thesesimilar yet distinctfields deeplyinfluencehow

theyapproachheir sourcesaffectingthe valueandweightingtheygive to materialandtextual

sourcesand the roles eachevidentiarystrandis understoodo occupyin the wider research

framework.

Origins and Gaesis of Historical Archaeology

At first glancepostmedieval archaeologyandhistorical archaeologyseemlittle morethan
different namesfor the samesubject;both originatedin the mid-1960s,both take for their
sourcematerialsobjects,spacesandtexts,and both focus on the archaeologyof the modern
world (historicalarchaeologystartsc.1492 postmedievalarchaeologyc.1536).Theseshared
attributes however bdie a fundamentalconceptualdifference. As Charles Orser argues,
definitions of historical archaeologygenerally rest around three key themesi distorical
archaeologyas the study of a periodg distorical archaeologyas a method) and distorical
archaelogy asthemati®(Orser2004:6 25). This sectiontouchesonall threeof thesedefining
characteristicgparticularlyfocusingon exploringhistoricalarchaeologysa method.

As a selfidentifying discipline historical archaeologyfirst emergedin the United Statesof
America as the binary oppositeof 6 p r e h iaxhaeologygeélingwith a period with an
accompanyingcuropeartextualrecord(thatis theperiodafter1492).For Ivor No& Hume,one
of thefoundingfathersof historicalarchaeologyandfor his contemporariessuchadistinction
wascentralto outlining the parametersf whathistoricalarchaeologwasandwasnot (Hume
1964). This understandingis best articulated by JamesDeetz who describeshistorical

archaeologysdhearchaeologyf the spreadf Europearculturesthroughoutheworld since
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the fifteenth century, and their impact on and interactionwith the culturesof indigenous
peoplesn(1996:5)

This historic and prehistoricdualismwas not nearly so strongly envisagedn Europearnpost
medievalarchaeologyAs PedroFunariandMartin Hall arguedn Europeé therehasbeernlittle
inclination to separatenhistory from prehistoryin any strict senseas for instancein North
America, Australiaand SouthAfricad (Funari& Hall 1999:2).1t is interesing thereforethat
HumewashimselfBritish andcut his teethin the 1950sdevelopingthefield of postmedieval
archaeologybefore taking his expertiseto America as chief archaeologistat Colonial
Williamsburg(Miller & Hume2013)

Hume (1964)wasclearly awarethat Americapresentea different contextfrom Britain, with
differentchallengesTherewasnotthe samdong durée graddion or evolutionin textualsource
availability astherewasin Europe,nor the sametradition of the archaologyof 6 hi st or i
periods(Roman,Medievalandso on). Rather,archaeologyn Americacould be moreeasily

defined as prehistoricor historical dependingon the availability or absenceof contiguous

textual sources.In Europeanarchaeologythe long durée of documentarysourcesand the
establishedchoolsof classicalandmedievalarchaeologyneantthatthe relationshipbetween

texts and things was already deeply entrenched(Funari & Hall 2013). Postmedieval
archaeologylid notneedto justify itself in thefaceof prehistoricarchaeologyratherit existed
asanextensiorof awell-establishedraditionof archaeologylrawingon bothtextsandobjects

asappropriate.

Humein 1964 furthermoredefinedhistorical archaeologyin relationto history, statingthat
archaeology(of historic periods) was the dhandmaidento historyd (1964:214). Hume s
dandmaiderto historyd commenthas since becomeinfamousamongstarchaeologists a
touchstonefor the problematic relationship between history and archaeology,wherein
archaeologys reducedo providingillustrative matterfor text-led researchin contrastpost
medievalarchaeologylid notseekto defineitself disciplinarily in relationto history,butrather
defineditself temporally (Gaimster2009; Egan 2009; Wilkie 2009) andtoday is generally
agreedo encompasslmostany dateatfter the dissolutionof the monasteriesn Britain, post

c.1536(seefor exampleCreaetal. 2014;Hall 2000for theirarchaeologiesf thepresentay).

Duringthelatteryearsof thetwentiethcentury postmedievalarchaeologyocusedts attention
on reporting fieldwork on postmedieval sites and empirically cataloguing,constructing
typologiesof, anddating thewealthof materialremainswhichfell within its periodremit (Egan

2009:557).This empirical closestudy of material culture resultedin British post medieval
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archaeologistbeing viewed by their American counterpartsas éarch empiricistscontentto

describeevidencedhatis thoughtto offer its own explanationf oneis requiredShott2005:5)

By contrasthistoricalarchaeologyook quiteadifferenttrajectory,dedicatingtself to devising
grand structuring narratives within stringent theoretical frameworks. As Shott argues,
GAmericanshavea reputationas preoccupiedvith theory, British archaeologistsnay regard

the Americanpredilectionfor dig theoryd éasvulgarneurosis(2005:5).

Origins and Genesis of Mateal Culture History

Material culturehistory,the secondcorestrandwhich closelyinformsthe methodologyof this
thesis, had equally complex origins which have influencedits researchfoci and attendant
methodologiesThe now widely acknowledgedmaterialturndin history developedargely as
anextensiorof the &ulturalturndof the 1980sand1990sandCultural History, (Grassby2005;
Green2012;Schouwenbur@015) itself a pushbackfrom the dinguistic turndof the mid-late

twentiethcentury.

Thecentraltenetof the culturalturn wasthatmeanings notonly linguistically corstructed(as

wasarguedn thelinguisticturn) butis culturally constructec&andexperiencedCulturalhistory

thus problematisedlinguistic analytical models as Roger Chartier argues; &he biggest
contributionof cultural history was forcing historiansto questiontheir seeminglystrongest
convictiong thatideas,doctrines,texts andimageshaveintrinsic meaning,it affirmed the

historicity of thosemeaningswholly dependenbn their materialityandtheir appropriationd

(Chartier2009:16)

By destabilisingthe pre-eminenceof linguistics in the productionof meaning and culture,
cultural historiansclearedthe way for the materialturn. Shifting focustowardsunderstanding
how sourceswereculturally inscribed,constructedandreceivedenabledscholargo consider
newtypesof sourcesparticularlyvisualsour@sasit wasrealisedhatthesetoowereculturally
inscribed just astextswere.Fromimagesit wasthenonly a small stepfurtherto realisethat
materialsourceswere likewise constructedand receivedaccordingto their cultural contexts
and that they too might contributeto answeringgquestionsaboutthe cultural past(Grassby
2005:591)

Thematerialturnin history seekgo re-materialisethe pastandto re-establishmaterialculture
asbeingconstitutiveof cultureandsocietyratherthansimply reflective of it. As TaraHamling
and Catherine Richardson argue; &nowing about peoplés possessionss crucial to

understandingheir experienceof daily life, the way they sawthemselvesn relationto their
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peersandtheir responseto, andinteractionswith, the social,culturalandeconomicprocesses
which madeupthesocietiesin whichtheylivedé(Hamling & Richardsor2016:1) By focusing
on materialculture,historianshavesoughtto rebalanceistoricalnarrativesvhich hadbecome
increasinglydetachedrom the materialworld. The materialturn can thereforebe broadly
characteriseas a rejectionof the abstractin favour of the tangible;using tangible material
remaingo bothgroundhistoricalnarrativedn lived experienceandto explorehow experience

of thematerialworld condtionedandinfluencedpastpeoplesandsocieties.

Much of the earliest researchin material culture history neverthelessegardedobjectsas
illustrative and supportiveof textled historicalmetanarratives particularly concerningearly
modernconsumesm (e.g.Brewer& Porter1993;Belk 1995;Breen2004;Glenniel995) In

her 1988book ConsumeBehaviourand Material Culturein Britain, 1660-1760for instance
Lorna Weatterill drew extensivelyon inventory data,usingthe objectsmentionedwithin the
inventoriesto illustratea changein consumeibehaviour situatingthe objectasillustrative of

anoverachingnarrative(Weatherill1988)

Following on from this pioneeringwork, historianssuchas Maxine Berg, AmandaVickery,

John Styles and Lisa Jardineproducedinnovative works incorporatingmaterial sourcesin

historicalstudies(Berg1991;1993;2005;Vickery 1993;Styles& Vickery 2006;Styles2007;
Jardinel998) Thesestudiesmostly focusedon elite contexts privileging large andvaluable
objects AmandaVickery for instancausedobjectsto materialiseconceptof genderandpower
in elite anglophoneand Europeancontexts(Vickery 1993; 2006 Styles& Vickery 2006)

whilst Maxine Berg exploredhow the evolution of the conceptof duxuryd wasreflectedin

contemporanartefactdBerg1991 Berg1993;Berg2005.

The twenty-five chaptes within John Brewer and Roy Portets (1993) edited compilation
Consumptiorand the World of Goodsoffer a goodillustration of boththe elite focusof early
material culture histories and their tendencyto subordinatematerial culture to textled
narrativesOnly five chaptes focusspecifically on objectsthemselvesandall areelite goods
(paintings,formal gardensgelectrical showcaseseglite book illustrations). The other twenty
chaptes exgdore the conceptof consumerisnusing materialculture (often elite), not asthe
focusof theirresearchbutto illustratethe materialconsequences narrativesof consumption

andcommerceadevelopedrom textled researclstrategies.

The elite focus of theseearly works is perhapsunderstandablegiven the wealth of source
materialsavailableto researcherdt is no coincidenceijn this context,thatthe overwhelming

majority of theseearly material histories focusedon the late-seventeenttand eighteenth
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centuries;a direct reflection of the proliferation of elite material culture and consumerism
duringthatperiod(Trentmanr2009:284) Fewerlower andmiddle classartefactssurvive,but
this shouldnot be consideredsprohibitive to researchrather,asthis thesisdemonstrateghe
materialworlds of the lower and middle classescan be reconstructedhroughthe combined

analysisof textualandmaterialsourcegseein section2.4).

The potentialfor materialcultureto provide new insightsinto pastscacietieshasthus proven
seductiveto many historians (Berry 2009; Epstein1989; 1994; Glennie 1995; Hannan&

Longair 2017; Herman 2006; Lubar & Kingery 1993; Pennell2009; 2013; Wilson 2008)
however this potential is accompaniedoy a plethora of theoreticaland methodological

challengesasthe presentchapteiitself exemplifies.

It seemsapparentthen that both early historical archaeologiesand early material culture
historiessufferedfrom a hierarchicabpproab to integratingmaterialandtextualsourcesBoth
regardedtexts as being the principal sourcefor generatingand answeringquestions,with
materialsourcegelegatedo a supportingrole, usefulto illustratetextled historicalnarratives
asmateriali®din the dealworldd Theideaof sucha hierarchicakelationshipbetweernsource
materialgs howeveranincreasinglyantiquategerspectivasinterdisciplinarymethodologies

increasinglyexemplifythe profitability of analysingmaterialcultureandtextsin combination.

2.1.2 Towards aBetter Gmbination ofSource Materials

Combining Source Materials in Historical Archaeology (c.196®000)

The chandmaiderto historydapproacthin historicalarchaeologyid not hold swayfor long as
archaeologistdeganto explorewhat materialsourcescould revealthattextualsourcesalone
couldnot. As Jame®Deetzarguedn his seminalwork In SmallThingsForgotten én spiteof
therichnessanddiversity of the historicalrecord therearethingswe wantto knowthatare not
discoveredromité Thedocumentaryecordandthearchaeologicalecordcomplementach
otherd (1996:11). Deetz viewed material culture as capable of answering questions
independentlyof textual sourcesand providing accesgo the everydayGimpledetailsof past
existence, which escapehistorical mentioné (1996:37).Deetds approachthus demonstrated
the capacityfor historicalarchaeologyto accesssubalterncommunitieswhich did not leave
theirowntextualrecord(acorethemeof thisthesisandoneexploredin greaerdetailin section
2.2) situating archaeologicabata as being most useful where textual sourcesare deficient
(1996:37).

Deetz however regardedmaterial culture as passivelyreflective of society, not actively

constitutiveof it. In Deetds ownwordsdMaterialculture,it is oftencorrectlysaid,is notculture
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butits product.Cultureis socially transmittedrulesfor behaviourwaysof thinking aboutand
doing thingso6 (1996:35).Mark Leone however,regardedDeetds structuralistapproachas
deeplyproblematic,anddemandecn approachwhich betteraccountedor the activerolesof
objectsin themediationof &cultured andfor theconcepif class(a somewhaglaringomission
from Deetds work) was developedby in the form of critical materialism Leore 66sc r i t i c a
mat e r i(Ladnels88mH995;2010)methodologythussynthesisedtructuralistapproaches
to theorizirg trendsin materialculturewith Marxistmodelsof historicalchanggHall 2000:76).
The strengthof critical materialismin regardto the presenthesisis in its theorizationof the
roles of objectsin mediatingauthority and power relations.Leone theaized that material
culture operated not as inanimate reflections of dominant ideology (culture), but as
materialisationgctively mediatingthe characteof a totalisingcapitalistsystem(Leone1984;
1995;Leone& Potter1999;Palusetal. 2006)

Therecognitionof materialcultureasboth activeandaffectivein its relationshipwith culture
wasa major advancen equalizingthe relaionship betweenwords andthings, asboth could
now be understoodas being recursively engagedin the constructionof culture.L e one 6 s
approachs particularly well exemplifiedin his paperdonjuringin the Big HouseKitchend
which combinedthe archaeolgical evidenceof minkisi (cachesof objectsbelievedto hold
magical power) with Gslave narrative$ (accountsof enslavedexperienceas written by, or
transcribedrom testimonyby individualswho wereslavesin North America)to explorehow

widespreadhis practicewasandwhereits originslay (Leone& Fry 1999).

Whilst Leonethus madefurther stepstowardsintegratingmaterial and textual sourcesthe
persistentensionbetweerthe utility of textualandmaterialsourcesemained This tensionis
palpalke in D e e tinfatausquip distoricd archaeologyanbe seenasanexpensivavay of
finding outwhatwe alreadyknowd (Deetz1995:159. Deetds commenthighlighted perssting
concers thattherelationshipbetweeristory andarchaeologyontinuedio be unidirectional,
with the materialrecordusedsimply to illustrate and confirm textual evidenceor (in some
instanceslusing the textual sourcesto corroborateand elabaate on materialevidence(ibid.
158). Deetzinsteadsuggestedhat the true relationshipshould be, vorking back and forth
betweerthe documentandwhatthe site hasproducedgconstantlyrefining andreformulating
guestionsraisedby one set of databy looking at it againstthe backgroundof the other6
(ibid.159.).

Whilst Deetzcontinuedto regardmaterialcultureasreflectiveof culture,he hereadvancedn

analytical approachwhich proposeda dialectic and reflexive relationshipbetweensource
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materals. He thusarguedthatthe bestresearchusesits evidentiarystrandsin combinationto
generateewandinnovativeresearclguestiondeyondthe scopeof questiongyeneratedrom
consultingone sourceon its own (Deetz 1995:159. This discursiveappro&h is strongly
advocatedn this thesisandis particularlyexempified in chapterfour, which combinesmaps,
textsandimagesto developboth questionsaandinsightsinto the meaningsandsignificanceof

NewcastleuponT y n eighteenthcenturyurbanstreetscape.

Similar dialogicrelationshipdetweernsourcematerialshavealsobeensuggestedy historical
archaeologistscluding Beaudry(1989; Beaudryet al. 1991),0rser(1992;2004;2009) and
Hall (2000). Beaudry, for instance,situatesthe textual sour@s for Boott Mills (Lowell,

Massachusett# dialoguewith thematerialevidenceaevealingthatwhatis articulatedhrough
textualsourcess notalwaysrepresenteh reality (Beaudryetal. 1991).In particularBeaudry
revealshow proscriptiverules against mill workers alcohol consumptionwere resistedby

workerswho continuedto consumealcoholandthendisposeof the bottlesdiscretelyin privies
(ibid.). Suchcontradictiors betweensourcesis equally as productiveas if the sourceshad
complemente@achotherandcorrespondedy revealingdissonanceletweersourcesfurther
guestionsaregeneratedsto why suchdissonancesxist,andwhatthey cantell us aboutthe

socialandcultural structuresandcontextsin which the sourcesvereformed.

In 2000 Martin Hall pioneeredne of the first methodologieemployingthe critical study of
texts,andthe critical studyof things,on equalterms(2000:17).Drawing on JamesC. Scotts
concep of the transcripts(seebelow 3.3), Hall conceptualisesvordsand thingsasenmeshed

in awebof relations(2000:17).In Hallé own words

| seetranscriptsas a web of relations that entwine both objects and words.
Transcriptsarethebasicbuilding blocksof my historicalarchaeologybecaus¢hey
are the meansof connectingmaterial assemblagegthe key subject matter of

archaeologyvith texts(the key sourceswith which historianswork). (2000:16).

Through this approach,Hall dissolvesdisciplinary boundariesand demonstratesiow the
variousevidentiarystrandsavailableto historicalarchaeologistsanbe understoodstogether
comprisingdranscript@ (2000:16).1t is this conceptualizatiorof the relationshipbetween
words andthings asenmeshedogetherin transcriptswhich is the foundationof this thesi®
approachto integratingits diversesourcematerials.The utility of this approachis further
exploredbelowin 2.2.3 and2.4.2 which demonstratits valuein enablingthis thesisto access

subalterncommunitiesandto undertakemulti-scalaranalyses
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Oneparticularexampleof theimplementatiorof HallGs integrativeapproacho sourcematerials
isin chaptersix with regardto ThomasSpencés propagandautputs.By consideringSpencés
outpus not, astexts,objects,or spacedvutasnodesn thewebof relationsthataretranscripts
thesevarious data categoriescan be integratedmore fully. For instance,as textual sources
Spencés pamphletsaretraditionally the exclusivedomainof historiansand literary scholars
whilst his tokencoinageis traditionally the domainof numismatistsAs a result,it becomes
difficult to referencethem againsteach other or contextualisethem. By dissolving these
disciplinaryboundariesandconsideringhe tokensandpamphleteenmesheastranscriptst is

possibleto exploreconnectiondetweerthem.

Hall further problematiseghe disciplinary boundariesbetweenhistory and archaeologyin
arguingthatémostcontanporaryacademidisciplinesareinventionsof the nineteentrcentury
i somewhatarbitrary divisions of a broad intellectual field. Archaeology is history and
history is archaeology6 (2000:16 emphasismy own). This conceptualisationof the
relationshipbeweenhistoryandarchaeologys afar cry from theearlydaysof thehandmaiden
to historyd andreflectsthe trendin historical archaeologyto closethe gap betweenthe twin

disciplines.

TheoreticallyConscious PosMedievalArchaeology

Fromthe mid-1990s,British postmedievalarchaeologyhasbemmeincreasinglytheoretically
aware, synthesizingits accumulatedwealth of site reportsand typological datainto new,
theoreticallyinformed narratives(Egan 2009). This is particularly apparentin the work of
archaeologistsuchas Matthew Johnson(e.g. 1993; 1996; 1999a;1999b; 2009) and Sarah
Tarlow (2007) SarahTarlow and SusieWests seminaledited compilation Familiar Past?:
Archaeobgies of Later Historical Britain marks a particularly important milestonein the
reconnectionof postmedieval and historical archaeology(Tarlow & West 1998) This
collectionbroughttogethersomeof the leadingpostmedievalarchaeologistén Britain who
were adoptingincreasinglytheoretically consciousapproachego their research As West
arguesn herintroductionto thebook 6T hisvolumeis theresultof theeditorinterestin taking
up the challengethat American historical archaeabgy offers to British postmedieval
archaeologg British practice can draw on the innovationsand successe®f American
historicalarchaeologyn producingtheoreticallyinformedandinclusiveaccouns of therecent
past(West1998:2)

British postmedievalarchaeolog§ and American chistorical archaeolog§ are increasingly

alikein theoreticabndmethodologicatonsciousnesandfor the purpo of thisthesistheyare
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consideredstwin strandsof thesamedisciplinei onewith its rootsin Britain andEuropeand
the otherwith rootsin America.WhereDavid Gaimsteroncearguedthat @he term fihistorical
archaeology € in northern Europe has developedas a convenient shorthandfor a
methodologicabpproachf (Gaimster2009:526)this thesisarguesnsteadthatthe termspost

medievalarchaeologyand historical archaeologyare increasinglysynonymousn meaning.
Both drawonsharednethodologiesindbothareincreasinglytheoreticallyinformed,todaythe
two are only differentiatedby referenceto the traditionsout of which they emergedandthe

geographiaegionson which theyfocus.

Moving Beyond lllustrative uses of Material Culture iRlistory

Thesuccessewhich attendedipontheinclusionof materal sourcesn historicalstudiesn the
1980sresultedin materialculturehistory takingon a somewhaself-perpetuatingharactein
terms of its outward looking and magpieish methodologis. The characteristic
interdisciplinarityof the materialturn wasinitially the productof necessityashistorianswho
were not so well acquaintedwith using or interrogating material sources, drew on
methodologieslevelopedn adjacenhumanitiesparticularlyanthropologyliterary studiesand

sociologywith archaelogy remaining,asyet, largelyunexplored(Trentmanr2009:284).

Oneparticularmethodologicabndtheoreticalconcernwhich hasaffectedthe materialturn is
the ontologicalstatusof textsandthingsandthe questionof how historiansshouldapproach
such seeminglydistinct and dissimilar evidentiary strands.Recentwork in this field (e.qg.
Salzberg?014;Silver 2018;Zuroski& Yonan2018)is of particularsignificanceto the present
thesis, and particularly chaptersix and its concernswith the materiality of print culture
Salzberg,for example, explores the materiality of earlymodern Venetian print culture
alongsidats textualcontentsandits geographicaspreadhroughoutVenice revealinghidden
networksand communitiesmediatedand cementedoy the printed word (2014). Salzbergs
searchfor the hiddentranscriptsof Venetianpolitics and sociability within print culture has
thusinspiredthis thesisin manywaysto look beyondthe textualcomponenbf print culture
andconsiderits materialandspatialcontext.Sak b e rfogudsolelyon6 e p h e mwavex, 6
circumscribegrint cultureasdistinctfrom othermaterialsourcesandthusconstraingt from
beingeasilyconnectedr combinedwith othercclasse§of materialculturein a multi-source

approachaproblemwhich this thesisseekgo avoid by eschewingsuchrigid classifiations.
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Fig. 1 Where and how this thesis draws
Riello's approaches to material culture
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As materialculturehistoryhasevolved historianshavereappraisethowtheyapproactobjects
in theirresearchGiorgio Riello hashelpfully identifiedthreebroadmethodologicatategories
in this context:History FROM Things, History OF Things,andHistory AND Things(Riello
2009) This triumvirate of approachesand the thought processesinforming them (Riello
2009:26) aresummarisedn Fig 2.

Of particular relevanceto this thesis are the History FROM and History AND Things
approacheddlistory FROMthingsis anapproactwhich situatesobjectsasraw evidenceusing
themasprimary sourcemateial in the sameway ashistorianswould normally rely on textual
sourcesstudyingthe sourcewithout a prior historicalnarrativeinto which it is assumedo fit.
Oneof thekey strengthofad h i sfronotr hyi apgreaihs thatit liberatessourcemaerial
from doggedly supporting a pre-determined historical narrative. History AND things
alternativelyrecognizeshow textled history can be challengedfeappraisednd/oraffirmed
throughresearcltonductedn adialogicrelationshipwith objects.As Riello arguesartefacts
are multifarious entitieswhosenatureand heuristicvalueis often determinedoy the diverse

rangeof narrativeghathistoriansbring with then(2009:30).

A furtherdevelopmentn materialculturehistoryis the shift in focusaway from elite objects
and contextstowards poorer and particularly édmiddle clas® stuff. A quick comparisonof
Harveyds (2009)andRielloés (Gerritsen& Riello 2015)handbook®n materialculturehistory
revealsthis growinginterestin lower and middle classmaterialculture. JohnStyle® study of
foundling hospitaltokens(Styles2015) and SaraPennelds essayon dMundanematerialityd
alongwith herown bookon cookbooks(Pennell2009;Pennell2013)well attestthis growing
interestin understandinghonelite material culture in the past. That focus is particularly
valuablein the contextof this thesis,which exploressubalternengagementvith protestand
resistancehroughdeploymentof materialcultureandplace.

Histories of protestand resistancehave also increasindy embracedthe material turn; a
developmenbf greatvalueto the presentthesisand bestexemplifiedin the work of James
Epstein,RuthMather, Timothy BreenandKatrinaNavickas(Breen2004; Epstein1989;1994;
2003; Mather 2016; Navickas2010; 2014) Navicka® researchon political sashesn late-
eighteenthand early-nineteentkcentury protestand resistancearguesthat Gy examiningthe
potentand often critical role of clothing and adornmenin popularpolitics, both textile and
political historianscanrediscoverthe materiality of the sign6(2010:543).Similarly, Epstein
argueswith regardto political bannersandthe capof liberty that érhesewerenot merelythe

trimmingsof political culture,but oftenwentto the heartof whatwasultimatelyatissue:how
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power at all levelsof the stateand civil societywasto be definedand exercisedi1989:77).
Suchmaterially focusedhistoriesof protestandresistancerovide an excelentlink between
the materialturn in history andthe presentthesisas an historicalarchaeologyof protestand

resistance.

Neverthelesshe methodologied®y which thesescholarsapproachmaterialculturediffer from
thatemployedn thisthesis, partiaularly in regardto perceivingobjectsassymbolicratherthan
active. Navicka® approachto sashess perhapsthe most closely akin to my own concerns,
employinga techniquesimilar to Riellod $istory AND things methodology examiningthe
materialrecordin parallelwith thetextual,andchallenginghetextled narrativeto explorethe
symbolismof objects(2010:564) Likewise, Epsteirts work on the capof liberty emphasises
its role asa symbolin latereighteenthcenturypolitics (1989:8-88) establising the material
objectasemblematicof an existing radical presenceas opposedo being constitutiveof and
contributoryto thatradicalism.Matheis approachs alsocloselyrelatedto the presenthesis
in its focuson mundaneobjectswhich were neithe the gparaphernaliaf public protesé nor
elite objects; (2016:153)and which were found in subalterndomestic contexts.MatheiGs
emphasishoweveris on readingobjectswhich haveexplicit radical symbolismand limited

considerations givento lessexplicitly articulatoryobjects.

It is importantto note that Epstein, Navickas, and Mather each employed multi-source
approachesm theirresearclincorporatingandinterweavingmaterial textual,andmorerecently
spatialsourcedo accessiddenpastsof protestandresistanceEpsteinconsideredhe sitesat
which the cap of liberty was displayed,through consulting textual accountsreporting its
appearancéEpstein1989);andlikewise, Navickasexploredthe symbolismof political sashes
throughreadingaccountsof theiruseanddisplay(Navickas2010).As Mathersuccinctlyargues
@bjectswere given meaningby the contextof their creation,acquisition,or use,so that by
being attentiveto the material culture of working-classhomes,we can further probe the
emotionalelementsof classand genderpolitics, andthe potentialof the hometo fosterand
expresghoseelement(2015:147).
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2.1.3 How I Marry Words and Things

Fig. 2Venn diagram showing ¢key influences on my approach to ‘Marrying w
and Things'

TheVenndiagramabovedemonstratethetwo key methodologicastrandonwhichthisthesis
haddrawnin developinga methodologyto integratetextualandmaterialsourcesDrawing on
Rielloés history and/from thingsapproache$2009)only goessofar asto revealdissonances
betweerhow the pastcanbe understoodrom varioussourcesTo explote the significanceof
thesedissonancesand to examinehow and why they existed this thesisturns to HallGs
methodology(2000), situatingboth the materialsourcesandthe textual sourcesas entangled
constituentof transcripts.Thus,neithersourceis privileged abovethe otherandboth canbe

interrogatedn conjunction,exploringhow theyrelateto discoursesn society.

2.2  AccessingSubaltern Communities

As discusedin chapterone thetermd&ubalterrc 0 mmu n hasbéeesssadegicallychosenn
this thesisto refer not specificallyto classgroupingssuchaslower or middle classbut rather
to any group which enduresdomination by another.This is becausein all contexts of
domination,regardlessof class,subalterncommunitiesdeployedmulti-media strategiesto

articulateprotestand/orresistance.

For example,in chapterthree which exploresWilkes andLiberty themedpunchbowls, the
subalterrcommunityempbying themto protestelite dominationwasof middling statuswith

thedominantcommunitybeingthe political elite. Converselyin chapterfive, whichfocuseson
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MarsdenGrotto, Jackthe Blaster articulatesthe grievancesof a working (or lower) class

subalterrcommunityresistingdominationby aland-owningmiddleandupperclass.

2.2.1 Intentionality and Reception

An importantaspectof defining actsof protestand/orresistances to identity intertionality

(Vinthagen & Johanssor2013:10) Without understandindghe intentionality of protestacts,
everydayresistanceoften becomeddifficult to distinguishfrom coping, survival techniques
and complianced (ibid.). In addressinghis difficulty, this thesisemploysa poststructuralist
approachbuilding on a foundationof contextualarchaeologyand the CambridgeSchool of

intellectual history both of which provide valuableframeworksfor accessinghe reception,

authorialintentionalityandintendedmeaning®f actions, objects textsandplaces.

Contextualarchaeologist¢e.g. Hodder1987; 1989; 1991; Tilley 1989) arguethatit is only
through a deeply contextual undestanding of objects and placesthat meaningscan be
recoveredproposingthatif the belief systemsandsocic-cultural structuresn which anobject
or spacewas @riginallyd contextualisedvere known then the meaningscan be retrieved.
Likewise Quentin Skinner, a leadingfigure in the CambridgeSchoolof intellectualhistory,
arguedthatin orderto undersandthe meaningandintentionalityof pasttexts,it is essentiato
contextualisehemaccordingto the political andintellectualcircumstancesf their production
(Whatmore2016; Skinner1969) Skinnerthereforeproposeda methodologyof returnng é¢he
specific texts which we studyto the precisecultural contextsin which they were originally
formed(Skinner2002:125)

Significantly, Skinner also arguedthat texts (on which his researchfocusses)should be
contextualisedascontributiongo particula discoursegherebyto recogniseéhewaysin which
theyfollowed, challengedr subvertedheconventonaltermsof thosediscourseg§(2002:125).
S k i nsapproa@rchimeswell with my ownapproachgontextualisingnotonly texts,butalso

objectsandthingswithin thediscoursesn which theywereengaged.

Neithercontextualarchaeologyr the CambridgeSchool,however,adequatelyaccountor the
difference betweenauthorial intentionality and audiencereception,a crucial themein this
thesis.This thess thereforedrawson poststructuralarchaeologyto explore how objectsheld
andacquiredmeaningnot just asa resultof authorialcomposition put asa resultof how they
wereexperiencedndusedin a cultural context(e.g.Hodder1989;Hodder& Hutson2009)
Thus,althoughanobjector placemaybe createdby anauthorto articulatea specificmessage

or transcript(particularly public transcript)Hodderargues;
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Thematerialobjectsoonbecomeslivorcedfrom its contextof productionandit can

be takeninto new contextsof use.The meaningsof objectsmay changeasthey

move into new contexts.The ambiguity has a greaterpotertial fori ncr eas e é
(1989:73)

Likewise the poststructuralistliterary theorist Roland Barthesarguesthat scholarsdry to
establishwhatthe authormeantandnot atall whatthereademunderstandé(Barthes1986:30)
Barthednsteadarguedhatmeaningvasnottheproductof authorialintentionbut wastheresult
of the interactionbetweenthe audienceandthe text. By exploringdissonances how a text
wasdifferently receivedandunderstoodvy different audiencesBarthessoughtto illuminate
the cultural constructswvhich affectedhow meaningwas produced A similar combinationof
approacheso intentionality and receptionis most fruitfully employedin chaptersix of this
thesis exploring how ThomasSpencés political propagandaparticulaty his tokers, held
meaningdifferently accordingto the differentcontextsn which theycirculated.

2.2.2 History from Below

As discusse@boven sectionl.8.1, someof theearliestcontributiongo studyingandaccessing
pastsubalterncommunitiesvere madeby Marxist labourhistorianspioneeringdistory from
belowd (Seefor example:Thompsonl963; Thompsonl971;Rudé 1962;Hobsbawm& Rudé
1969). These scholarsargued that historians should tell the stories and understandthe

experiencesf theworking classes.

The labourhistoriesof the 1960sand 1970sdrew principally on textual sourcesandlargely
failed to engagewith materialculturealthoughspaceandplacewererecognisedhsimportant
themesn working classprotestandresistancée.g. Thompsonl963;1971;1974;1990;1993)
History from belowd ®cuson exploringthe experiencef the working classesneanghatthe
middling sort are often obscuredor rigidly and dualistically divided as either dominantor
subaltern(as for exampleThompson1974 discussingthe differencesbetweenpatricianand
plebeiancultureandidentity). Converselthis thesisfinds thattherigid classificatorysystems
of Marxist theoryareinappropriateandthatit wasnot only the working classesput alsothe
middle classesand in somecircumstancegventhe upperclassesvho found themselvesn
asymmetricapower relationshipswith a dominantother which thosein subalternpositions

wereapt to resist

2.2.3 Jacobite Studies anéccessingPolitically DissentingCommunities
As a field researching the history of a dissenting and repressed political movement in

eighteenthcentury Britain, Jacobite Studies immediately suggests itselffeddaof research
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which may be expected to offer fertile ground for developing methodologies for understanding
dissentingand politicalobjects and/or places. Indeed scholars such as Jen Nq2&h§)

Murray Pittock (2011) Neil Guhrie (2013) and Georgia VullinghgForthcoming) have
produced innovativeesearch exploring how Jacobite material culture was unddrstsed,

and \alued in eighteenthentury British society; nobly advancing the study of Jacobite objects
away from descriptive connoisseurshiittock for examplear gue s t h a thingdst he J
not a passive object | obutdatheradivemalbiyt @ad& pd e n
thing.d6 (2011:47). He emphasises that the a
artefacts was to communicate politically whilst avoiding charges of treason and/or sedition

(ibid.). Novotny likewise arges that:

A Mtarial culture offered a range of forms of resistance, from seemingly innocuous

items not perceived to be dangerous to the established government, to outright tools

of waré they facilitated use, t monsf or mi
act i o prépagarda tools, they were physical reminders of a cause and offer a

way to actively oppose authority. To the government they were physical
manifestations of rebellion, while to the owners they were damning pieces of

evidence of their dangeus politicala | | egi ances. 0
(Novotny 2013:667)

In common with other artefacts of political dissent, Jacobite material culture safely materialised
a political sentiment. The strategies for achieving this objective were, however, deeply
contingent and cdaxtual. As Pittock as shown in the Jacobite cimepbjects employed were

not just private but countgrublic: opaque to some but entirely open to others, and a product of
masking political symbolism within the publgphere. (Pittock 2011:45). Guthfigther argues

t hat 61 n | i gh tendedfthe hamdding ofiJacébie miathrialt its raduction and
dissemination were often secret. This involved underground presses and workshops for material
produced in Englanddé (2013:33).

The Jacobite necsisy for secrecy and opacity means that this cataeds apart from the
dissenting political movements explored within the present thesis. Jacobitism was particularly
heavily repressed throughout the eightearghtury, and subject to hefty charges ofitsaal

seditious libel and High Treason. AsPitoc ar gues Ot he greatest xer
century British state was aimed at 1its own
sympathisers responded to this ever present dangeritny gaderground in their quest for an

avenue by with to securely express their identities and politics.
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In contrast, the political dissent considered in this thesis often took place within full view of the
dominant other against which it was protestifige Wilkes and Liberty movementhapter
three), br example, was, if anything, often loud and brash in its expression. Likewise, Thomas
Spence ¢haptersix) often broadcast his protest very publicly in such prominent places as
Parliament Street in Londoihe acts of protest against land ownership @aeenfown Moor

Affair (chapterfour) and at Marsden Grotto were likewise publicly expressed to draw attention
to themselves, using ambiguities in legal frameworks and commonly understood power

relations ashteir safety against prosecution or reprisal.

Thecrux of the difference between Jacobite modes of securing and safeguarding their dissenting
politics, and the methods engaged by the dissenting and protesting persons considered within
this thesis, is in th use of secrecy. As shown by Guthrie (2013), Mow¢2013) and Pittock
(2011), Jacobite sympathisers often went to great lengths to conceal their identities, using
complex hidden codes and rituals which remained opaque to others. The protestors donsidere
within this thesis, in contrast, commonly gairssturity through the solidarity of infrapolitics

and the nuanced and deliberate exploitation of ambiguities and loopholes in the laws and

customs of the land. Through these means, protest did not neededorbt, only cautious.

Whilst Jacobite Studiasffers some excellent and valuable modes of thinking about the animism
and activism of objects in dissenting contexts, its accompanying focus on opaque secrecy and
privacy is not appropriate in the conteftthis thesis. This thesis therefore develops@ n
theoretical approach aimed at exploring acts of protest and resistance which, although visible to

a dominant other, were veiled in ambiguity so as to make them secure.

2.2.4 Through Transcripts, Discourse andhirdspace

Accessing Subaltern Hidden Transcripts

Theapproachakenhereinto subalterrcommunitiesandtheir transcriptsowesa greatdebtto
Martin Hall (2000 whoin turn, owesa debtto thework of Jame<C. Scott(Scott1985;1989;
1990) The conceptof transcriptsand particularly hiddentranscriptshasbeenexploredand

definedabovein section 1.3.2.

With particularregardto the studyof protestanddissentin latereighteentkcenturyEngland,
the concepiof the hiddentranscriptenableghis thesisto explorethe powerdynamicsbetween
elites and subalternsand to examinehow they were materially and spatially negotiatedand
articulated Scottdevelopedis transcriptanethodologyfor anthropologicatesearcton living

communitiesn which speeclacts,gesturegandactionscanbeobservedn 6 r ¢ a Ineadihus

it requiresmodificationto beapplicableo historiccontextsHall, in hisresearctoncolonialism
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in seventeenthand eighteenthcentury Dutch South Africa and Chesapeakémerica has
developedreciselythe methodologyto achievethis (Hall 1999;2000;2008;2011)

H a b méthodologydraws initially on the tradition of critical materialismin historical
archaeology(seefor example:Leone2010;Paluset al. 2006)developingit furtherto include
thesearcHor hiddentransciptsin thehistoricalarchaeologicalecord.In archaeologicaerms,
what constitutesa hiddentranscriptis hardto defineor isolateandindeedHall acknowledges
thatdwvhatseemsat first sightto bethe materialtraceof the ordinarypersonall too often turns
out to be the debrisof thosewith powerandinfluenced (Hall 2000:19).In eighteentkcentury
England certainly,the hiddentranscriptis oftenephemeraandhardto define.lf, howeverone
agreeswith S ¢ o tagsditienthat an individual or group put in a position of inferiority will
inevitably answerback, thenthe increasinglysocially stratified natureof eighteenthcentury
Englishsocietyshouldoffer afertile plain for the developmenof hiddentranscriptsof protest.
It is this answeringback,andthe perceivedhreatthereof,which generatesracesof thehidden
transcriptwithin the historicalandarchaeologicatecordof the elite public transcript.

Hall employsa critical analysisof public transcriptsto revealinconsistenciesnd structured
repetitionswhich canbe interpretedasevidenceof a discourseébetweerthe powerholdersand

aninvisible, subalternpther.

In the face of everydayacts of oppositionor, in anticipationof resigance,the
behaviourof thosein positions of powe is affected. As a consequencethe
impressiorthatthe hiddentranscrippmakeson the public manifestation®f power

canbereadasanindicationof theform of thesehiddenvoicesof the past.
(Hall 2000:97)

Thesearchor hiddentranscriptof protestanddissenimustthereforeconsidetthe methodsoy
which the elite soughtto reinforceits socialpositionandto subjugatea dow-othe& As Peter
StallybrassandAllison White argue:

A recurrentpatten emergesthe 0 t atpei@ptdo rejectandeliminatethe dottond
for reasonsof prestigeand status,only to d i s ¢ o tha it & in some way
frequentlydependentuponthatlow-other.(Stallybrass White 1986:5)

In materialtermsStallybrassandWhited argumentcanbe seenin the consumptiorpractices
of asocialelite, particularlyin their determinatiorto articulatesocialdifferentiationfrom their
subalternghroughthe consumptionof finer materialsin socially discreteconexts. A prime

exampleof this is in an accountof a gatheringin celebrationof Wilkes and Liberty heldin
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Ongarin Essexwhereat the endof the structuredcelebrationsthe gentlemerandsocialelite
of the town retired from the crowd to private, socially discretedinnersthus enforcing a
differentiation(MiddlesexJournal 8" May, 1770p.3).

A searchfor hiddentranscriptsof protestand dissentin eighteenthcentury Englandwould
howeverbemissingimportantevidencaf it did notconsiderthe natureof the siteswhich gave
contextto thetranscriptsThis muchis apparenin HalléGresearchwherehediscussetheways
in which indigenous South African Khoikhoi and Dutch settlers engagedin conflicting
discourse®verthe mappingandunderstandingf the landscapd€Hall 2000:116).In this way
it canbe consideredhat thereexisteddifferent geographie®f spaceand placewithin later
eighteenthcenturyEnglandoverlappingandexistingin asinglediscourseThisthesisherefore
considergplacesvhere protestwasarticulatedwithin thesamedrameworkasobjectsto explore

thetensionf discoursaevhich wentinto their constructiorascodified places.

Chaptesthreeandfive for examplanvestigaténow specifictavernsothgaveessentiatontext
to gatheringswithin their walls andhow subaltermartiesalsoimbuedtavernswith meaningas
havensfrom domination where the hidden transcript could be expressedopenly (Scott
1990:121) Resistancavashoweveralwaysintolerableto elitesandtavernswerethussubject
to policing throughnetworksof elite sponsoredpiesandinformers.lt is thereforein the zone
of ambiguitybetweenegal andillegal, betweeracceptabl@ndunacceptabléormswherethe
true depth of the hidden transcriptis hinted at; the situationswhere the hidden transcript
transgressesto the public.

The contestation®f power,andthe public, punitive measuredy which the elite suppressed
dissentsuggestheexistenceof hiddentranscriptf protestwhich the elite neededo silence.
Material culture in particularhasan importantrole in thesecontestationsas Dick Hebdige

argues.

The tensionsbetweendominantand subordinategroupscan be found reflectedin

the surfacesf subculturei in the stylesof mundaneobjectswhich havea double
meaning.On the onehand,they warn the &traighbworld in advanceof a sinister
presencd the presenceof differencei and draw down upon themselvesrague
suspicionsuneasylaughter,awvhite anddumbragesd On the otherhand,for those
who erecttheminto icons,who usethemaswordsor cursestheseobjectsbecome

signsof forbiddenidentity, sourcesf value (Hebdigel1988:2 3)
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This polysemyis a crucial considerationin the searchfor the hiddentranscript,how doesa
seeminglymundanebjectwith aknownsocialfunctionalsoserveasanarticulationof protest
anddissent?An exampleof suchpolysemyis in AlexandraHartnetts studyof clay pipesand
tobaccoconsumptionin Galway, Irelandin which the clay pipe was simultaneouslyboth a
mundane functional object and also an expressionof protestagainstBritish rule (Hartnett
2004)

The useof objectsin non-normativeways or contextsis further exploredby Mary Beaudry
(Beaudry 1989; Beaudry et al. 1991) examining how corporate identity and power was
challengedby workersthroughconsumptiorof illicit objectsandsubstanceat Boott Mills in

Lowell (MassachusettsT.his maybeinterpretedasbeingindicativeof how subalterractorsin

societyweremakinguseof themateral cultureof thosewho heldpoweroverthemandthereby
making objectsambiguousin their meaningand no longer symbolic of subjugation;instead
mobilizing materialculture to re-negotiatesocial positionin society (Webger 1999:54;Hall

2000:21)

It is thereforeapparentthat, when consideredin combination,objects, spacesand textual
sourcesprovide fertile groundfor the searchfor the hiddentranscriptsof latereighteenth
centurypopularprotestanddissenin. As Hall succinctlyarguesdustastextualsourceseveal,
in themselvesambiguities contradictionsandabsencesothewaysin which the networksof
social relationsacrossthe grids of race,genderand classwere objectified revealthe active
agencyof hiddentranscriptsd(Hall 2000:127).

Thereis a further valuein S ¢ o tagpi@achto facilitating multi-scalaranalysis,as within
S ¢ o tfrantework, transcriptsand discourseexist in a recursive relationshipwith local
transcriptgelatingto broaderdiscourseThisis explorediaterin this chapter(see2.5.1).

Ultimately, this thesissearchegor the hiddentranscriptsof latereighteenthcenturypopular
protestandthe strategiegshroughwhich subalterncommunitieswereableto maketheir mark
uponthediscoursesvhich charactazedthe shapeandform of society.

Accessing Subaltern Protest through Thigspace

As necessarilyelusive and guarded, hidden transcripts are not always legible through
conventionallyinterpretingan artefact,text, or placeaccordingto form, function etc. Instead
the methodof accessindhiddentranscriptsas developedoy Hall (1992,2000),exploresthe
intersticesbetweensourceshighlighting discordancehroughthe critical study of sourcesas

enmeshedh aweb of transcipts.
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To illuminate inconsistencesand breachesn a dominantnarrative, Hall draws on Homi
Bhabha@s concepiof thirdspacewhich proposeshatbetweera dominantpublic transcriptand
anaudiencés agencyof interpretatiorandunderstandinghereexistsa creativegap,aliminal
spacewherethe meaningof a statements not yet fixed allowing the audienceo contestand
re-fashionits meaning (Bhabhal994).As Hall arguesd seeinconsistencieandambiguities
asthekey to interpretingthe colonial orde. In societiesdominatedby anxietiesaboutcontrol
and forced into the nervousrepetitionsof Homi Bhabh® $iThirdspacé, the transcriptsof
colonialismcanbeexpectedo bevery noisyindeed.Thesediscordsarea key to interpretation
in historicalarcdhaeologyanddemonstateeloquently theimperativeof takinginto accountoth

written andmaterialsource8(2000150).

Navickashaslikewise deployedthe notion of thirdspacen her researcton placesof protest
(2015, 2016),drawingon EdwardS o js @oiicernto problematse fixity in the meaningsof
spaceand place (seesection2.3 for a deeperdiscussionof spaceand place), and instead
constructdhemasvenuesof ambiguityin which meaningis constantlyopenfor contestation
betweerintereste@arties (So0jal996) For Navickasthereforethemeaning®f spaceandplace
are constantlyevolving in a processof varied humanengagementNavicka® deploymentof
S o | waiks(Navickas 2016) thus resonateswith HallGs deploymentof Bhabh#® £1994)
thirdspaceheoryasan arenaof ambiguityanduncertaintyripe for exploitationby subalterns
(Hall 2000).

As a conceptthirdspaces usedin chapterfour to interrogatethe streetscapesf Newcastle

upontTyne.This chapterexaminesowthereexistedathirdspaceof ambiguityanduncertainty
betweenthe messagenhich the elite corporationintendedto articulate;one of power and

authority,andthe messageavhich wasunderstoody a subalternaudiencewho increasingly
understoodhe streetscapasanopenstagein which theyhadequalstake.

2.2.5 Accessig Non-Colonial Subalterns

It is importantto recogniseherethat HallGs approachto accessingsubalterncommunitiesis
particularly constructedo work in colonial contexts(the eighteentkhcenturyChesapeakand
sevengenthand eighteenthcentury South Africa) in which subalterncommunitiesare often
morerigidly definedthantheywerein eighteenthcenturyEngland.This differencein context

has been a core strand in much of the criticism levelled at the applicability of Sc ot t 6 s
methodologyto Europeancortexts. Historian Keith Thomasfor examplearguesthat Ghe
situation of the peasantshe [Scott] studied differed considerablyfrom that of English

copyholdersandclothworkers,andhis simplebipolar modelof a dominan group confronted
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by a subordinateone is ill -adaptedo fit the socialcomplexitiesof the Englishvillage [in the
sixteenthcentury]6 (Thomas2017:21) This differencein contexthoweverdoesnot make
Ha |l bnd § c o tntethoslologiesuntenableand indeed their methodologieshave been
deployedby scholarsto exploresuchdiversecontextsasthe Highland Clearance¢Symonds
1999), sixteenthcentury enclosure protests (McDonagh 2019) nineteentkcentury

incarcerationn TasmanigCasella2007)andRomanslavery(e.g.Webster2005)

This thesis therefore, as this section demonstratesarguesthat Scotd smethodology as
developedy Hall isimmenselyapplicablein arangeof contextsnot leastin latereighteenth
century England. Although the discourseof power in eighteenthcentury England was
manifestedandexperiecedin radically differentwaysfrom SouthEastAsia andthe colonial
Chesapeakeand Dutch South Africa, each of thesecontextssharea common ground of

asymmetricapowerdynamicswhich wereconstantlyenforcedyesistecandnegotiated.

JamesS y mo rstddy di resistancegainsttlearancesn SouthUist (1999)offersanexcellent
exampleof the applicability of S ¢ o metliodologybeyondits immediatecontextof South
EastAsia. Symondsdrawsparticularlyon Scott definitionsof Geverydayresistancéasé t h e
prosaichbut constanstrugglebetweenthe peasantrandthosewho seekto extractlabaur, food,
taxesrents,andinterestfromt h e riéordinaryweapon®f relativelypowerlesgroupsfoot
draggingdissimulationfalsecompliancepilfering, feignedignoranceslanderarson sabotage
andsof o r($chbttd985).Symondghenargueghatalthoughthereis limited director obvious

evidence;

[Everyday] forms of covertresistanceare likely to have operatedn SouthUist,
wherethe periodof 1760to 1880hasfew recordedncidentsof open defiance.In
this scenarioindividual action is mediatedby an dinverbalisedset of mutual
understandings whattakesplaceis a continualprobingon the partof rulersand
subjectgo find out whatthey cangetawaywith, to testanddiscoverthe limits of
obedienceanddisobediencg(cit. Thompsonl993:343) Discoursds shapedy the

localizedarticulationof individuds within socialnetworks.
(Symondsl999:112)

What Symond$é researchmakesapparenis that Scotts approachcanbe applied,beyondits

originsin Malaysianpeasansocietiesfo British contextsof subalterndominantrelations.

lain Robertsordeploysa similar approachthoughnot directly referencingScott,to accessing
the subalterrcommunitiesof the HighlandClearancegarguing:
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By using theroutine practicesof the sportingestate croftersandcottarswereable
to openup holesandtearsin thesespatial monoliths,largely in the form of the
invadingnon-humanbutalsoin theirown bodily practicegshroughwhichtheywere

ableto make their own space®f assertion.
(Robertsor2016:52)

This approachboth developsSymond$ methodologyexploring how spaceand place were
deployedn Geverydayresistancéandalsodeploysa concep remarkablysimilarto thirdspace,
with subalterncommunities exploiting routine as a portal for articulating resistage to
domination. Thus, betweenSymondsand Robertsof studies,the central tenetsof Hallé

methodologycanbe demonstratetb be applicablein exploringnoncolonial contexts.

2.2.6 How | Access Subaltern Communities

This thesisowes a greatdebt of gratitudeto Martin H a | Wobkson investigatinghidden
transcriptsof colonialism. Hallés methodology,searchingfor dissonancedetweenpublc
transcriptgo revealthe presencef hiddentranscriptds deployedthroughout.The conceptof
thirdspaces alsousedasanimportanttool for thinking, demonstratindiow subalternactors
mobilised ambiguitiesand uncertaintiesn the meaningsof objects and placesto articulate

protestandmediatepowerrelations.

Fig. 3 Venn Diagram showing the key influences on my approach tc
accessing subaltern communities
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2.3 Adding a Third DimensionT Incorporating Spatial Sources

2.3.1 Space and Place

As alreadynotedabovein Sectionl.33, this thesisunderstandspaceandplaceasdiscussed
anddefinedby Katrina Navickas(2015:16).Methodologicallythis definition is valuableasit
offersan avenuefor understandindnow placesgain, developandhold meaningsnot asdumb
localesof humanactivitiesbut asparticipants recursivelyshapingand mediatingthe waysin
which humansengagewith the world and simultaneoushbeing reshapedsa resultof their

acquiredmeanings.

As a spacefor example the streetscap®f NewcastleuponTyne (seechapterfour) ordered
andstructuredmovemenby its materiality;the walls, surfacesbuildings,andtopographyAs
a placeit wasinvestedwith meaning;associatedvith civic processionsperformance®f the
power of the city corporationand with the laws which governedappropriateusesof the
streetscapdn this way thenNavicka® approacho spaceandplaceprovidesa methodology
for thinking about how the characterof protesteventsand acts was constructedthrough

polyvalentinteractionsbetweerhumansandtheir surroundings.

Thuswherechapterfive discussedMarsdenGrotto asa place,it is referringnot only to the
materialform of the cavedwelling but to theimmanentandmultiple meaningof the siteboth
asavenueof protesthroughits associationandperformanceandsimultaneouslasasublime

destinatiorfor elite day-trippers.

2.3.2 Landscape Archaeology

It is importantherealsoto recognisehe contributionsof thefield of landscaparchaeologyto
the study of spaceand place and this thesisdraws on severalof the analytical methods
developedwithin this field. In particularchaptes four, five andsix eachusemapregression
analysis(Rippon 2012) which works by consideringthe modernlandscapeas a palimpsest
createdthroughthe continuoussuperimpositiorof new featuresonto the existing landscape.
The supeimposedlayerscanbe peeledaway graduallythroughconsultinghistoric mapping,
archaeologicalreports, documentarysourcesand through the intuitive removal of walls,
hedgerowstoadsetcwhich donotcorrespondo theunderlyinghistoriclandscaper-ortunately
for the time period on which this studyfocusesthereis a hedthy corpusof sourcematerial

survivingwhich facilitatesthe process.

Methodologicallyhowever therearetwo key andprevalentstrandsn landscapearchaeology;
evolutionaryappro&@hesandexperientiabpproachegDalglish2009).Evolutionaryapproachs

arethosewhich seekto offer a tistory of thingswhich havebeendoneto thelanddby way of
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exploring how the landscapehas evolved into its modernformat (ibid.237). Experiential
approachesonverselyseekto understangpaceandplacenot as@assie stagedor actionbut
the materialconditionsof andresourcedor actionwith anactiverolei peopledo not simply
exploitthelandscaper reshapet; theytoo areshapedy it.6(ibid.238). This thesisdrawson
both strandgo developandanswelits researclguestionsAn evolutionaryapproach(charting
the developmenbf spaceandgeneratingjuestionsasto why it developedn sucha way) is
employedin analysingNewcastleTown Moor, yet it is alsoaccompaniedy an experiential
approactwhichforegroundstheactiverole of the Town Moor asaplaceofferingthenecessary
materialconditionsandresourcegor actionby the City Freemeragainstthe oligarchyof the
City Corporation. Many landscapearchaeologieshowever fail to fully reconcile the
relationshipsbetweenexperientialand evolutionaryapproacheandthis thesisthereforeturns
towardstheSpatialTurnin historyto offeramethodologyor incorporatinghethemesf spae

andplaceinto historicalresearch.

2.3.3 The Spatial Turn in History

Therecentd s p & tuinrahidtoricalproteststudiesis of particularvalueto the presenthesis,
which draws methodologicalinspiration from spatial historiansand historical geographey
including Katrina Navickas,ChristinaParolin, Briony McDonagh Nicola Whyte, and James
Epstein(Navickas2009;2011;2014;2015;2016; Parolin2010; McDonagh2013; Griffin &
McDonagh 2018; Whyte 2009; Epstein 2002; 2003) As Parolin argues, however, an
appreciationof the role of spaceand placein eighteenthand nineteenthcentury protestand
resistancés notanentirely newdevelopmenashistoriansof this periodéavelong sensedat
leastimplicitly, that spacematteredto radical culture6 (2010:7). Eminentscholarssuchas
E.P.ThompsonrEric HobsbawmGeorgeRude andJurgen Habermagthoughnot writing with
specificreferenceo radicalsm, resistancer protestyecognisedongagothatthesitesin which
protestactsoccurredhadto be acknowledgedf the natureof the protestwasto be understood
(Habermad.992;Hobsbawn & Rudé 1969;Rude 1962; Thompsonl963;1971;1974;1990)

A dediatedspatialturn in historical proteststudiesis a more recentdevelopmentarguably
originating with JamesEpsteirts 2003 study of eighteenthand nineteentkcentury popular
politics which includeda chapteron GpatialPracticesDemocraticVistasd Epdein pioneered
a deeplyinterdisciplinarypursuitwhich recognizedheimportanceof materialcultureandthe
physicalityof spaceascontributingbothto the constructionof physicalspaceandmeaningful
place.Significantly, EpsteinandNavickashavealso publishedmateriallyfocusedhistoriesand
EpsteinNavickasandParolineachinterweavanaterial, spatialandtextualevidentiarystrands
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in their historiesof English radicalism.(Epsten 1989; 1994; 2003; Navickas2010; 2014;
Parolin2010)

In her seminalwork on Protestand the Politics of Spaceand Place (2015),Navickasdetails
thevariousmethodologicabndtheoreticainfluenceswvhich haveimpactedon the characteof
thespatialturn in historicalstudiesln sodoing,Navickasdrawsup aninnovativemethodology
for thinking abouttherolesof spaceandplacein historyparticularlyarguingtheimportanceof
thinking aboutspaceas materialand experienceds opposedo symbolicandrepresentative
(2015:15).This is particularly achievedthroughN a v i cd&pioygm@&ntof S o | @idceptof
thirdspacgNavickas2016;S0ja1996)(seeabove3.3)to destabilisdixity of meaningn place

andrevealambiguitieswhich weremobilizedin articuating subalterrprotests.

Na v i gdnasshosliesin hermethodologyto reconstructhewaysin which spaceandplace
operatedasparticipantsn protestdiscoursesBy referencingtextual sourcesletailing protest
eventsagainstthe spacesin which the eventsoccurred,Navickasrevealsdissonancesnd
inconsistenciesn dominantsourcesNavickasthenexcavateshesedissonancet reconstruct
dominantand subalternunderstanding®f spaceand place, resituatingthem at the heartof

protestacts.As Navickasargueswith referenceo political engagement Englands northern

industrialtownsandcities, sheseekgo uncoversomevoicesof theexcluded@ 6(2015:13).

2.3.4 How I Integrate Spatial Sources

-Navickas
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Fig. 4 Venn diagram showing the key influences on my approach to integratit
spatial sources.
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This thesisparticularlydrawson N a v i cnethaldbgy for consideringhow spaceswere
mobilized in actsof protestas placeswhich articulateda specific messageor which were
codifiedin acertainwayto hold aparticularsignificance ChrisDalglishlikewiseexploreshow
domination and resistancewas embodiedin the Scottish Highlands through deliberate

mobilisationsandcodificationsof significantplaces

This thesisrefocuse®alglishds approachthroughHallé discoursesnethodologyconsidering
landscapenot as the object of study but as one of mary sourcesfor the study of larger
discoursesspecificallydiscourse®f landownershipandpowerrelationsin eighteentkcentury
England. Between this modified d_andscape Archaeologyp approach and Navickasd
methodologythereis acommonstrandof thirdspae which, asatool for thinking, enableghis

thesisto accesshe dissentinchiddentranscriptof subalterrcommunities.

2.4  Working BetweenMulti -Scalar CaseStudies

The challengeof working betweenmulti-scalar casestudiesapplies predominantlyto the
archaeologicatontextof this thesis.Historiansquite commonlyconducttheir researchacross
a rangeof scalesreferencingparticularinstancedo broadertrends,themes,and narratives.
Materiaktculture historiesoften position objectsas constituentmaterialisationsof a broader
narrative RielloG examinatiorof aprintedimagein thecontextof thenarrativeof theindustrial
revolution(Riello 2009)is a casein point (seefig 3). Likewise,Navicka®researclontheuses
of spaceand place in latereighteenth and early-nineteentkcentury protest movements
consistentlyreferencesnicro-scale sitespecificprotestdo wider dialoguesurroundingaccess
to anddefinition of public place(Navickas2015).As Hall andSilliman howeverargue,dt is
clearthattherehasyetto beafull appreciatiorof theinherentpossibilitiesof scalein historical
archaeologg rich possibilitiesrestin asyet unrealizedconnectionsacrossscales (Hall &
Silliman20068i 9). As thisthesismaybeitself consideredo bea collectionof microhistories;
eachchapteroffering a nuancedandnarrowpieceof researchyunderstandingpow thesecanbe

relatedto wider discoursess essential.

Issuesof scopeandscalein microhistoryarecloselylinked, how canresearcltsonarrow in its
scoperelateto researclof a global/national/regionacalearlosGinzburgargueghatrather
than consideringmicrohistoriesin isolation, it is through a comparativeand correlatory
approachthat the utility andvalue of microhistoryin relaion with macrescalenarrativesof
historicalprocesseandthemescanbe understoodGinzburg1993:32) In particularGinzburg
arguesthat dtalian microhistory has confrontedthe questionof comparisog through the

anomalous not the analogoué it demonstrateshat any social structureis the result of
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interactionof numerousndividual strategiesafabric thatcanonly bereconstitutedrom close
obsevation0 (ibid.33) As Lauri Putnamfurther argues;do understandhe causesand assess
theconsequenced changeobservedatonelocale,we mustconsidereventsandpatternsatthe
placesmostcloselylinked to it, aswell astrendsaffectingthe systemasa wholed (Putnam
2006:615)

Reconcilinghistoriesat macroand micro-scales is thus bestachievedthroughunderstanding
micro-scalecasestudiesas simultaneouslyconstituting and being recursivelyconstitutedby
macrescak narratives, historical processesand/or social structures.As Istvan Szijarp

succinctlysummarises:

| believethatthe advantagef a microhistorcal approachs thatit canpresenthis
diversity of contextswithin the frame of a relatively limited investigation.lt is in
this way that the level of the individual caseandthe level of the generalwill be
linked: while these contexts are presentthe fabric of society may also be

constructed.
(Szijart62002:210)

This approachhasparticularly informedmy analysisin chapterfive, offering a microhistory
of MarsdenGrotta. In thischapterthepeculiarcircumstancesf MarsdenGrottoareconstantly
consideredn referenceo othermicro-scalecasestudies revealinglinkagesand correlatons
which enablea larger scaleanalysisto be enactedpringing to light contestedspaceswithin

which the overarchingsocial structuresof landownershipwere mediatedand negotiated

throughmicro-scalepersonabhndcommunalactsof protestandresistane.

2.4.1 Multiscalar analysis inArchaeology

Historical Archaeological Approaches

Multiscalar analysis has recently received significant attention in American historical
archaeologyduein partthe Americanpredilectionfor ig theoryd necessitatinghe constant
relation of the particularto the generalin order to construct,prove and disprove grand
narrativesJame®eetds macrascaleGeorgianWorld View thesis,for example wasposited
mostforcefully in hisbookIn SmallThingsForgotten awork concernedat leastin part,with
demonstratindhow his macraescalethesiswas reflectedin the smallestof objects andat the
smallestscalesite (Deetz1996). Mark Leonelikewise synthesisedite specificarchaeological
studiesin Annapolisinto macroMarxian narrativesof power, classstruggleand capitalism
(Leonel984).
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British postmedievalarchaeologyconvergly, declinedfor manyyearsto synthesisdés wealth
of micro-scaleresearchnto broaderstructuringnarratives.This beganto changen the early
1990s particularlywith the work of Matthew Johnsonwho relatedhis microscopicresearch
into fifteenthand sixteenthcenturyhousestructuresvith alargernarrativeof theemergencef
capitalism (Johnson1993; 1996) Whilst the acceptanceof more theoretically informed
distoricalarchaeolog§ (Gaimster2009)in Europeusheredn aninterestin grandnarratives,
MatthewJohnsoroffereda cautionarynote:

ThemajortaskfacingEuropearhistoricalarchaeologyandindeechistoricalarchaeology
in generaljs notto shift focusto anexclusivelylargerscale putto grasptherelationship
betweenthe smallscaleandlocal, wider processe®sf transformationandthe colonial

experience.
(Johrson2006:318)

AlthoughJohnsons referringspecificallyto ¢hecolonialexperiencéthisthesisfacesasimilar
challengeto graspthe relationshipbetweensmallscaleinstanceof protest;wider processes

of poweranddomination;andsubalterrexperierme.

CharlesOrser has beenone of the chief proponentsof multi-scalaranalysisin historical
archaeology,arguing that historical archaeologistsshoutl be working towards producing
@lobal archaeologig® which &hink globally, dig locallyd always synthesisingsite specific
datainto broademarrativesof globalism(e.g.Orser1992;1996;2004; 2014;Orser& Funari

2001;seedso O r s edit@rshipof the InternationalJournal of Historical Archaeology.

Orser proposeda multi-scalar approachcombining Henri Lefebvrés rhythmanalysiswith
David Harveyd ®Time-Spacecompressio@ to explore gprocesseshat so revolutionizethe
objectivequalitiesof timesandspacethatwe areforcedto alte®  how we representheworld
to ourselves{Orser2009:12;drawingon Lefebvre2004;andHarvey1990) Orserarguesha
ceveryhumanbeingis engagedn a seriesof simultaneouslyacting intertwinedrhythmsthat
extendfrom the intenselypersonali the beatingof ongs heart to the broadly naturali the
changingof the season$.(2009:12).Theserhythmsbecomevisible in momentswhenthey
becomadrregular,interruptedor Garrhythmicddueto theinfluenceof time-spacecompressions,
atwhich pointshumansareforcedto renegotiatdiow theyrepresentheworld to themselves
ways which leave materialmarkersreadableby historical archaeologistsThus, a changein
material form may indicate a moment where normative rhythms changedand became

arrhythmicdueto amacrescaled t ispaeec 0 mp r e(©rser2009:H3).
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Orser,JohnsonDeetzand Leoneall sharea focuson how the macrascalestructure beit a
rhythm,capitalismor6 wo v i eisseXperiencedtalocallevel:theyarelessconcerneavith
howlocalfactorsinfluencedtheconstructiorof theglobal. Thisthesisjn contrastalsoexplores

how actsof protestrecursivelymediatednacroscalediscourse®f poweranddomination.

Discourse, Transcripts and Statements aMalti -Scalar Approach

Although alreadydiscussedn detail above,it is worth returninghereto H a | rhethedology
of consideringhepastascomposedf a networkof discoursetranscriptsandstatementssan

approachwhich facilitatesmulti-scalaranalysis.Relatingthe maago and micro-scaleis at the

heartof H a | rhethedologyashemakesclearin arguing@By focusingbothonlocaltranscrips

andglobaldiscoursesanarchaeologyf themodernworld candojusticeto avarietyof scaleH
(Hall 2000:17)H a | dppgraachregardsthescalarelationshipbetweerdiscoursetranscriptand

statementas recursiveand dialectic, with statementsand transcriptslocally mediatingthe

characterdirectionandexpressiorof grand,globaldiscoursesH a k doriceptiorof the scalar
arrangementbetweentranscripts,statementsand discourseis bestrelatedthrough his own

words

Discourseis evidentin pattens andtrendsat a larger scalethan individual actiong
[the] play betweenpublic transcriptsand hiddentranscriptsconstituteghe discourseof

historyasit unfolds.

(Hall 2000:17).

ANorkersexperiencehe factory, the speedinghythm of the assemblyline, the foremen,the
spies, the guards, the owner and the pay check. They do not experience monopoly
capitalism.6(Scott1985:431 emphasisny own). Thus,macrascalehistorical processesnd
social structuressuchas capitalism,aristocracyand land-ownershipshouldbe consideredas
discoursesiecursivelyconstitutedoy andproducingtranscriptgbothpublicandhidden)which

interactwith eachotherto mediatethe characteof thatdiscourse.

Whilst it is consistentlyappliedthroughoutthis thesis,Hallé multi-scalarapproachs perhaps
bestexemplifiedin chapterfive which exploreshow MarsdenGrotto was constructedas a
statenent critiquing the discoursesof land ownershipand tenancy.It will be arguedthat
MarsdenGrotto was a material articulaion of ani n d i v iprdtastagaistexploitative
tenancyby local elites,mediatingboth a public transcriptof acquiescenc® elite norms,and

simultaneouslya hiddentranscriptof protest.Betweenthe public andhiddentranscriptsthere
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existedalargerscalediscoursef powerrelatingto landownershipandtenancyjn turnrelating

to discourse®f capitalismandglobalism.

Hal $ n@ethodologyis thuswell suitedto the needsof the presenthesisasit takesinto direct
accounthedialogicnatureof themultiscalampowerrelationswhich characterize@verydaylife
in the eighteentlcentury.Macro-scalehistoricalprocessesvere not simply imposedby elites
on passivesubalternbutwereasymmetricallynegotiatedhroughhiddenandpublictranscrips
atarangeof scalesH a | hodledalsoaccountdor the intentionalityof humanactorsin their
choicesto voice dissentingopinionsthrougha rangeof media,evenwhena personis in the
mostsubalterrof positions t is thereforehis approachhatthisthesisuseso demonstratbow
its casestudies,regardlessof how smallscaleand isolatedthey may seem,are constantly
engagd in arecursiverelationshipwith wider discoursesvhich operatedat increasinglylarge

scales.

2.4.2 How | Operate MultiscalarAnalysis

Fig. 5Venn diagram showing the key influences on my approach
operating multiscalar analysis.

A

In order to always hold in hand multiple scalesof reference this thesisdrawson Ha |l | 6 s
methodologysituaing thesubjectmatterof eachcasestudyastranscriptsn dialoguebothwith
eachotherandwith broaderdiscoursesDiscoursesarethusconsideredaslarge, macrascale
entities which are embodiedand experiencedat smaller scalesthrough statementsand

transcriptsMy methodology(seeFig.5) is thus,to a smallextent,alsoinspiredby the Italian
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Table 2.The core methodological challenges posed by eachstadgchapterof this thesis,
and thestrategies us¢to resolve them

Ch. | Title Core Methodological Bricolage Solution
Challenges

3 Material Culture| Integrating textual anchaterial Integrating the approaches of
of the Wilkes sources in an analytical Hall (2000) and Riello (2009)
and Liberty framework. (See 2.1)
movement Accessing the intentions of the | Fusing posstructuralist

subaltern communities who approaches adrchaeology and
engaged in the movement literary criticism (See 2.2)

4 Contesting Building an analytical framework Integrating the approaches
Newcastle integrating textual, material and | Navickas, Dalglish and Hal
uponTyne Spatial sarces. (See 2.3)

Town Moor Integrating concepts of space ar] Using  Thirdspace as 3
place into the analysis of the analytical approach (See 2.2)
political contestations in
NewcastleuponTyne

5 Underground Contextualising the case studygl nt egr ati ng Ha
Resistance at | Marsden Grotto within multiple | and discourses approach with
Marsden Grotto| analytical scales. elements of the Italian school @

Microhistory. (See 2.4)
Interrogating a casstudy through| Integrating the approaches of
spatial, material and textual Hall, Riello, Dalglish, Navickas
sources anthterpreting the (See 2.1, 2.3)
relationship between these
sources.
Accessing the intentionality of | Taking a posstructuralist
Marsden Grotto as an articulatio| approach drawing from
of protest/resistance archaeology and literary
criticism. (See 2.2)
6 Articulating Integrating the textual, material | Integrating the approaches of
Sp e nc e 6 {and spatial aspects of Thomas | Hall, Riello, Dalglish, Navickas

Spenceds propa((See21,2.3)

analysingthem in combination.

To situat e Spe 1 Byconsideringthe local in

within multiple scales of terms of the general and vice

reference. versa. Fusing Hall and Italn
School of Microhisory. (See
2.4)

To access the subaltern Using the concept of Thirdspag

communities who engaged with | as an analytical approach,

Spencebdbs plan. |[integrated wit
transcripts and discourses
methodology. (See 2.4)

Interpreting thententionality of | Fusing posstructuralist

Spencebds i nt egrnapproaches of archaeology an

media. literary criticism (See 2.2)
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school ofmicrohistorywhich situates Micrescale studies in conversation with macro
historical processes and themes.

2.5  An Interdisciplinary Bricolage

In summary, it will be clear by now that this thedimws on diversenethods andsource
materialsand itmakes no apologies for its bricoleur activitisdarrowing extensively from
various disciplines including: history, archaeology, art history, anthropology and literary
studies(seeTable.). The bricolage methodology dis thesisthus speaks fluently to both
history and archaeology as their own established disciplines and yet can also be
commensurately understood in its own terms as situmdeerhistory and archaeology.o

repeat a citation from HatArchaeology ishistory and history is archaeolo§y2000:16).
Ultimately, material culture history, spatial history and historical archaeology are each working
towards a common goal; the better incorporation of source materials in researching.the past
The same can bsid of the present thesi&s Lynette Russell argues, to creatéeaa p i t a | OHO
Historybfree from disciplinary fiefdoms of source materiatbere is a need for sigpecific,

highly technical studies to be integrated with historiographical approa¢Ressell 2016:58)

This is precisely what this thesis aims to do. Russell then further arguds ttiiastudy of the

past might be created in the intersection between words and things, whenegibée meets

the intangible, where images, artefacts and ephemera all provide evidence of the past, then
rather than a handmaiden to history, historical archaeology might jutiseryod (Russell
2016:59). | would add to this that the greater intgiges are between wordsd thingsand

spacesand scale.
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Chapter 3 The Stuff of Politics -

Material Culture, Spaceand the Wilkes and Liberty Movement
This chapterexplores the materiality and spatiality tfe Wilkes and Liberty movement;
examining how objectsnal places were engaged transcripts of diverse personal and
communal anxieties, and therein transcripts of protest and dissent. Since the scope of this
chaptelis large, the focus, where possible, will be on examples from N@ghEngland. That
said, t has not been possible to identify any extant Wilkes and Liberty objects with tight
attribution to a NortFEast context and so these are studied more generally as materialising the
tensions and anxieties of tlwellective Wilkes ard Liberty movement. Thestensions and
anxieties are contextualised in the Nelghst through contrasting two different, yet related,
Wilkes and Liberty events. It is essential to recall, as mentionetdaptertwo, that this thesis
aims to explore theeperal as expressed imetparticular, and the particular as manifested in
the generaHall 2000:17) The presenthapteithus explores how the international Wilkes and
Liberty movement was embodied at a range of scalesy ficrescalepunch bowus to larger
communal celebrations and agitations. It also considers how local and individual¢oatzd
concerns, anxieties and circumstances influenced the character of the Wilkes and Liberty

movement at the maciscale as mafested in objects andautes.

3.1 Wilkes and Liberty

As a somewhat outrageous, roguish and libertine character, John Wilkes has attracted a great
deal of interest from historians who have written detailed examinations of hisdédefor
example Christie 1962; Rudé 1962; Garner 1996; Cash 2006; Sainsbury 2006gf
overview exploring the key points of the Wilkes dnblerty movement is ofired here to
preface and inform the subsequent discussion.

Wilkes came to the fore in the early 1760s, in the wake of the Seven Years War (ending 1763).
As MP for Aylesbury he was a vociferous critic and opponent of the Governpodtishing a

regular scthing pamphlet titled th&lorth Britort in which he frequently reviled the Scottish
Prime Minister, the Ear| of But e NormhdBrittni s pc
earned him some notoriety Farliamentas the Goveament sought unsucceshjuto silence

his criticisms, however it was following issue?4pu bl i shed in 1763 th

! North Britonbeing an eighteentbentury name for Scotland.
2 A reference to the 1745 Jacobite rising in which a predominantly Scottish army unsuccessfully invaded England

with aim of restoring he St uart Monarchy. The 645 rising caused
Wilkes drew on this distrust telackguard the Earl of Bute though never directly accusing Bute of Jacobitism (a
treasonous cri me). F o | Itsoewtb theynuribier| b&canse @n impottaht isyenbal fordghe o f

Wilkes and Liberty movement (See Brewer 1983 for a deeper exploratof t he number 6s Wi | k
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exploded. Herein, Wilkes directly attacked both @mvernmentnd the King, landing him a
charge of seditious libel for whiclehwas duly arrested andpetled fromParliamentHis arrest

and expulsion propelled Wilkes into the limelight as the champion and voice of the
unenfranchised, protesting an unpopul@overnment As John Brewer argues, the
Government 6s dedVi $ kpapedandits galishersdriggared a series of
events, too well known to bear reiteration here, but which made Wilkes a popular hero and
martyr, and the eponymous leader of a somewhat inchoate movement seeking parliamentary

reform, accountableayernment, and the secyrivf a free presé(Brewer 1983:551).

Following his expulsion from Parliament, Wilkes fled to France returning (still an outlaw) in
1768 to reclaim &arliamenrdry seat in the general elections of that year. Although Wilkes first
attempt to win a seat foine City of London failed, he restood and successfully contested a by
election for Brentford, only to have his seat denied him by the Government on the grounds that
hewas still an outlaw. Following this denial, Wilkes was impnied in theK i n §ench o

the 14" June 1768 to servetao-yearsentence for Seditious Libefo¢ which he had been
convicted in 1764). Whilst in gaol, Wilkes again restémdand won his seat in Brentford but

was again expelled, undeterred Wilkes restood and won a thircbalettBrentford however

this time the seat was scandalously awarded to Colonel Henry Luttrell, who had stood against
Wilkes on theGovernmentnteres and hadost by 847 votes (Wilkes 1143/ Luttrell 296). This

final scandal ended Wilkékopes of sittingn the 17681774Parliamenbut helped contribute

to the fall of the therPrime MinisterLord Grenville. The affair thus spawned calls for
Parliamenrdary reform and became a rallying point for Wilkites who regarded the event as
epitomising a&overnmentignorant of subaltern interests and wishes; a view which Wilkes was

only too happy to promote.

The third pillar of Wi | khedetnandsfonthe pablicdep@rtongp ul ar i
of Pariamera r y proceedings by a fr eitherjp padisnentaryAs Pet e
reporting had been supressed by direct action by both houses against newspapers and
magazines. The successful challenge ts ttensorship in 1771 followed a tactical coup

mast er mi nde (Thomas 200&0nlkne.s .8 | kesd promotion of t
press drew wide support as itsvalosely linked with improving the accountability of elected

politicians to their electorate a cause which Wilkes had championed from his original

campaigns against Earl Bute in 1762.

The movement which sprung up in support of Wilkes was diversely mnstadfencluding;

agitations akin to rioting, citywide illuminations, toasts, songs, elite dinner clubs, tavern names,
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petitions and, most significagtin the context of this thesis, in a wealth of material culture.
The object categories articulating suggor the Wilkes and Liberty movement in the 1760s
include statuettes, sleeve buttons, teapots, shirt buckles, buttons, medals, prints, sword

pommels pipes, pipe tampers, mugs, glasses, clothing and ringsusuctt bowls

3.2  Wilkes and Liberty in North-East England
The Wilkes and Liberty movement in Noffast England took a similar form to elsewhere in
the country, with examples of stremgitations suc as one in which an effigy of John Horne

Tooke, formerly an ally of Wilkes but latterly a critic, was aity executed:

Bet wi xt eight and nine o06clock the effig)
clerical habit) seated upon an ass, was carriedutjih the streets into the
Fleshmarket, and there directly under the sign ofWir. | k ldesd) committedat

the flames. On the breast was affixed a label with these Wir@pious Minister

of New Brentfordon the back another label, witFhis is the ravard of my lying,

slandering, and treachergnd on his right sleeve a Middlesex Journal, the vehicle

ofthePar sondés malicious invectives against
(Craftsmanor Say o6s WedB Kungl77lpr nal

Similarly thedrical, and in some instances violent, demonstrations occurred throughout the
North-East, particularlyfocused in the larger conurbations of the region (Newcastle,
Sunderland, Alnwick, South Shields, Darlington, Durham, Morpeth Hexhan{Beswer
1976:1789; Bradley 1990:259)

Less theatrically, NewcastlgponT y n Eréemersigned and lodged a strong petition in 1,769
imploring the King to intercede and reinstate Wilkes inPasliamenary seat foiBrentford
(Brewer 1976:150; Sykes 1833:103)

Although few examples survive, Norlast textual sources offer rich accounts of Waki
material culture. For example, a candle of 45 branches (a reference td3sstitheNorth

Briton) whi ch was commi ssioned and produced foc
April 1770:

A curious candle was made in Newcastle. It consisted ofalthes issuing in four
circular divisions from the main stem, and forming foucles at the top, where
they all terminated horizontally with each other, and would cast 45 lights. It
weighed 227 Ibs. From the bottom to the top of the main stem it wasiathree

feet. It was intended to be lighted up at the Cappadocian entertdinme
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Newcastl e, on the Wednesday in Easter we e |
enlargement. It was invented and executed by Mr. Kelly, of the Quay Side, at whose
house the curigs were allowed to see it until the above day.

(Sykes 1833:271)

For the same occasion, Taylor Ansell, apppa k er i n Gateshead produced
each 48inches long, tipped and glazed, and marked on the shakk. 4500 T hes e, he
di stributed to the four Wil kite cotianbMr. i n the
Cowlingbs and Mr. Byerleydsd (Sykes 1833:272
sunived though a fragment of pipe from ¢.1770 recovered from an excavation in Gateshead

and marked O0TA6 (likely for &sawrkfanytypcaldoe | | ), s
the period and that his Wilkite examples would have been distinctiveeryniottoes and

extreme lengtiiNolan & Vaughan 2006:211¥ee Fig.6). It is important here to note that these

particular objects were intended to be displayedused to bring people together communally

in the spirit of Wilkes and Liberty.

T A

Fig. 6 Clay Pipe from Oakwellgate, Gateshead. MarkeddrA
Taylor Ansell (Nolan and Vaughan 2006:211) [1.984mm stem
bore]

Althoughpunchbowlsasr e not specifically mentioned in so
and Liberty celebrations, the consumption of alcohol is certainly frequentlyedlied and
indeed the venues where the {lilkes petition was signed by tligeemerof Newcastle in
1769 were interchangeably -hef s(bitéhedad 1798) as 0O co
Likewise the four Wilkite clubs in Newcastle met in coffee/ puholises and tavesrwhere
the consumption of alcohol would have been a normal part of the meeting; assitrtiative

Thomas Bewick recounteaf a similar political debating club in 1790s Newcas#ibout the
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year 1790, I became a me mb eveningsfat tiie Black Bdye y 6 s

I nnéon ent er évang memlmee paid fowpance, which was to be sperih
refreshment6(Bewick 1862:141lemphasis my own

3.3  Punchbowls

The punch bowls of the Wilkes and Liberty movement can be divided into two broad types
based on theifabric: tinglazed earthenware (delftware) and porce(ag®e appendix Afor
gazetteer of known bowlsThis chapterwill first consider these categories of punch bowl,
contrasting differences and similarities in their form, function and contexts ofitusél
illuminate how the delft and porcelain bowls operated as materialisaifdmsth the wider
Wilkes ard Liberty movement and of personal anxieties and tensions. It will be argued that
punch bowlsboth brought people together articulating sharetirments of support for Wilkes

and protest against diverse grievances yet also were used to distinguismlssierakstatus

and groupings within the Wilkes and Liberty movement itself.

3.3.1 Tin-GlazedEarthenware Bowls
The tinglazed earthenware (or delftware) bowls celebrating the Wilke&ilerty movement
(Fig.7 for exampleare heterogeneous in form and desigeing wheethrown glazed in a

white tin-glaze and decorated with diverse blue motifs, slogans and effizagesson 2010:9)

Fig. 7 Two Delftware Wilkes and Liberty Punch bowls.(BM: 1910,1122.1; Bowl-1
Appendix A [173mm rim @])-RVAM:c.491939; Bowl 21 Appendix A [225mm rim J])

Delftware was a major industry in eighteewstmtury Britain; based mainly in London, Bristol,
Liverpool andGlasgow (though with smaller manufactories known ashpaotes in other

regional cities), the industry grew throughout the century to feed an increasingly demanding
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market. By the migkighteenth century, British pot houses were able to offer diverse gmods
people from a range of backgroung@gsnch bowls jugs, plates, mugshambefpots, posset

pots, tilesand candlestickésee for example Garner 1947; Austin 1994; Archer 1997; Dawson
2010) In form, decoration and style, fglazed eghenware commonly emulated prevalent
tastes amongst the social elite, pdivg a significantly cheaper and (in terms of design, and
production time scale) more flexible alternative to porcelain (Dawson 2010:15). Delftware was
thus readily accessible tadividuals from all social strata, though particularly those with
disposal# income and excavated evidence suggests that by theighigenth century most

punch bowlsvere made of delft (Harvey 2012:174).

Delftwarepunch bowldepicting John Wilkes are however unusual within the broader corpus
of designs and motifs. Where indilials are depicted on delftware, they are most commonly
either royalty or military/naval hero€¢&arrer 1947:23and only very few pieces bear political
sentiments similar to the Wilkes and Liberty bovitsd.). Comparable examples of politically
insaibed delftware include a plate produced in support of Thomas Coster, MP for Bristol in
1734 (Dawson 2010:66 Punch bowlanade in support of Blackett and Fenwick as MPs for
Newcastlein 1741 TWM- TWCMS: C10789)a plate produced for the election of Nicholas
Calvert and John Martin as MPs for Tewkesbury in 11%d.76), and gpunchbowl produced

to celebrate the release of Brass Crosby (Lord Mayor London) and Alderman Oliver
(Magistrate) from the Tower of London where the two had been incarcerated in 1771 for
supporting the open publication &farliamerdry debatesil§id.88) and thezin supporting
Wilkes®. The delftware ceramics of the Wilkes and Libemgvement therefore fit into a

somewhat patchy tradition of using-tsazed earthenware to promote political themes.

The blue and white colouration of ttie-glazedbowls isparticuarly interesting in the context
of the Wilkes and Liberty movemeas bluewas an important colour fawilkites with blue
flags, cockades and ribbom®ing common features at Wilkitevents(Rogers 2001:235
Whetheror notthis association between bldelft and Wilkes was actively pursubg either
the potters and painters or the consum#rs colourwaywill certainly have added to the

codified meamgs and associations of the bowasbeing praVilkes.

Surprisingly despite the greater commonalty elftdvare in the eighteenth century, delftware
bowls aretodaythe least commonly survivintype of Wilkes and Libertypunch bowlswith

only 9 known in museum and private collectionBhis is peculiarif one consides that the

3 The Crosby and Oliver bowl, although being a closely associated Wilkite bowl, has ndhblegled in the
database of this thesis which instead focuses only on those which specifically proclaim support fatiWdites
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Wilkes and Liberty movementas largely Londorcentricin its focus(Rudé 1962andthatat

the time Lambeth wsaone of the major pducers of delftware in Britai(iTyler et al. 2008)

Given e proximity of the centre of the moveménthe centre of English delfroductionit

is a fair assertion that similar bowls would have been quickly available on the niadestd

as Tyler et al. (2008:112)argue, flexibilty was essential in the delftware industry which
demanded rapid returns on investments suggesting that the delftware industries, of London in
particula, were welldisposed to capitalise on emergent trefasthermorethe pothouses of

Lambeth and Southavk were also known tactively unite to influence the directions of the
market in ceramicsil{id.). Support for the Wilkes and Liberty movement amdhg potters

could thus influence both the market and politics in favour of the movement. It is furtbermor
significant that Wil kes was incarcerated in
that the infamous St . GaMkitegdendosstrafors aéralfised dvia s s 8
by armed forces, took place between Southwark and Lambeth invalwgngat many of the
inhabitants of those placéRudé 1962)The London delft producers were therefore fine

location to capitalise on the popularity of Wilkes andftiet that 78% of the known surviving

corpus of earthenwapnch bowlsare attribted to Londormakers suggests that the London

pot-houses did not miss their opportunisgé Appendix A.

The logistical advantages of the London-potises therefore suggests ttelftware bowls

would have beereasonablzommonduring the 1760s and 1770s and certainly more common
than their porcelain counterpartidarvey 2012:174)The reasons for their poorer survival
therefore must be sought elsewhere and the most likely explanation is differences inithve curat

of the bowls; both historical and contemporary. Due to its greater comiypohkaper price,

and easy availability, delftas likelyless carefully maintained and curated resulting in fewer
survivals(Mather 2016:14®). Similarly, it is likely thatas cheaply available items, Wilkite
delftwares were discarded when Willkesl the movement fell out of vogue in the later centur
Indeed excavatedeighteentkcentury inn clearance assemblagespport this inasmuch as
taverns andnns were commonly subjexd to clearances whereby dated and unfashionable
objects werediscardedenmasse to be replaced with newer, fashionable mat€gaé for
example Pearce 2000; Bhooyd & Higgins 2005; Watson et al. 2010fatthew Johnson
(1996:182)adds further credence to this theory in exploring the domestic Evett household in
Warwickshire which underwent a cleara e , in the -pdBOsebomabampvyi
replacing it with more fashionable itemskewise, in modern collecto practices, valuable

fine wares are often more appealing to collectors (depending on collections) causing a potential
bias in sirvival (Harvey 2012:174; Mather 2016:1938
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3.3.2 Porcelain Bowls

The majority of survivingVilkes and Libertybowls aremadeof Chinese porcelaiwith a total

of 21known to be in existendd&6 enamel, Grisaille, see Appendix A. These porcelain bowls
comprisetwo main typesbowls with enamel depictions 6fhe Arms of Liberty and Slavedy
(Fig.10 and Figll), a Wilkite motif takenfrom a pamphlet publisheid support ofWilkes

whilst in gaol in 1768andbowls with engrisaille (fine hand decoratiomigrey composed of
delicate brushworkjlepictions of Wilkes after a Hogarth engravifiig.8 andFig.9). Chinese
porcelain export bols were inherently high status and expensive items, made in Jingdezhen
(China), the principle manufactory of Chinese axgmrcelain, and then taken to Canton
(Guangzhou, China) for trade with the East India trading companies of various European
nations It was in Canton that various hand painted decorative motifs were applied to the blank
ceramics. These motifs can be grved into two broad categories; standard mass produced blue
and white chinoiserie designs popular in Europe irethbteenth entury and bespoke, private
orders(Godden 1998:50)

The relative homogeneity of desigon the Chinese porcelain Wilkes and Liberty bowls is
suggestive that these bowls were specifically ordered according to set pgitemnsto
Cantonese decorators. The number of bowls surviving indicates that this may have been
undertaken by enterprisingorcelain merchants, supcargos (the trading company
representatives responsi bl e f orwhaorecaghisedg i n
lucrative market in the Wilkes and Liberty movemg@abdden 198:60).

The designs on the bowls, taken directly from popular pamphlets and prints, offered a template
for the Chinese artists toark from. These preferred European designs will necessarily have
been transported to China by merchants, suggesting that, givaméhkag in the porcelain

trade, theen grisaille bowls could not have been available in England before ,1attd the
enamelbowls before 1769. Thgearlongwaiting times for delivery suggest a strong level of
support for Wilkes amongst those who orderea@lain bowls. The confidence of both patrons

and merchants that there would still be a market for Wilkes and LibertyeaedRipt of their

goods clearly indicates a faith in the strength and popularity of Wilkes and Liberty and a trust
that it was not passing fad.

The financial investment by patrons and/or speculators in the porpeladh bowlss also an
excellent tegtment to the lucrative potential of materialising the Wilkes and Liberty movement.

“The significance of Hogarthodés caricature | ampooning

symbol ofthe movement is well explored by Amelia Rau&f01)
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Fig. 8 Grisaille Chinese Porcelain Punch Bowl showing image of Wilkes after Hog
(BM 1988,042.1; Bowl 30, Appendix [@L2mmrim J]
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Fig. 9 Satirical portrait of John Wilkes by William Hogarth 1763 (NP&362)
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Fig. 11 Cropped header of a 1768 handliepicting 'Arms of Liberty and Slavery'. BV
1868,0808.4414
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Although t is hard to gaugignemonetary valuef the bespoke Wilkes and Liberty punch bowls,
Harvey(2012:173)suggest that,nased on @ Bailey Proceedingsa Chinese porcelaibowl

coud rangein price from between6d and 20s with the averageralue around 5sBased on
Harveyds estimations it irsughdypgiye imesastaludblsat p o
delft bowls which were valuedloser to the 1s marfbid.). Furthermore the average porcelain

bowl was decorated with a basic blue and white chinoiserie design and enamelled porcelain
wares were approximately 50%hore expensive situating them at around 7s.6d inevalu
(Godden 1998:54iting cups as examples). It is therefore evident that the enamelled and
grisaille punch bowlswvere highly valuable goods and would only have been available to the

wealthiest members of society.

34 Punch Bowl Politics
3.4.1 Usingthe Bowls

It might seem an obvious question, hotvwere thes@unch bowlsused? Theapacity of the

bowlsis important here, a& factor governing the size of a group of drinkédshough the

capacities opunch bowlsare rarely lised in museum catajoies, ané@xperimentally

determining it would be in many cases against museum collection protocols, reasonably
accurate approxi mations of bowl capacity ca
to calculatepunch bowhlolume. Miew a |l di s 6 facaries oflratios bebmveen height,
diameter, andoot ringand rim circumference in its calculations, measurements which are
commonly supplied in museucataloguegMiervaldis 2012; Breen 2012frig.12displays

the calculated capacities of Wilkes and Libgrtymch bowldor which dimensions have been

made available in museuratalogues (demonstrated in gallons, as being the contemporary

common unit of volume).

As Fig.12 demonstrategjelftware bowls argenerally of smaller volumesn average only

half a gallon (4 pints2.27 litre3. Based on work by Karen Harvé®2008:207)it is apparent

that these smallevolumes represent bowls for individuals smaller gatherings. Several
contemporary accounts of punch consumption, particularly in Old Bailey Proceedings, record
punchbeing drunk from small, individually sized bowls indicating that such a manner of
consumption was a normal practig@BP 1771; OB 1778) One particular account records

two men entering a pub and ordering two small bowls, one of gin and water and wmeaoir
water, which they dranindividually, and which sufficed them for the eveni(@BP 1778)
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Fig. 12 Volumes of Wilkes and Liberty punch bowls by type (numbers within the |
refer to actual numbers of bowd€)ata drawn from Appendix A.
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Internal vs. External Wilkes Motifs
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Fig. 13 Chart showing internal vs. external decavat motifs against volume of punch
bowls .i Data drawn from Appendix A.
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Theenamelporcelainbowls however, tend towards a largererage capacity anegallon @
pints, 45 litres) which is around double the size oéthdelft counterparts. A ongallonbowl
would be of sufficient capacity to provigéenty of liquor for sharing in groups such as at dinner
partiesand he grisaille bowls are even largeghan their enamel countem& averaging 4
gallons(32 pints, 1& litres) suggesting that they wenéended for use with large groups. The
larger capacity of the porcelain bowls algmwsitions them agprestige items intended to

articulate an indi vi dtaetHerdrevellers) ot just as Wilksdout us and

also as memberof the affluent middling sort, able to afford fine porcelain and to entertain

guests in a socially polite manner.

The lack of any group or club insignia on the large porcelain Wilkes andy_tmmats, suggests
that they were noniended to affirm membership to aspecificclub and were intended instead

to only demonstrate association with the Wilkes and Liberty movement.

Individual and group ownership and usage is interesting when considetieel context of

Wilkite dinners, wiich Nicholas Rogers described as usually being:

socially discrete events involving men of the same class or standing. Thus while
merchants, tradesmen, shopkeepers and even lesser folks participated in Wilkite
dinners,they did so within their own social lsgre, not as part of a heterogeneous

radical assembly
(Rogers 2001:248)

Larger bowls were thus articulabns of t hei r o @ poéticad affiliasoosc i a |

whether as a group or individually and were intended for use in socially discrete contexts to

cement and express the identity of the owner and users as a collective with shared ideals.

Porcelan and large delft Wilkes and Liberpunch bowlsshould therefore be understood as
objects mediating support for Wilkes through gatherings of politically aspirant individuals. The
punchbowls thus helped to cement partakers as being of shared sociahgtandiof shared
political alignmentdefining their social and political identities in opposition to both dominant

and subaltern others within and without the Wilkes and Liberty movement.

A further featurenoticeablan Fig.13is a correlatiorbetweerthe size of bowls and the presence
of internal and external motifa the decorationThis correlation suggests a cleastyuctured
differentiation with smaller bowls of around half a gallon having predominaimigrnal
Wilkite motifs while largerpunch bowls greater than 1 gallon, have poetinantlyexternal

motifs. This correlation may further suggest how they were intendedusdzieither in groups
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or individually (Fig.13); whether they were intended for display to articuéattatement to an

audience or for personal interest.

Internalmotifs, painted inside a punch bowl, are inhereptiyateand arevisible only toa
close drinker. Internal decoration doast displayt he bowl 6s Widpdnlytbe as.
others, and ther it internalises and focuses the meaning of the bowlamiotimate user or
users. In this way the smaller bowlgerearguablyintended to be useakpersonal, and private
affirmations of membershipf the larger Wilkite community anaf support forthe Wilkes and
Liberty movementThese bowlssmall, inwardlyfocused earthenware and locally produced
would have been available for use and ownership to a wide audience, both poor and Wwealthy
has already been demonstrated above that small bowlsnah were often consumed as
personal drinks in taverns anchg\OBP 1778; OBP 1771gnd it therefore seems likely that
small Wilkes and Liberty bowls internally decorateere intended for use in intimate
gatheringsIn such small privateontextsthe dcesired effectvas not tampress otherthrough
display orto affirm social statusut rather to celebrate the Wilkes and Liberty movement

privately.

The larger and predominantly porcelain bqwswever tend to carry their motifs externally
(Fig.13), anindication of their intended use as para@bmmunal displayThesebowlsappear

to articulate botlindividual and communaupport for Wilkes and Liberty as well as operating
as statements of elitaste and social statushey werantended for use bg group of drinkers,
either as guests of an individual or asmbers of a club with Wilkite leaningi these
interactions, te bowls served tmediate and shape the nature of the occasions as both Wilkite
and middle classThe motifs were made visible so that all revellers in a gooubd seethem

and understandhé meaning of the bowAs Karen Harvey arguesunch bowlglayed a crucial

role in forming communities, with the opeentral bowl facilitating easy sharing and with each
man serving himself from a central point, engaging with a central theme or stateroagh
which fraternal ties were established (Harvey 2012.1B7e large and communal Wilkes and
Liberty punch bowlghus cemented a shared social status and a shared support for Wilkes and

Liberty.

3.4.2 Tensionsin Decoration
Of equal importance to thedation of decoration on the bowls, is the choice of motifs used.
Commonly the motifs consist of a blend of obviously Wilkite imagery such as busts, coats of

arms, Wilkite slogans and the number 45 in combination with other typical motifs, often
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chinoiserieand floral. The combination of motifs in some instances o¥f@sable insights into

the intended meanings of the bowls and the tensions and anxieties which they materialise.

Much of the material culture produced to support Wilkes was emblazoned wikiteWi
symbolism including the nahosha othetdsyntbdism. Thisi nt s o
use of symbolism may be broadly paralleled with Jacobite uses of codes and symbols however

as noted above in section 2.2.3 there is an essential differahedégal statuses of Jacobitism

and Wilkism. Where Jacobitismas illegal and therefore necessarily relied on hidden codes

and symbols, Wilkism was always legal and indeed support for Wilkes was commonly openly,

loudly, and publicly proclaimed with easilggible and understandable symbolism. As argued

in section 2.8 the methodologiedeveloped to consider the symbolism and codes embedded

within Jacobite material culture are of limited immediate applicability to the Wilkes and Liberty

movement.

The mostcommonly occurringnot Wilkite, motifs onWilkite punchbowls were floral and

chinoiserie landscapes, widely reproduced on later eighteentary ceramics, and

particularly on porcelains and prestige goods. Bowls bearing these motifs therefore
demonstat ed t hat their owners andeodegyrarddwéread Oarr
conversant with its governing principles and discoursgeed,the bowls themselves can be

understood as statements governed in their form and use by discourses of donspuoijtical

engagement, and decorative taste

The floral andchinoiserie motifs, statements of an etitecourse of taste and style, are however
thenjuxtaposed with the Wilkite motifs which challermbhe discourse®f power inGeorgian
society Thisjuxtaposition is noticeably present on both cheale#ftware and lavish porcelain
bowls, though it is far more pronounced on the porcelain examples. The bowls may therefore
be understood as materialisimgdden dissenting transcripts by individuals froeross a

spectrum of social backgrounds

It is worthrestating here that it is unusual to see politicianpworth bowlsmore usually they
are decorated withmilitary heroes and royaltyWebster 2015:72; Mathe2016:166) The
insertion of Wilkes into this pantheon of heroes is a abeainterstatemerib discourses on
national identity, political representation and powBl subtly modifying the material
staements of elite discourse, replacingditionalpuldic heroeswith Wilkes, theartisanf the
British delftware industry were able toaterialise their own dissent and disaffection in the
public-sphere Likewise, those who usedpainch bowlwhich bore Wikes instead of a more

typical heroic figure of thelay were also engaged in subverting elite statements of power and
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were complicitly undermining the elite discourse of power, reworking the statements which

gave it regularity.

Through their carefully crééd decoration and juxtapositions of mottie Wilkes and Liberty

punch bowlsshould also be understood to mimic elite forms bearing traditional heroes and
design motifs. As Scott argue¥ he power ful éhave a vital [
appearances ppopriate to their form of domination. Subordinatestheir part ordinarily have

good reasons to help sustain those appearances or at least, not openly to contra@{i&totiem.

1990:70) Scottdos argument here is thatnyand i s f

directly contest elite forms than it is tp@opriate, modify and mimic them in parody. Such
mimicry is a wellrecognised form of resistance to domination; adopting and modifying the
forms of the dominant party and in so doing carving out a semareue for the expression of

a dissenting transctipis Bhabha argues:

Mimicry is always produced at the site of interdiction, it is a form of discourse
that is uttered intedicta: a discourse at the crossroads of what is known and
permissible, and whahat which though known must be kept concealed; a
discourse uttered between the lines and as such both against the rules and within

them.
(Bhabha 1984:130)

Although Bhabha is concerned with colonial contexts, the concept of mimesis iy deepl
applicable in the Wilkes and Liberty movement where the tensions over -pelagons
constitute O0that whi cihc é& ab epdrithbb\Wdhe matemaliset b e
the discourse of power uttered between the lines, and sktobll consideed as actively
mediating the character of the discourse of power through pushing the boundaries of appropriate
decoration. The importanoé such open yet deniable statements is perhaps best argued by Hall

in regard taColonial Virginia;

I

Aspirations forg eat er power coul d be dangerous i

member s of the Burgess who openly defi ec

sailing close to the perils of treason. But houses and gafdems this instance,
punch bowl$ provided material maphors, rendered powerful because their
meanings were clear, but deniable and were substantial in their transforming the

visual landscape.

(Hall 2000:85).

67



The idea of Wilkes and Liberty symisas openly yet deniably subversivestdife discourses

of power can be exemplified ithemotif on thegrisaille bowl in Fig.14 This bowlreproduces

a popularprint engraving of the ghteenthc e nt ur y e nuedn's Areg] a Nightse Q
A mu s e méepiding four men around gunchbowl with one man beingoercedinto
drinking by the other thre@hisimagehas been argued as being metaphorical of an oppressive
Governmentegime forcing legislation on the weak and helplessticularly in American and
colonial contextg¢Colonial Williamsburg 2016)

An alternative readi ng evedr mayberelaied wehiach hat Ar ms m
drinking directly from thgunch bowlwas a faux pas within polite Georgian soci@#arvey

2008:208. The replication of an ingge of a social faux pasica bowl decorated in what is

otherwise a style concordant with elite forms should be understood as subverting those elite
forms. That the bowl in the motif is being drunk from under duress may further indicate that

the individualgyathered around thegesaille Wilkes and Liberty bowls feel that that they have

been forced into the position of supporting Wilkes by an overbe&awgrnmeninfringing

on their liberties. Both interpretations, of course, ultimately situate the asodifticulatory of

subvesi ve senti ments on the part of the bowl 6s

Fig. 14 Chinese Porcelain Grisaille Punch bowl! depicting "The Queens Arms, a Night
Amusementl On the other side is the portrait of Wilkes after HogaBM(1988,042.1.1)
(Bowl 30 Appendix A) [412mrmm O]

The juxtaposition of Wilkes and Liberty withovernmerdl oppression was one of the greatest

appeals of the Wilkes and Liberty movement to dinéddling sorbandWi | kes é positi o
leadng electoral reform in the interest of fairer franchise amongst the electorate is a prime
example of this appeal. Wil kesd position on
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introduction of a bill for such to the House of Commamn the 2% March 1776arguing that

dNe ought always to remember this important truth, acknowledged by every free state, that all
government is instituted for the food of the mass of people to be governed; that they are the
original fountain ofjpower6(Cash 2006:349)

3.4.3 Subalten Punch Consumption

The discussio of punch bowlsthus far has mostly pertained to their open uses how they
mat erialised their maker snpstoftheswvivibgsbowdsrwdre u s e r
most likely owned and used by an affluent middlingt,strey should be considered as
articulating the identities of this class. With regards to the traditionalkeniranchised

members of society, the potential meanings of bowls are more ambiguous.

An account from Ongar in Essex is one of only a handfatobunts of a Wilkite demonsti@rn

which mentions punch consumption and is reproduced in full as follows:

At the release of Mr. Wilkes from his confinement. In the morning guns were fired off
and the bells set-anging; about noon an effigy of the nobpatriot was carried
through thetown in a triumphal car, drawn by six bay horses, ornamented with blue
ribbons, and attended by many hundreds of people. In the car, by his side, was seated
Britannia, holding in her hand a large blue flag with the follgnivords in letters of

gold. JOHN WILKES, Esq, No 45, DEFENDER OF OUR RIGHTS AND
PRIVILEGES, and FOE to TYRANNY and OPPRESSION. The procession was
closed with a band of music, provided by the gentlemen of the town. In the afternoon
an effigy of Lord Bute wa stuck up on a high pole in th@ddle of the town. Under

him was placed 45 faggots, and at night he was burnt to ashes, amidst the acclamations
of the populace. There were but two houses in the town that were not illumifated;
bowls of punch were givento the populace; the gentlemen mt at each ot he
houses: fire-works were played off, and the evening concluded with the greatest
demonstrations of joy So sensible are they of the obligations they are under to the
Preserver of their Freedom and Lilyert

(Middlesex Journal8" May, 1770 p.lemphasis my own

The 45 bowls mentioned in this account were unlikely to have been made of porcelain, or to
have been richly decorated with Wilkite imagery, but they were still considered as
materialisations of th&Vilkes and Libertymovement. The r purpose was to

popul aced to materially participate in an a
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dedicated to celebrating the cause. As Bourque argues, Wilkite material culture had a strong
paricipatory aspect, actively enaij individuals from a variety of social strata to engage with
the movement through consumpti@@ourque 2013)

In this Ongar example, the context in which an object was gmloelped to create a meaning

for that object, intelligible only to those familiar with the nature of the contémnis,a punch

bowl, even if undecorated, may take on a role as an articulation of Wilkite sentiment if it is used
in a context which encoddkat meaning. At the same timewviever, objects can be used to

help codify the meanings of a context or interac{®ee for example Mather 2016:143 and

itis in this function that thevertly decaatedpunch bowl®f the Wilkes and Liberty movement

were most likely employed; codifying engagements and events as being in some way
celebratory of the politics of John Wilkéghe smaller, internally decatedpunch bowls were

unlikely to have codifiedocial interactions in the same way as their larger countegaces

their discrete, internal focus kept their meanings intimate to an immediate user (see above
3.3.1). It is therefore arguably the smalleinternally decorated bowls that might most
convincingly be considered as materialising a public statement drawn from a hidden transcript
of protest against domination. Where textual sources reveal that the populace was engaging in
the Wilkes and Libertynovement in large numbers (such as in the Oageount above, or
indeed in the various agitations which took placeNiewcastleuponTyne), these small
individual bowls remind us that the movement was not just about crowd dynamics and popular

fervour.

The specific messages articulated through thegdesand motifs on the small, internally
decorategbunch bowlsnay therefore reveal private and personal hidden transcripts articulating

dissent and protest againgecificdiscourse. For example; a paui@r delftwargounch bowl

in the Victoria and Allert Museum (V&A ¢.49/1939 Fig.7) bears the internal decoration of a

bust of Wilkes withthe slogaifo nest Br i t ons De m@ thd massagekse s 6 Se
a guarded attack on the characterPaflianentas being dishonest for denying Wilkes his
legitimately won seat. The doubézige of the slogan is that the person drinking from the bowl

is intimated to be more honest thaarliamenaend f eel s t hat OHonest Bri
not being heard by #ir elected representatives. As this messageassedinternally and

privately it was unlikely to have been intended as an overt articulation of grievance and rather

as a materialisation of individual dissent. The slogan however is carefully craftegl to b
ambiguous and deniable in its meaning, avoidawy explicitly libellous, seditious or
treasonous words which might be used as legal evidence; an important consideration for

subalterns wishing to articulate dissent (Scott 1990:152)
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The cautious ambiguity of the messages adorning the delft bowlsherfapparent in a bowl
which reads OWi |l kes and Liberty, No Bu**06 i
thel ast word i s

Ot he Ear|l of But erdiorto astersk theHastitwo &etters bf the mame sthaavc

clearl y i nt emd emaigneddPrilbedMinistera d 06

their awareness of avoiding being caught on a charge of libel. The asterisks further allow the
reader of the bowl to fill in thelanks withwhicheverappropriate letters they see’fiThere
thus a@in existed an essential deniability as to the meanings of the slogans and the intentions

of the drinker, owner and maker.

Whi | st the OdHmhedNo BBut bdad s dlyfarthright exangplespohir t i ¢
dissenting statements, other decorative raaiid slogans written inside the delft bowls are
significantly more ambiguous. By far the mo
the ambiguity of which allows a great rangfeinterpretations as to what it was intended to
mean. Thisnaytherefoer e pr esent a Oweapon of the weak:¢
behind a general ambiguous slogan with the intended meaning of the bowl only being apparent
in the context of its usthus protecting the subaltern user from repercussiithout being

able to resituate the bowls in their contexts of use the specific meanings of many of the smaller,
internally decorated Wilkes and Liberty bowls will remain impenetrable though agthisns

has demonstrated they must always be considered as articalagiagificmessage.

3.5 BetweenDelft and Porcelain - The JenningsBowl
The themes explored above can be well exemplified in one parfoeuiah bowil the Jennings

bowl.

The Jennings bowHg.15HD 57.109)is a delftware punchbowl made and dated in 1770 to
celebrate the wedding of George Jenrfingad Sarah Wilcock of Newsells Park in
Hertfordshire. The bowl was made in Bristol and is attributed to John Bowen, a highly regarded
delft painter of that cityHD 57.109 Collections Catalogue Entry$uch a tigtly attributable
provenance to delft is extremely rare and isséat@ent to the quality and recognizability of
Bowends wor k. The bowl hol ds approxi mately

Some possible alternatives to 6Buted takenindudeom Fr a
Butt, a dependent or poor relation; Burr, an unwanted hanger on; Bull, a blunder; Bube, a venereg|Glissase.

1785)

5George Jennings (b.172111790) was an ambitious politician and eldest son of Admiral Sir John Jennings. By

the time of hisnarriage to Sarah Wilcock he was MP for St. Germans in Cornwall and Comptroller General of
the Ar my. Jenni ng sldbck mas his seaogemarriage, Bisafirsaviife NAWVing died in 1760.
Jennings was a vocal political ally of Wilkes in 1764l avas included in a list of Gentlemen whose healths were
drunk as 0 Fr iPablicddvertisaMaich 6b1§641p.4)0 (

7 Almost nothing is known about Sarah Wilcock and only this punch bowlattests her marriage to George Jennings.
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familial arms of the Jennings and Wilcock familiegin busts of Wilkes and aassortmenof
typical floral and chinaerie motifs. This bowl thus combindtbespoke familiaarms of the
Wilcocks family and twirbusts of Wilkes wh very typical floral decoration.

Fig. 15 Delftware Punch bowl relating to George and Sarah Jennings
(HD:57.109)(Bowl 6 Appendix A) [266.7nmm O]

The Jennings bowl may therefore be sidered a®oth materialisingthe sympathiesof those

who commissioned for the Wilkes and Liberty movemewtilst simultaneousharticulating

their social standing as consumersfaghionable contemporary design. The juxtaposition
between the bust of Wies as a notorious rogue and libertine and the floral decoration on the

bowl is striking here and is exploreddetail earlierin thischapten(3.4.29.

As a bowl commi ssioned from one event®ugh st ol 6s
Jennings livedn Hertfordshire, this bowl must be considered as a prestigious and elite item.

The choice of delft for the Jennings bowl was however most likely duree tiheixibility in its

production and the closer control that could be exercised over the desegime gap between
engagement and marriage in the eighteenth century rarely lasted over angdherefore

would not have allowed sufficient time for a tarsised Chinese porcelain bowl to be ordered,

made and delivere(Maurer 1997; Godden 1998:60n this instance then, delft provided an

adequate material form for a high status, prestigious occasion.
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That this is an elite object puts it at odds with other delft Wilkes and Liberty bowls which were
significantly rougher and coarser in manufacture and decoration . The Jennings bowl must thus
be considered as a hybrid form. blending the decorative stiyj@gstigious porcelain bowls

with the use of cheaper delft.

It is essential here to explore the gemms which existed between delft and porcelain bowils,
both of which were ultimately intended to do the same basic job of holding liquor to facilitate
and articulate support for Wilkes and Liberty. This tension is most palpable in the very
materiality of he bowls and the choices of elite consumers to purchase expensive porcelain
bowls despite earthenware delft being atdedo an equally good job. It is impant to
acknowledge the importance of economic factors on influencing consumer choice; thayis to s
that the rich could afford to buy porcelain whilst the poor could not and therefore the wealthy
owned nicer wares. Such an economic explanation hovlattens out the social complexities

of the Wilkes and Liberty movement and obscures tensions asnaa status and power
between more dominant and affluent activists @it poorer subalteroounterparts

If it is understoocherethat porcelainbowls were more prestigiousand elite itemsthandelft
bowlsthenthe differencebetweerdelft andporcelan bowls canbe understoodisa statement
assertingdifferencein statusbetweendominantand subalternthroughmaterialculture (Hall
2000:19) As Hall argueqalbeitwith regardgo housefacades)yrhe substantialnvestmet of
effortandmoneythatwentinto theconstructiorof patriarchaf a ¢ a dvasmdtivatedn part
by the needsof powerful mento assertreassertand assertagaintheir position in society
becauseheyfelt it to bethreatened(ibid) Thedeterminaibn to asserdifferencein thepunch
bowlsis thusthe perfectmanifestatiorof Homi B h a b hArguénenthatrepetitiveassertioris
amarkerof anxietyamongstthe powerholdergHall 2000:22).Thusas Stallybrassand White
arguedA recurrentpatternemergs:the6 t @tpemptso rejectandeliminatethed b o t foro mo
reasonf prestigeandstatusonly to discoveé thatit is in someway frequentlydependen
uponthat low-othed (Stallybrass& White 1986:5) Suchattemptsto maskthe low-other, to
eliminateits presenceawith the aim of assertingand reinforcing social statusis a consistent

themethroughouthis chapterandthesis.

| would argue thathe same@rocess is evident in the investment of time and money in acquiring
porcelainWilkes and Libertypunch bowlsor in this instance in lavishly decorating a delftware
bowl. The porcelain bowls can thus be considered as a dominantl{tstlligkely middling

sort) statement responding to subaltern encroachments on power and smsavisten the

Wilkes and Liberty movement. As Hall argues;
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In the face of everyday acts of opposition or in anticipation of resistance, the
behaviour of hose in power is affected, as a consequence, the impression that the
hidden transcript makes on thahhic manifestation of power can be read as an

indication of the form of these voices in the past
(Hall 2000:97)

This same insistence on asserting dédfere is clear in the Jennings bowl which was decorated

with particularly lavish floral designs by aghly renowned painter, differentiating it from

cheaper delftware bowls such as the Lambeth examples (Fig 2.). The rich bespoke decoration
ofthebowlmayt her ef ore be understood as material i si
status in the face diie subaltern Wilkes and Liberty movement with its ambitions to reposition

the relationship of power bet wé&l@bdAgaonadbjedt i ci ans
intended for display amongst a group of peers, the bowl articulates a further anxi¢iye tha
Jennings6 soci al status was dependent on how
whether it was suitably concordant with the elite dissesirof taste and style to warrant their

holding of status.

As loanna Baird argues with regards toheggnthcentury consumerism, objects are all loaded
with moral, political or religious meanings that underscore larger cultural ché2@E3:.29)

and this $ eminently true of the Jennings Bowl. It was an object which was meant to be read
and understood bytlwer wedding guests, not just as articulating support for Wilkes but as

mat erialising the Jenningsé6é social status and

When considered in combinati with accounts of delftwares present in less prestigious
contexts such as pauper inventories andBaltey record¢see for example OBP 1774; Harvey
2012:174175)the flexibility of delftware, becomes apparent, as a material to permeate diverse
social ¢rata. Delftware was thus a material which transcended traditional Georgian social
boundaries, beingvailable and appropriate for use in a variety of scenarios and by a range of
people of different social clasbin-glaze earthenware was ubiquitous ingighteenthcentury

with many of the most elite and some of the poorest and most subaltern persgng usi

regularly(Tyler et al. 2008)

Although the Jennings bowl was almost certainly bespoke in its design, with its decoration and
size mandated by the wedding party, it is also of course the work of the painter John Bowen
and the potter who produced it. Through their wares, these artisanged a central position

in the articulation and dissemination of social, political and culstatements. The exact
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formul ation of the decoration is a product
delftware patterns and designs which he ogpéid on a range of vessels and obj@tsintney
1920:149) The potters and painters, who rieelves can be considered as subalterns to
dominant consumers, were thus capable of influencing the character of elite public transcripts
and thus mediating sicourses of taste, power and consumption through the distribution of their
wares. This power isgohaps best exemplified in the banding together of the Southwark and
Lambeth pot houses to influence the delftware markger et al. 2008:112)The role of the
delftware potters and painters in mediating the character of the discourses over political
engagement anctepresentation at the heart of the Wilkes and Liberty movement is further
visible through the mds which they produced on less obviously bespoke pieces, as explored
above(3.3.2).

A parallel to the Jennings bowl as a bespoke delft bowl bearing botaltymd aypical
decoration and painted by a specifically chosen painter can be found in JaretWe r 6 s ar f
on punch bowlglepicting slave ship@Vebster 2015)In this article Webster argues tladitthe

bowls depicting slave ships were hgmainted and thatmoreover, the customers who
commissoned them were not content to settle for stock or generic intgded.82). Webster
furthermore argues that the bowls were intended for use in socialfgtdisontexts, much like

the context in which the Jennings bowl would have been used. Webstes atgtdhe
commissioning in the 1780s ofpainch bowldepicting a slave ship might be interpreted as a
strategic act, one embedding a slaver in a longepeatevisual celebration of maritime values
and thereby defying the new critical environment incltthe slave trade now found itself
Something similar might be argued for the Jennings Wilkes and Liberty bowl. The
commissioners of the Jennings bowl weditically active supporters of Wilkes, defying
traditional politics and expressing profound gar for a new and radical political system from
which Jennings (as an already established politician and vocal ally of Wilkes) was hoping to
benefit.

The Jenimgs punchbowl may therefore be understood as metaphoric dirtaelerWilkes

and Liberty moverant, articulating the tense relationship between the middling sorts in the
movement and the subaltern O0grassrorethsa 6 ac
earthenware fabric of the bowl giving it structure and substance whilst the dominanhgnidd|

sort are the glaze and decoration, trying to mask and eliminateotiver low-other. The
Jennings as leading Wilkites and as politically and socially @wooisi people likely harboured

these same anxieties, that they were leading figures in a reformisment increasingly

characterised by disorderly and violent sub
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thus materialised the veneer of persoredpectability which they (like other affluent and
ambitious Wilkites) struggled to maintain bysagting a distinction between themselves and
their subaltern caVilkites i in this instance asserting it through material culture.

3.5.1 Elite and Subaltern Gatherigsi Newcastle and Gateshead ™ &pril, 1770

Having considerechow objects,peopleand placesall contributedto the establishmenof a

hiddentranscriptof protest it is alsoimportantto consideradditionalvenuesin particularit is

importanthereto discusgheWilkes andLiberty dinnersandentertainmentsshichwerehosted
throughoutBritain betweenthe mid-1760sand 1770s(Brewer 1983:353) Thesegatherings,
dinners and entertainmentswere commonly held in public and were often socially
circumscribedn termsof their guestlists (ibid.). Howeverthereexistedtwo broadstrandsof

thesepublic entertainmentsthosewhich were 6 e | ant aténdedby more powerful and
affluenté mi d & loimdtigistsandthosewhich were more subalternin socialcomposition
attendedby the likes of chimney sweepsand journeymen.As Tim Harris argues,dwvhile

merchantstradesmenshopkeepersndevenlesserfolks participatedn Wilkite dinnersthey

did sowithin theirown socialspheré(Harris2001:248)

This socialdifferentiationis particularlyapparenin contrastingwo eventswhich took place
in North-EastEnglandon the 18" April, 1770,the day of Wilkes releasdérom gaol:

Thefriendsto liberty in Newcastleasembledat variousinnsandpublic housego
celebrateMr. Wi | k enleargement,where very elegant entertainmentswere
provided and many loyal and constitutionaltoastswere drunk, all which were
conductedwith the greatestorder,decencyandd e ¢ o r In thé evening,the
tragedyof Cato was performedby desire,when a greatnumberof Mr. Wi | k e s 0
friendsattended.

(Sykes1833:271)

The journeymenof Mr. Taylor Ansell, tobaccepipe makerin Ga t e s hhadad é
sheep45lbs.weight,roastedvhole attheworkshopthere whichwaslaid downat

45 minutespastsix 0 6 c¢ linathe knorning, whentwo satdown andturnedit 45
minutes andthenwererelievedby othertwo, who did thesameg.c. till 45 minutes
pastelevenwhenit wastakenfrom thefire, andcutup by Mr. Ansell (whoassisted

all thetime) andeatenon the shopbench everymanhavingbroughthis knife, fork

andtrencherwith 45 large potatoes45 biscuits,and 45 quartsof ale, with great
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mirth and decorum.Many loyal healthswere drunk. Somehundreds of people

were spectatorsof the preparations and feasts.
(Sykes1833:272emphasisny own)

Thesetwo events separateanly by theriver Tyne, offer a fascinatingcomparativepairing of
Wilkes and Liberty events. Both were highly orchestratedto include comgdex Wilkite
symbolismandbothemployedawealthof objectsto codify theeventasWilkite andto promote
engagementith the movementUnfortunately neitherof theseeventsspecifically recordthe
useof punchbut giventhat6 ma loeyal and constitutiondt o a weresirdink as part of the

Newcastleentertainmentg is highly plausiblethatpunchwasconsumed.

It is immediatelyapparenthattheseeventssharemanyfeaturestoasting,dining, both taking
placein public and both conductedd i time greatestorder, decencyandd e ¢ o rButrth@ .
differencesanddissonancerevealthe underlyingtensionsandthereina hiddentranscript.The
differencein placeis perhapghe moststriking; one in the tavernsandinns of Newcastleand
theother6 e adnthessh@ b e n cTlmeteis a cleardissonancéerebetweerthe normaluses
of thesevenuesas whilst it may be expectedfor tavernsandinns to be usedas placesof
gatheringor celebratiorandentertainmentaworkshopis notnormallya placeassociateavith

thisusage.

Theeventsalsoengagedndividualsof differentclass,onethed j o um en rés@iilled craftsmen
who hadcompletedanapprenticeshipandtheotheré F r i o Lnid ks e memied qf thefour
Wilkite clubsin Newcastle Although the accountof the Newcastleentertainmentgrovides
little detail concerningsocial composition,the fact thatthed F r i of b id I8 erequeged a
performanceof A d d i sToagedy®f Cato suggestshemto be of a middling sort (Wilson
1998:219) That the attendeesvere also membersof clubsfurther suggestsan affluenceand

connectednesssmembersof a middling sort(Clark 2000:470)

It is also apparenthat the two eventsdiffered in their material culture, with the Newcastle
gatheringslikely using inn-provided ceramic dinnerware,cutlery, and glasseswhilst the
journeyma pipe-makerswereusingtrenchersandtheir own personakutlery. Thattherewas
0 4dpartsof a | a&the Pipemakersdinnersuggesalsothattherewould havebeenbeermugs
to drink from.

Whenconsidere@longsideotherWilkesandLiberty celebrationsuchasoneatOngarin Essex
in whichthegentlemerdiners,afteralavishmeal,retiredto privateresidence$o continuetheir

revelriesandoneat Brentfordwhere45 chimneysweepsonsumedadinneruponastagen the
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centreof the town (Rogers2001:249) dissonanceandtensionsbeginto appearlt becomes
apparentthat the elite public dinners,which conformedto a long tradition of celebating
nationalholidays,victories and saintsdays(Wilson 1998; Rogers2001) were becomingthe
objectof subalterrmimicry andparody.Therepetitionandreassertionsf socialdifferenceand
hierarchywhich elite dinnerswereintendedto articulatethroughtheir socially circumscribed
guestlists, their useof highly specializednaterialcultureandtheir occupatiorof public places
(Rogers2001:248)were being mimicked by subalternactors.Throughorganizingtheir own
entertainmentssubalternavereexploitingambiguitiesin thee | i desréfa them to engage
in decorouspolitical celebration,constructinga veiled and ambiguouscountertranscriptof

dissentbehinda public transcriptof meekcompliancewith the discaurseof power.

The elite desireto control the form of the public transcriptis pdpable in the Newcastle
celebrationswhere érhe magistrates,being apprehensivethat some outrageswould be

committedin the town that night, gavestrict ordersto the constablesto be diligent in their

respectivewards,in orderto quashany tumults and apprehendhe offenders,and by orders
from the samequarter padlockswereplaceduponthebell lofts of severakchurchego prevent
thebellsbeingrungd(Sykes1833:271) This actby the Magistracyof Newcastlearticulatesa

clear underlying anxiety as to the riotous subalternfoundationsof the Wilkes and Liberty

movement;that if a public transcriptof elite power was to be statedthrougha city-wide

celebrationand entertainment the elite magistracyneededo control the typical avenueof

subalternexpressioncoercivelyif necessaryto preventa subalterncountertranscriptbeing
articulated.As Stallybrassand White (1986:201)argue,it is essentiato control the sitesof

discoursan orderto preservepower.Throughtheir strict orders the Magistracyof Newcastle
wereotheringsubalternsand,to paraphras¢he terminologyof Hall, wereattemptingto assert
the dominant order through mapping the dominant transcript againstthe subalternother.

(2000:120).The subalterncrowd is representedby the magistracyasa low-otherthroughthe

differentiation and social exclusionof which, the social elites consolidatedtheir positions
(Stallybrasst. White 1986:193)

The mimicry by the pipe-makersthus offered them a secureavenueof expressioron a day
whenthetypical avenuesof subalternexpressiorwererepressedi couldthereforebe argued
that the subalternpipemakersof Gatesheadwvere articulating a disaffection with social
stratificaion by subvertingthe differentiation assertedoy the traditional elite celebratoy
dinnersandentertainmentdespitebeingsocially circumscribedn their composition poth of
theaboveeventsvereheldin public,with the Gatesheag@ipe-makerédinnerhavingb hundr ed s
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of s p e c t aontobutmdtq the characterof theseeventsas demonstrationsof power,

maximizingtheir visibility andimpact.

It is significantto noteherethatthe tensiondn the constructionof powerwhich emergefrom
contrastinghe aboveentertainmentarethe sameasthetensionsarticulatedn thedifferences
between the delft and the porcelaunch bowlgsee 3.4). Tensions in the Wilkes and Liberty
movement thus existed at a range of scales which can be mapped fimiactioscaleto the

micro.

3.6 Consumptionin Context

This section more closely explores thaationship between consumption (particularly of
alcohol) and the Wilkes and Liberty movement. It focuses partlgudarconsumption in nen
domestic and public contextspmestic contexts having already been explored above. Whilst
many of thepunch bowlsdiscussed above, and particularly the porcelain bowls, were likely
intended for use in domestic contexts there is a strong possibility that some of tipel righft
bowlswere used in tavern contextdnfortunately however it is impossible based on avialiéa
sources to assert definite presences of Wifkitech bowlsn either tavern or domestic contexts
and it is essential to consider that, particularly delftware bowls hvaag been used in both.

Taverns did however possess and display other Wilkiterrabateilture (see for example the
45 branched candle, exhibited at the Sun Inn in Newcastle in 1770 (Sykes 1833) and it seems
highly likely that some also had Wilkite themeelssels for drinking alcohdl which is, after

all, one of the principle functiors tavern spaces.

3.6.1 Taverns, Inns, Ale and Coffeouses

The meanings gbunch bowlsfor the eighteentltentury individuals who commissioned and

used themcanonly fulybender st ood when t hese &Webstiemi cs
2015:94) Understanding the contexts in which the Wilkes and Libgutych bowlsvere likely

to have been used is thus essential if thegpteris to understand their meaning. This analysis
begns by considering taverns, inns and-btrises as well recognized arenas of subversive
discourse and protest in the péStott 1990:121)As Thompson(1963:5152) argued, the
cowntryside was owned by tlgentry and the towns by corrupt corporations, the chapel, tavern
and home became the only s padteosvn. linkas tbenefoteh e 0

in these places thdissentand subversive protest was fomented.

StephanieD u e n s thesiguéheraddsextureto understandinthecontextdn whichalcohol,

andparticularlypunch,wasconsumedexaminingthe archaeologicasignature®f a selection
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of tavernsjnnsandalehouseg eighteenthcenturylLondon(Duensing2014) Duensingargues
that the material culture presentwithin a t a v earchagaogicarecord can indicate the
clientelefor which it cateredwith different tavernscateing for pooreror wealthierpersons
respectively(ibid. 229). Duensingarguesthat by the eighteenthcentury, the tavernwas a
communalspacewith along tradition of facilitating political andsocial discourseaccessible
to individualsandgroupsfrom all strataof society(2014:16)In thisinstancethen,taverns,nns
and alehouss provided arenasfor political protestand subversivediscoursewhere the
transcriptsof dominationandresistanceéniddenin openinteractionswereallowedandindeed
encouragetb surfaceandbespokerandarticulated Thisis furtherarguedoy ChristinaParolin
(2010:281)who,in exploringtherelationshipbetweerthe CrownandAnchortavernin London
and the Radicalmovementof the 1790sarguesthat the site was perceivedby all asa site of
legitimateoppositionto the Government

Eighteenthcentury prints of taverns and inns are additionally helpful in facilitating
understandingsf how protesiandsubversiveactionscouldbecarriedoutthroughconsumption
practicesin thesespacesFig.16 is an excellent exampleof this, depictingthe interior of a
tavern/inn/alehousec.1770.Abovethe dooron theright is a print portraitof Wilkes afterthe
RobertEdgePineportraitwith asignbelowreadingdPunchin LargeQuantitie®makingaclear
associatiorbetweenpunchdrinking andthe Wilkes andLiberty movementHangingfrom the
ceiling is a cagedbird, a commonsymbolof the Wilkes andLiberty movementyepresenting
thedenialof liberty (Belden1967;Tague2010:112 SeealsoTague2015for explorationof the
parallelsdrawnin eighteentkcenturyBritain betweencaptivity in animalsandhumans) The
samebird cagemotif, butwith thebird takingflight (suggestingrestoratiorof Liberty) is well
exemplified on a Wilkes and Liberty ale flute (Fig.17) further suggestingthe connection
betweerthe movementsymbolismandalcoholconsumptionAs a print, Fig.16 wasdrawnto
show a wealth of Wilkite symbolismso it is important not to read it at face value as
representativef anaverageeighteentkcentury Englishtavernor alehousebut asa stylization
designedo showhow suchseeminglyubiquitousspacesould articulatepowerful statements

of radicalism.

Thetwo mensitting at thetableandthe soldieraresupposedlyengaged s e t thehfiairs of
then a t ioveradugof whatis probablyale andafew pipesof tobaccain front of aroaring
fire; the perfectimage of eighteent-century sociability and conviviality (Brewer 1997:34)
Behindthe bar, the landladyis pouringa small glassof alcoholfor a doctor(indicatedby his
carryinga bleedingbowl) asshestandsbesidea largebowl of punchwith aladle visible just

abovethe rim. This print suggestghatthe tavernwasa site where(mostly) mengatheredo
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settlethe affairs of the nation,engagingin convivial drinking to discussthe news,weather,
businesspolitics or any matterwhich may taketheir interest,(Brewer1997:34; Clark 1983)
As KarenHarvey arguesdn eighteentkcenturyBritain, excessivedrinking was regardecdby
manyasO ma mrldgonvivial, anaid to wit, goodhumourandfellowshipd(2012:184) Given
theforegroundingpf the materialtechnologie®f saciableconsumptionn Fig.16it is apparent
that drinking and smoking paraphernaliavere integral objectsin the mediationof political
dialogueandengagemenilhe presenc®f atleastthreepunchbowlsin the print, furthermore,
suggestghat thesevessés were deeplyentangledn similar sociableconsumption As Hall
argues,social encountersvere mediatedthrough material culture (2000:823), and through
their wine glassege.g.Fig.17), beermugsandclay pipesthe menin Fig.16 werepositioning
themséves in the world, articulatingtheir identitiesthrougha web of materialand spatial
practicesTheirconsumptionn atavernwhichhasWilkite overtonesnaythenfurtherinsinuate
into their identitiesa supportfor Wilkes and Liberty and a disaffectionwith the prevalent

discourseof power.

Of particularnotein this print arethe threepunchbowls storedupsidedown behindthe bar
which,althoughthereisnoway of provingthemto beWilkes andLiberty bowls,well illustrates
the presencef suchwaresin Taverncontexts particularin combinatiorwith the signreading
@®unchin Large Quantitie® That punchbowls were presentand accessiblén public places
suchastavernsenabledthe bowls to interactwith a far broaderaudiencethanif they were
ownedandkeptprivately.As JohnBrewer arguestavernscateredo customergrom all walks
of life (1997:34)thusanyindividual who entereda tavernwhich owneda Wilkes andLiberty

punchbowl! could materiallyengagewith themovement.

Theconcepiof encodingplacesasWilkite is exploredby Brewer(1983:367)who argueghat
themarkingof individuals,objeds, placesor structuresvith thesymbolicnumberd 4 Br@ught
themwithin the Wilkite realm,markingthemout asmaterialisation®f radicalpolitics. If this
wastrue for a numberit wascertainlyalsotrue for a reproducedmageof Wilkes, a Wilkite

slogan,or otherWilkite symbolssuchasthe cagedbird. Evenhavingthe print portraitabove
the door asis seenin Fig.16 would have contributedto encodethe spaceas being Wilkite,

transformingthe doorwayinto a thresholdto a Wilkite place.

An importart aspecbf the symbologyof dissentandradicalism(asnotedat 3.5.2)is therole
of polysemyand amlguity in creatingan avenuefor the public expressionof a hidden
transcript.In Fig.16 all of the symbolismand imageryis deniableas to its meaningand

intention. It is also noticeablethat the punchbowls on the shelvesbehindthe bar are stored

82



inverted, partly to keepdustfrom settlingin them, but also hiding their interior decorations,
slogansandmottoesThis deniabilityandambiguityof meanirg is animportantweaponof the
weak as Scott argues;dwhat permits subordinategroupsto undercutthe authorizedcultural
normsis the fact that cultural expressiorby virtue of its polyvalentsymbolismand metaphor
lendsitself to disguise By the subtleuseof codesonecaninsinuateinto aritual, a patternof
dress,a song,a story, meaningsthat are accessibleto oneintendedaudienceand opaqueto
anotheraudienceheactorswishto exclude.6(1990:158) Thuswhilst theremaybeacollection
of imagery in Fig.16 all of which may have radical, subversiveor dangerousmeaningif
understoodandinterpréedin a certainway, noneof it directly or openlyarticulatedseditious,

treasonousr libeloussentiments.

Fig. 17 Wilkes and Liberty Engraved Ale Flutd.aurie Leigh Antiques W1382 [205mm
height]

In the instances of taverns, inns andladeises then, spaces for protest and subversion (in these
instance Wilkite) were created thr@h the sructured use of iconography, symbology and
objects which together contributed to codifying a space, shaping its meaning as an arena where
individuals could congregate and engage in subversive protest and dissent. This use of
ambiguous and polysems icongraphy and symbology in the codification of taverns fits with
Scottds argument t hat-centunnBsitaimrapdesesimceewheresthei n e
hidden transcript was least inhibited by control, surveillance and domination by an elite
(1990:120) In these spaceScottarguessubaltern individuals could congregate to tadely
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and to express themselves in ways which were otherwise impossible in simdejy The

material culture of the Wilkes and Liberty movement thus combined with the nature of the

tavern as a site of subversive protest to mutually reinforce eaeh etith Wilkite objects

helping to codify the tavern as a haven for subversive politics and the nature of the tavern as a
traditional arena of liberty and licen§&ohnson 1996:186Y hat taverns, inns analehouses

were perceived of and used as arenas for political discourse and subversion is exemplified
further in severalasesfos edi t i on made by the Treasury Sol.
Proceedings during the mildte eighteenth century. Between ¢.1740 and ¢.1790 a significant
number of the cases marked for sedi takign (par:'t
place in public drinking establishments (TNA: TS 11/179(78& 11/424/1288 TS

11/803/2624 TS 11/506/1662TS 11/944/3433). All relate either to acts of Jacobitism or

actions directly wishing harm upon the King or Queen. This focus is to beteaggea that

the law was only interested in individuals who were undertaking actions directly related to the

monarchy. Subversive political discourse was not, in atbetexts, illegal

All of these cases refer to seditious words uttered in tasatings, irdicatingthat subversive,

and occasionally seditious, discourse from the lesl@sses was taking place in such places.

An example of such a case is that against John Nuttall of Lancaster in 1793 (TS 11/506/1662)

who did, on oath of a witnes&;ill a glas of beer and drank it off at the same time giving and
expressing the followingworddiHe r e 6s damnat i on itttiond &dmphadlsi ng an o

sic.)

The tavernsalehousesnd inns of eighteentbentury England held a central role as spaces
where hiddenranscripts could be unveiled and made manifest. Through the carefully designed
and orchestrated connections of people, objects, spaces and actions; places in which hidden
transcripts of protest were created, facilitating and encouraging the assemfdiyvaiuials

with shared values. As Scott argues:

Theimportanceof thetavernor its equivaleniasa site of antihegemonicliscourse
lay lessin thedrinking it fosteredor inits relativeinsulationfrom surveillancehan
in the fact that it was the main point of unauthorisecassemblyfor lower-class

neighboursandworkers
(Scott1990:122)

S ¢ o {ibid9 aagumenthattheimportanceof thetavernwasasameetingplaceappear®verly

simplistic when appliedto eighteenthcentury examples.Tavernswere by no meanspurely
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subalterror lower-classvenuesanddrewa muchbroaderclientele,not all of whomsharedthe
sameviews (Brewer1997:34).This is well exemplifiedin the abovetrials for seditionwhich
reveal that not all tavernssharedin an 6 | o-wlas sfi@ternal identity of protestand that
expressingthe wrong sentimentin front of the wrong people was liable to securetheir
disapprovalln thisway,thematerialcultureof asitewasessentiain signallingto anindividual

whetherit wasa safespacefor voicing dissentandprotest.

Hall (Hall 2009:11)makesan interestingparallel observationin consicering markets Hall
arguesthat éa delimited spacesuchasa market(allowedon specifieddaysandin a bounded
place) may in reality be within the frame of F o u ¢ apahoptidos;that the controlled
opportunityfor the colonialsubjectto let off steamard to believethattherewasanopportunity
for resistancavasin itself part of the processesf controld (Stallybrass& White 1986) This
arguments eminentlyapplicableto taverns,jnns andale-houseswvhich alsorepresentedree
spacedor protestsbut werein reality delimitedand controlledarenadacilitating the illusion
of afreespacdor protestbutcouldneverbeperfectlysafeor sequesterefilom elite surveillance
andwerein reality increasinglysaturatedvith Governmenspiesandinformers asthe century

woreon (McCalman1987)

It is interestingo considetthatit wasonly whenprotestanddissentpilledinto the streetghat
the Governmentook a stanceagainstit andbroughtthe force of the law andits enforcersto
bear. This is apparentin the way that the material expressionf the Wilkes and Liberty
movementdespitebeingreadily presenin tavernandinn settings did not attractany legal or
Governmerdl attentionwhilst streetprotestotherthanthoseorganisedy the socialelites(for
example the Cappadoan Entertainmentin Newcastle (Sykes 1833:272) were heavily
suppressedndresultedn custodialpunishmen{seefor examplethe MansionHouseagitation
in London (OBP 1768). The prime exampleof coercive Goverrment repressions the St.
Ge or gield@dma s swahich resditedin military intervention (Rudé 1962:51) These
instanceghus demonstratehat subalternengagementvas toleratedby the elite authorities

providedit waswithin delimitedcircumstacesandplacesundertheir control.

3.7  Public and Hidden Transcripts of Wilkes and Liberty

The Wilkes and Liberty movement was an international phenomemiodted in myriad

ways. As a macrgcale movement which brought together people from diverse social
groupings under one overarching banner it was inevitably subject to internal tensions, anxieties
and struggles over the discourse of power, status anddigrdetween more dominant and

powerful activists and less powerful subalterns. @b f t he movement 6s sup
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themselves to be subordinated, regardiesghomthey were subordinated. The movement was
thus engaged with two core discoursépower which thishapterhas elucidated; an internal
discourse within the movemerand an external discourse in a national context. Gtmépter

has explored how both of these discourses were embodied within the Wilkes and Liberty

movement, in materi@ulture, space, place and action.

Internally, the Wilkes and Liberty movement was cosgd of a complex network of
statements differently interwoven into antagonistic public and hidden transcripts. The public
transcript was | ar ¢gmidding sowvand politi@lrcidss, although théyo mi n a n
were themselves subaltern to landeditgy and aristocracyyho controlled the typical forms

and sites of discourse through carefully crafted statements of their power and position intended
to be read, uretstood and assimilated by their subalterns. The hidden transcript of the
movement wasisultaneously being written by subalterns who exploited ambiguities and ill
defined statements to challenge the veracity and limits of the public transcript. Thr@ugh th
struggle of hidden and public transcripts the internal discourse of power in thesVeitk

Liberty movement was perpetually mediated and renegotiated, with the dominant activists
fighting to both maintain their social status and power in the face bitiaas subalterns and

to articulate their discontent with the discourse of power aliticgsat a national scale.

Thecompetingnternalhiddenandpublic transcriptswithin the Wilkes andLiberty movement
were materialisedas tensionsembodiedin the variousobjects,places,actionsand reactions
which were engagedwith by Wilkes and Liberty activists;tensionsborn out of anxieties,
amongstthe dominantas to their statusand power. Throughthis chapte® £xaminationof
Wilkes andLiberty punchbowlswithin H a | dn@Ssc o anal@tisalframeworkof transcripts
anddiscoursegHall 2000; Scott 1985 1990), the tensionsbetweendominantand subaltern
which characterizediscoursef Wilkes andLiberty havebeenlaid bare.Thesebowlsthushint
attheinternaldiscourse®f powerandcontrolwithin theWilkes andLiberty movement with
the dominantparty constantlyassertingandreassertingheir powerover anddifferencefrom

thesubalterractivistsin the movement.

The measuresakenby the dominantpatiesin assertinghis differenceandin controllingthe
sitesof discoursehint atthar anxietiesovertheir own positionsandthussimultaneouslyeveal
their awarenessof a subalternhidden transcript constantly subverting domination. The
statementsf powerby dominantpartieswithin the Wilkes andLiberty movementoweverare
not confined to punchbowls and as the secondpart of this chapterhas arguedwere also

articulatedthroughthe usesof spaceandplace(tavernsandworkshops) Ambiguitieswithin
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thesestatementsvere exploitedby subalternsas avenueghroughwhich they could mediate
theiraspirationgo improvetheir positionsthroughpolitical reform. Thetensionsn theinternal
discourseof powerin the Wilkes andLiberty movementwere thus materialisedat a rangeof
scalesfrom the micro examplesof punchbowls and individud objectsto macro city-wide

celebration@andevennationaloccasions.

Externallythe Wilkes andLiberty movementwasperceivedaslargely embodiedoy subaltern
activiam, seekingredressof the nationalpowerdynamic.The punchbowls, and particularly
those of thedominantWilkes andLiberty activists,materialisea guardedaspirationto greater
power and/or social status.The fusion of Wilkes and Liberty with elite forms of material
culture, and traditional forms of celebrationoffered the movementan averue of expression
which wasboth easilylegible asarticulatingprotestagainstraditionalpolitical poweryet also
deniableasto any libelous, seditiousor treasonousneaningsin the face of Governmerdl
repressionambiguityin the meaningsf a statenentof protestwereessentiato safeguarding
themessenger.

The Wilkes andLiberty movementwasthusa movementdeeplyentangledvith discourse®f
poweratarangeof scalesin all of the statementsf thesediscoursesiowever,andregardless
of the sale of the statementa consistentepertoireof stratagemsvereemployedby thosein
dominant and subaltern positions to articulate transcripts of power and dissent. These
stratagem®f ambiguity, mimicry and disguiseare repeatedlyencounteredn the following
chaptes of this thesis.
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Chapter 4 Contestingthe Town Moor
NewcastleuponT y n &cdvsMoor hasacomplexhistoryasa contestedpaceandits present
form is a palimpsestmaterialisinga seriesof strugglesover power,liberty andpropertyfrom
the later-eighteenthcenturythroughto the modernday (See.Fig.18 for the modernboundary
of the Town Moor, largelyunchangeaincethe endof the eighteenttcentury)

@ Rfyal Victoria Infirmary
27 (M)
& Newcastle City Hall
St. James' Park © Q) intu Eldon Square
8
The Gate
Gateshead
annium Bridae ™
Discovery Museum © Millennium Bridge
Sage Gateshead
@ Centre for Life SageiGaleshead @
Metro Radio Arena
-~ 2 o yk
Google & ‘

Fig. 18 Map of NewcastlkeiponTyne slbwing historic extent of the Town Moor outlinec
blue. Green areas are still open pasture. Base map from Google (2017)

Throughouttheeighteentttentury, TheTownMoor wascharacterizetby its multi-faceteduses
as amongotherthings grazinglandfor thetownB u r g € salleeagaeground,acow-fair,

amilitary encampmendndacolliery. TheTown Moor wasfurtherdistinguishedy its complex

8 Burgesses aranferchangeably also referred to as Freemen throughout this thesis reflecting the synonymity of
these terms as referenced in primsources.
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statuswithin N e w ¢ a $dliticad <plsere asan appurtenancef the town, technicallyowned
by the Burgessedut administeredby the city Corporatior? It was within this context of
multiple usesandintereststhat deepseatedersionsbetweenthe Corporationof Newcastle
uponTyneandthe city Freemereruptedduring the Town Moor affair (17714). In this affair
the Corporationleaseda parcelof the Town Moor for arablefarming againsthe wishesof the
Freemerwhosecattletraditionally enjoyedpasturageon the ground.Following a determined
andvaried campaignof resistanceagainstthe lease(seesection4.2), the lesseeof the newly
enclosedground broughta lawsuit for trespassagainsttwo of the c i t lgadirsy Freemen
(Nathanel Baylesand Henry Gibson).This lawsuit was settledin a landmarkcourt casein
which SerjeantlohnGlynn, a famedlawyer and closeassociatef JohnWilkes (seechapter

threefor furtherdiscussiorof Wilkes), actedascounselfor the Freemed defence

Focussing on the exampletbe Town Mootthis chapterexamines how the discourse of power

in NewcastleuponTyne was negotiated through diverse material and spatial strategies. These
strategies particularly focused on mediating rights of access andshn®/of the Town
Moorwhi ch foll owing the Cor por aéatamgiblétargebont ocr
whichtheFreemercould focus their protests. The resulting contest and political struggle within
the cityds body p otheiwhole@nglghore worltamdes exemglifeedin i o n
a column orthe Town Moor Affair and subsequdParliamenary electonsin Newcastlavhich
wasprintedin the Virginia Gazette(September 28 1774, p.1) The results of this period of

political turmoil in Newcastltec ont i nues to <characterize th

governanceventoday.

4.1  Political Place

As anexampleof a politically entangledolace,N e w ¢ a §dwh Madrshasbeenwell drawn

upon by historians;particularly by ThomasKnox (1979)who, in his studyof Newc ast | e 6
eighteentkcenturypolitics, greatlyemphasisedhe impactof the Town Moor affair. Therole

of the Town Moor in theregionalpolitics of NewcastleuponTyne hasfurther beenexplored

by JohnBrewer(1976) lain Christie(1962) KathleenWilson (1998)andRachelHammersley
(2005;2014)eachplacinga differentemphasion the significanceof why andhow the Town

Moor wasmobilizedasa politicized space.

Brewer, Christie, Wilson and Knox each employ the Town Moor affair as a casestudy

demongrating the regional influence and expressionof the Wilkes and Liberty movement

® The City Corporation was akin to the modern City Council, responsible for the day to day economic and civic
admiristration of the city of Newcastle upon Tyne. Its roles, composition and structure is explored below in section
4.2 and section 4.3.
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beyondthe Metropolisalthoughnonereachany consensusntherecursivempactof thislocal
affair on nationalradicalism.Knox for examplearguesstronglythatthe Town Moor only had
alimited impactonvoting in the 1774 electionsasit wasalocal issuewhich, althoughlinked
with the wider Wilkes andLiberty Movement,constitutedust oneissuein an electionfought
onawide frontage(Knox 1979:234) Wilson (1998)converselyandmoreconvincindy argues
that the Town Moor affair was inextricably entangle with the wider Wilkes and Liberty
movementthroughthe involvementof Wi | krighd-ltandman, SerjeantJohnGlynn whose
role in the affair will be exploredin greaterdetail below (4.4,4.5). Whatis clearfrom all of
thesestudieshoweveris thatthe pditical contextof latereighteenthcenturyNewcastleupont
Tyne was heavily crosscutwith themesof radicalismand traditionalism,nationaland local
issuesandfurthermoreexistedalwaysagainsthebackdropof thedeeplyengrainedelationship
betweenthe Guilds and Corporationof the city (this relationshipis exploredmore fully in
section4.2.1).

Importantly,Hammersleymovedthe debateover the Town Moor beyonda focuson regional
Wilkism ard insteadexploresits impacton otherradical activistsand agitators,particularly
ThomasSpenceand JeanPaul Marat, both of whom were significantfiguresin the radical
political sceneof 1770sNewcastle Hammersleg sesearchdemonstrateslearly the impact
which the eventssurroundingthe Town Moor affair had on the later political ideals and
activities of Spence,and particularly his plan for the reorganisationof land-ownership
accordingo parishegHammersley014:41) In demonstratinghisinfluential role of the Town
Moor affair, Hammersleyelevatesthe significanceof the contestitself (even without the
interventionof SerjeanGlynn) beyondthesmallscaleocalsignificanceascribedo it by Knox,
Wilson and others,into a macraescalenational and internationalcontext of radicalismand

revolutionaryprotestoverliberty, propertyandland-ownership.

Much of this pastscholarshp on the Town Moor affair hasfocusedheavily on the extensie

textual sourcesheld within the archivesof the various Guilds of Newcastle Thesesources
presentan imageof the affair asa contestfought solely throughthe courtsand presentinga
confusedarrayof understandingsf therole andmeaningof the Town Moor within thepolitical
andsocialmilieux of the City. The presenstudylikewisereliesheavily on the textualsources
butusesthemin adifferentmanneryeadingandcomparingtextualaccountsandmining them

for inconsistenciesinddisjunctionswith othersources particularly readinghistoric mapping

asa culturally inscribedsource constructedn the samewaysastexts,objectsandplaces By
consideringtextual, materialand spatialsoucesasentangledn aé weobt r an sthese pt s 0
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sourcexanbereferencedothagainsteachotherasrecursivelyforming andbeingformedby

anoverarchingdiscoursgHall 2000:17)

Relying on textualsourcess particulaly necessaryn this chapterin partdueto therebeing
little availablematerialculture,with the few surviving objects(suchasthe Town Moor rings
Fig.26 andcufflinks Fig.25 beingcompletelydivorcedfrom contextand with the placesof
study themelves being palimpsestsre-worked and heavily alteredin the yearssince the
eighteenthcentury. By uniting textual, materialand spatial sources this study differs from
earlierscholarshipon the Town Moor which solelyrelied on whatwasrepresenteth textsto
gaugepopularopinionsof later eighteentkcenturyradicalism.The materialand spatialfocus
employedin this casestudy demonstrateshat radical sentimentin latereighteenthcentury
Newcastlewas not only articulatedthrough,acts,speechand print but was also materialised

andengageadvith in the quotidianplacesandspace®f the City itself.

This chapterfurther offers the first detaled study of the Town Moor affair since Reverend
JamedMu r r a7y Aaccountof the affair The Contest(Murray 1774). This chapterexplores
the strugglesoveraccesspwnershipandrightsin the Town Moor examiningit asa statement
of thediscoursesf liberty, propertyandimprovementwhichwasconstantlybeingreinterpreted
andrenegotiatedhroughthe interplay of hiddenand public transcripts.The presentanalysis
thereforeexaminesthe Town Moor affair in comparisorwith other, often lesshigh profile,
protesteventsin which similar strategiesvereemployedandusingthe materialdimensionsof
theaffair to augmentour understandingf howthe Town Moor functionedasalocusof protest
not just for the Freemenof the Guilds but for the wider populaceof NewcastleuponTyne.
Throughthis approach this study revealsa broad participationby N e w ¢ a pdpulatod,s
deploying a variety of both overt and covert strategies,in the political struggleswhich
characterisethec i tpypli6ical landscapef thel1770s.

4.2  The Contesti Owning and Controlling the Town Moor
In order to contextualisethe 17711774 Town Moor affair it is essentialto explore how
ownershipandcontroloverthelandscapeavasperceivedoy boththe FreemerandCorporation

of Newcastleduringthelatereighteenttcentury.

The Town Moor affair was contesed by two bodies,the plaintiff, JoshuaHopperlesseeof a
pacelof groundontheTownMoor, andthedefendantghargedvith trespasdNathanieBayles
and Henry Gibson who were both Burgessesand membersof a committeeof Freemen
enquiringasto the rights by which landsof the Town Moor were leas@ by the Common

Council. The Town Moor casewastried in front of a specialjury atthe Newcastle
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Assizes on the 1DAugust 1773 in a legal contest to decide who possessed theaigbntrol

the moor.

4.2.1 The Configuration and Hierarchy of the Corporatian

As anancientmercantilecity, N e w ¢ a gdveérmarica/asdivestedirom thecrownor lord of
themanorduringthe middle agesandwasbestowediponthe guilds of the city who werelater
incorporatednto the City Corporation(Brand1789).As governingbodies,the Guildsandthe
Corporationwere thus closely interwoven (see Fig.19), with the Common Council (the
Cor p o r stderingbady sndthe Aldermen(electedfrom the CommonCouncl to meet
twice yearly at the behesbf the Mayor to regulatethe by-lawsof the city), both beingelected
from the Freemen The electionsfor CommonCouncil and Aldermenwere undertakerby a
body of twelve permanen€Electorswho hadthe franchiseto electtheir own membersfrom
CommonCouncilmenandalsoto electthe Mayor, ChamberlainSerjeantat Maceand Sheriff.
(TWA - MD.NC/D/2/5electoralrolls for the CommonCouncilandAldermendemonstratéhis
electoral system).This entanglemenbf Guild and Corporation establisheda theoretically
accountablesystemof governancewithin the City with the Corporationssteeringbody, the
CommonCouncil,composedrom the Freementhus,theoreticallyensuringhattheFreemeid s

wisheswereatthe heartof theCommonC o u n adtidn® s

As the Town Moor affair underlinedhowever this structureof the Corporationpresentedn
outdatedsystermof governanceulnerableto exploitationandcorruptionthroughnepotismand
patronageFor example whenthe Town Moor affair first eruptedin 1771, the Mayor wasSir
Walter Blackett both a Magistrate (aspart of the office Mayor) andMP for Newcastle who
forcefully backedhecauseof the CorporatiorandMagistracyin theirassumedight to enclog
the Town Moor without the conentof the BurgessesThe vulnerability of the Corporationto
corrupton and exploitation is further indicated by Mackenziewho describesthe mayoral
electionprocessn 1827:

Eachof the twelve mysteries|Guilds] of the town nameand presenttwo men.
Thes 24delegates;alledformerelectorselecttheold mayorandthreealdermen.
Thefour thuselectedthenelectandaddto their own body sevenaldermenand
onepersonwho eitheris or hasbeena sheriff of thetown; or, if theycannotfind
sevenaldernen, they haveto electeight personswho havebeensheriffs; or, if
they cannoffind thesetheyhaveto electeightBurgesseslheold mayorandthree
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Fig. 19 Diagram demonstrating the organisation and composition of Neweastie Tyne
City Corporation. Arrows indicate progression in office. (Data from Mackenzie 1827)
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aldermenwhenjoinedto theseeight,arecalledthetwelvefirst electors Eachof
the twelve mysteriesnext sendone of their body, out of which the first electors
choosesix, who, joinedto themselvesmakeeighteerelectors Eachof thefifteen
by-tradesalsochooseoneof their body, who againchoosetwelve Freemenout
of which the eighteen electorsbefore mentionedchoosesix, makingin all the
numberof twenty-four electors;which twenty-four, or the greaterpart of them,
electthe mayor, recorder,and other officers. Thereare, accordingto this plan,
severelectionsbeforethe actualelection! But all the puzzlingintricacy which it

exhibitswill befound,on examination,a despicablenockeryof independence.
(Mackenziel827:611)

Thisremarkablyconvduted systemof electionmeantthatmuchof the powerrestedwith those
who alreadyhad power, excellentfor the stability of the governingbody but dangerousand
damagingto ary notion of accountability Thus, the Freemenof Newcastle,through this

electaal systemweregraduallyalienatedrom the upperechelonsf the Corporation.

4.2.2 Origins of the 177134 Affair
The origins of the contestoverthe Town Moor, asperceivedby supprtersof the Burgesses,
aremostclearlyrelatedby the Revd.JamedMurray, a ScottishPresbyteriamissentingadical

whoseministry wasbasedn High Bridge,Newcastle(Murray 1774:2431).

Severalearsbeforethis [the 1773Town Moor trial] happeneda petitionhadbeen
presentedwhen Sir Walter was mayor, from the Burgessego the Magistrates,
requestinga partof the Town moorto beinclosed[sic.], let, and cultivated;andthe
rentappliedto therelief of theindigentFreemenandtheir widows. Sir Walter,on
behalf of the Magistratesat that time, replied, that sucha thing was not in their

power,withoutanactfor thatpurposebeingfirst obtained.

But soonafter the petitioningwasover, it unfortunatelyenterednto the headsof
someof theMagistrateto encloseandlet partof it, withoutthe Burgessesorsent,
or entrustingthemwith the managementanddrawing,anddistributingthe rent :-
this madethe Freemenvery uneasy,and almostunanimously,beganopenly to
opposewhat,afew yearsbefore,the Magistrateshemselve®wnedthey could not

legally do.

(Murray 1774:2425)
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The pre-existenceof tensionsbetweenthe Burgessesnd Corporationare further apparenin
the minutesof the CommonCouncil (TWA- MD/NC/2/6 p.115)in which a meetingbetween
the Stewardsof the Guilds (burgessesindthe Mayor (corporation)on the 14" May 1771is
recordedIn this meeting the Stewardgproposed t h@mmitteeof six of thembeappointed
to examineinto the rights by which any roadsoverthe Town Moor wereheldore nj og 6 d 6 ;
propostion to which the Mayor and CommonCouncil gavetheir assentThus,the committee
whichwaslaterto takea centralrolein the Town Moor affair wasformedconsistingof selected
Guildsmenby the namesof ThomasMaude, NathanielBayles, AlexanderAdams, William
Smith, Matthew Laidler and William Addison. The formation of this committeeis a clear
indicationof therising tensionsoverthe managemendf the Town Moor andthelegitimacyof
power exercisedby the Corporationin managingit. It is also clearfrom the purposeof this
committeehattheconcerrof theFreemerwasovertheleasingof groundto individualsoutside

of the Corpordion andGuilds.

Table 3 Brief timeline of the primary eventsconstitutingthe Town Moor Caseof 17711774

Date Event

318t Decemberl771 | CommonCouncilminutesits intentionto leasea portionof the
Town Moor for Improvement

4™ January1772 Advertsappeain N e w ¢ a sidwkpap@ror the leaseof
groundin the Town Moor (see.Fig.22

20" January1772 JoshuaHopperof Tursdalenr. Durhamis leasedhe groundfor
12 yearsundertheagreementhathewill improveit using
suitableagricultual methodsandmeansRentedat 1sp.a.for
thefirst two yearsand£10pafor theremainingten.

16" June 1772 JoshuaHopperpetitionsthe CommonCouncilto give up his
leaseon the groundsof the damagesndmischiefsdoneto his
farm. CommonCouncilrejectthis motionandsuggeshetakes
legalactionagainsthe perpetrators.

10" August 1773 NewcastleAssizesareheld,anda suit of trespasss brought
againstNathanielBaylesandHenry Gibson[Burgesses].
Successfullydefendedyy SerjeanGlynn MP for Middlesex

1774 TheTown Moor Act is passedecuringtherightsof the
Burgessesf Newcastle-uponTynein managinghelandof the
Town Moor
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This motion for the establishmenbf a committeeandits focus on the roadsover the Town
Moor waslikely the resultof deepseatedensionsoriginatingin 1764whenWilliam Ord of
Fenham(who just so happenedo be High Sheriff of Northumberlandand a closefriend of
Ne w c a sMayoeAalterBlackett)appliedsuccessfullyo build awayleaveacrosghe Town
Moor linking his FenhamEstatewith the WesternTurnpike (Fig.19). As Murray records
(1774:22),this wasthe first differencebetweenMagistratesand Burgesseandwasdueto a
confusionoverthetermsof theleasebetweerthetwo parties6 T Buwgesseshoughthe[Ord]

hada right to a bridle way, but not to breakthe soil andcastup materialsfor a carriageway 1

theMagistratesandCommonCouncilthoughttheyhadarightto let andleaseeverythingwhich
belongedto the Co r p o r @btd.). @he .Cdorporatiois grant to Ord for a carriagevay
ultimately resulted(like the later Town Moor affair) in a lawsuit broughtby Ord againstone
0 Wh i tortihelireakingup of theroadfrom FenhamGateoverthe Town Moor (NCA- NRO
324/F.2/27(Fig.20)). In this trial, tried atthe K i n @dnehin London (anindicationof the
seriousnessof the case), Whitby, and therein the Freemed scause, was defeatedin

circumstancebroughtaboutby 6 mi s ma n arg é m & raimtleetrigl lurray 1774:22).

Tensionsbetweenthe Freemenmand CommonCouncil continuedto rise throughoutthe later
1760swith theWilkes andLiberty movementakingacentralrolein providingavenuesor the
articulation of the Burgessesanxietiesover the increasinglyautocraticCorporation.These
tensionshave beenwell exemplified in the previouschaptey particularly in the structured
differentiationand mimicry which characterizedhe April 1770 celebrationgsection3.5.2;
Sykesl1833).Thecentralityof the Wilkes andLiberty movemento thetensionsetweerGuild
andCorporations furtherapparenin therefusalof WalterBlackettandMatthewWhite Ridley
[MPsfor Newcastleandmembersof the CommonCouncil] to present petitionto theKing for
thereleasef WilkesfromtheK i n BemahGaolin 1769(Murray 1774:23) This dismissalbf
the Burgesseswishesby the city Magistracywill certainly havecontributedto the feeling of
disenfranchisemerdmongstthe Guilds and deepenedhe gulf betweenthemselvesand the
CommonCouncil.(Therole of the Wilkes andLiberty Movementin radicalizihngNe wc ast | e d s

Guildsis exploredin section4.6.1)

The 1760sin NewcastleuponTyne wasthusa decadeof setbacksdefeas andinsultsfor the
Burgesseswhich seemsonly to havehardenedheir resolveto resistdominationby the elite
manageriabodiesof the Corporationwherevermossible.The growing discordand animosity
betweenthe Freemenand Corporationboth ultimately escalatedn the early 1770sinto the
TownMoor Affair. Whilst therationaleinformingthedecisionof theCommon Councilin 1771

to enclosea parcelof the Town Moor for leaseis difficult to define,theyweredoubtless
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embolderdby theirsuccessn the Ord affair andtheirincreasingstrengthasalegislativebody.
However,the Freemeb sefusalsto acquiesceo the Corporationandtheir useof the Wilkes
andLiberty movementasanavenueo expresgrievancesgainstheCorpa a t iperceites
despoticautocracymusthavebeena sourceof anxietyfor the Corporation.A tensionis thus
evidentherebetweerthe Corporatiorandthe Freemenwherethe Corporatiortried to maintain
their power againstthe wishesof the Freemenwhilst simultaneouslybeing composedof
Freemen This anxiety may in part be the reasonwhy the Corporationfelt the needto
continuallyassertandreassertheir poweranddominanceoverthe Freemerthroughdictating
themanagemerandusesof the Town Moor anddecidingthe political inclinationsof the City
withoutreferenceo thegrassroot8urgessesrlhe continualpatternof assertiorandresistance
betweerthe CorporatiorandFreemerthroughouthe 1760sthusembodiesvhatHall termsthe
0 p Ibetweemublictranscriptdassetionsof powerby the Corporationjandhiddentranscripts
[resistancefrom the Freemeh &vhich constitutesthe discourseof history as it unfolds
(2000:17).

4.3  Conceptualisatins of the Town Moor

4.3.1 TheTown Moor as Pseud@€ommon

TheTown Moor itself, asa piece of land, existedambiguouslywithin the political landscap®f
NewcastleuponTynewith boththe Burgessesndthe Corporationableto legitimatelyclaim
controlof its managemenilhe land wasnot technicallycommonin thetraditionalsenseasit
wasnat associateavith a manorialholdingandnor wasit privatelandin atrueform ratherit
washeldin asortof 6 t r witk thedreemerastrusteesl havethereforeoptedto cointheterm
0 p s ecuodnom asa &belto be applied to the Town Moor. This term allows a definitionin
which whilst the land itself was not true common,it held many of the sameroles and was

consideredn muchthe sameway astraditionalmanorialcommonland.

Within N e w ¢ a sfrarheavdrksof governane, the Town Moor was consideredas an
appurtenancef thetown asdecreedy Edwardlll in 1357;6 e \siacetheBurgesseandtheir
pr ed e c gansedthesaidtown with its appurtenancegthey] haveheld the samemoor
andthel a n dséelongingto thet o w(Bréand1789:432) As an appurtenancef thetown,
the Town Moor mustthereforebe consideredas similar to commonland thoughdifferentin
thatit wastheorgically jointly ownedamongsthe Freemerof the City. The Town Moor was
howevercommunallyowned and managedwith communalrights of herbageestoversand
rightsin thesoil for diggingcoal,stoneandotherminerals(Boume 1736:150) The TownMoor

wasthususedthroughoutheeighteenttcenturyin muchthesameway asanyregularlydefined
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commonland;for grazing,coalmining, horseracing,fairs, military encampmentandreviews
andpublicexecutionslin thisway,the Town Moor fulfilled manyof thepurpose®f traditional
commonlandwhilst alsoallowing the Burgessesf thetown a greate stakein its management

anduses.

Therole of the Town Moor asa pseudecommonis furtherdemonstrateth theadvertisements
for horseracesheld uponthe ground, suchasthe following from 1725which read:drhis is to
give notice,that no Foreignerfdenoting someonevho wasnot a Burgessof NewcastleJshall
haveLiberty to breakGroundon the Town-Moor, setup a Tentor Hut, retail any Liquors, that
is not a subscriberto the Inn-keepersP | a(NeavoastleCourant 17" April, 1725p.12). This
advertiserent providesa valuableexampleof the regulationsplaceduponthe Town Moor by
the CommonCouncilin the interestof protectingthe exclusivity of the Freemeid privileged

right to benefitfrom theland.

As grassrootsmembersof the Corporation,the individual Freemeneachheld a stakein the
TownMoor andwereindividually vestedwith rightsof accesandherbaggSeeBirtles 1999:83
for a comparablelefinition of this systemasé C o mnnoGr o sThdserightsweresecured
and reinforcedby the Burgesseghroughtheir continuousexercisesince time immemorial
(generallyany period over 20 yearsof continuoususage)and were usedprincipally for the
purposeof grazingcattleto provideincomeandsupportfor the widowed, poor andinfirm of
thevariousGuilds. This usagewvasemphasisethy SerjeantGlynnin the 1773courtcase that
0 t giteationof the poor Burgessesand their widows, who receivedgreatbenefitsfrom the
pasturag®f thecommonandwho wereenabledy thatassistanceo rearuptheir children,and
to administercomfortto ageandinfirmity; thatmanyof his clientshadtheir solerelianceon
thesecomparativelysmalla d v a n t(LarglenBveningPost 17" August 1773p.4emphasis
my own). The Town Moor thereforeprovidedessentiasuccourfor the mostdisadvantaged

Burgesses.

TheCity Corporatiorwasalsoawatke of therelief affordedby the Town Moor to the Burgesses
asdemonstrateth theterminologyof their 1771orderto enclosea parcelof the Moor. In the
phrasingof this order,the CommonC o u n aninlitebsoksare keento emphasisehat the
actionwasin the bestinterestsof the Burgessegyarticularlybecause t teregainedfrom the
groundwasto be distributedamongstthe stewardsof the variouscompaniego be divided
betweerthe poorandwidowedof the Guilds (TWA- MD/NC/2/6 p.135).By enclosingpart of
themoorwith theintentionof generatingnoneyfor therelief of thepoar, the CommonCouncil

wasin fact following the exampleof numeroustherparishesacrossEngland.As SaraBirtles
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arguesp P a r alsodresvsetparcelsof commonlanddirectly into thecharity structure This
could happenin one of two ways: commonland could be enclosedand useddirectly by the
pooror it couldbeenclosedandlet outto raisemoneyfor theirb e n gf99916@).

A tensionarisesherein thatboth Freemerand Corporationemphasisethe role of the Town
Moor asa meansof alleviating the hardshipsof the poorestmembersof the town, yet both
advocateddivergent managementstrategies,suggestinga disjuncturein the ideological

foundationsof howtheyconceivedf themoorasameaningfulplaceandasafunctionalspace

4.3.2 TheTown Moor as anmprovable Asset of the Corporation

Table 4. Outline ofthe major acts of improvement to take place on Newcastle Town Moor
between 1700 and 1Z{Data from Brand 1789)

Date |ImprovingAct

1710 |Haining[enclosing]of theLeazes

1739 | TheTown Moor Colliery advertisedor lease

1747 | MorpethTurnpikeconstrution started

1753 | Pontelandlrurnpikeconstructiorstarted

1756 | 75£votedby the CommonCouncilto paytowardsimprovingthe RaceGround

1764 | Wm Ord grantedaleasefor awayleavefrom FenhanmEstateto Pontelandlurnpike

1770 | A newwaterreservoircongructedatthe SouthernEnd of the Town Moor

1771 | A parcelof the Moor westof the PontelandTurnpike leasedto JoshuaHopperto

improveandfarm

Whilst the Town Moor played a critical role as a pseadmmon for the benefit of the
Burgesses of the city, it is also important to consttlerrole of the land as an asset of the

Corporation to be improved and used to advantagesT he Cor por ati onos
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body managing the Town Moor entitled it to act in the interest of the Burgesses as a whole in
improving the ground for the befit of all. This was an entitlement which the Common Council
exercised throughout theidation of the eighteenth century as can be se&€abife.4with only

the 1764 Ord lease and the 1771 Hopper lease incurring resistance from the Freemen.

Thedrive to improvethe Town Moor likely furtherrelatesto how the land wasperceived As
both Nicholas Blomley (2007:10)and SarahTarlow (2007:42)comment;,commonland was
considerecsarelic of theold feudallandscapetheantithesiof progressaand improvementlt
waswild, wastefulanduntamedhometo thievesandvagabondsanda spacewhich mustbe
eitherexcludedor broughtundercontrol. It is certainlytrue thatthe Town Moor wasa popular
locale for thieves and vagabonds,as humerousnewspape accountsrecount robberies

perpetratecgainsthosetravellingon theturnpikes:

Newcastle March10. SaturdayNight, aboutEleveno 6 C | asanéJohnAtkinson,
a FarmemearPontelandwasreturninghome,he wasattackedon the Town-moor,
nearthe Gallows, by someVillains, who knockedhim off his Horse,usedhim
cruelly androbbedhim of Half a Guineain Gold andupwardsof 40sin Silver, and
left him for dead.He wasthat Day to havereceivedabout40£ for Oats,which he

hadimprudentlyspokeof in amixed Companyin a PublicHouse
(St.J a m €lwradhicle 13" March, 1764p.3)

Theearlestactof improvingthemoorin thecontextof theeighteenttcenturywastheé Ha i ni n g
of theL e a z(haigitdgmeaningfencing/hedging)n 1710.This act, orderedby the Common
Council,was6 i n t tomteeleedefitof theherbagé(Brand1789:439) Sigrificantly, thereis
no recordof this enclosurencurringanyresistancérom the Burgessesisa whole, suggesting

thattheywereamenabldo the actasbeneficialto their grazingrights.

A 1724advertisemenin the NewcastleCourant(15 August 1724p.10 emphasisny own) to
leasetheworkingsof 6 t TioenMoor C o | | dbedongingto the Town of Newcastleupon
T i nisfartherindicativeof the way in which the Corporationconsidered¢he Town Moor as
anassebf thecity which couldbeimprovedto makebetteruseof thegroundastheapplications
for the leasewereto be reviewedby a committeein the Guildhall. The Town Moor Colliery
washoweverfinally advertisedor leasein 1739 (Brand1789:433)andseemdo haveceased
productionby 1770, with no further referencego its operationappearinghereaftenn either
newspaper®r the CommonC o u n aninltes.§he cessationof extractiveindustry on the

Town Moor by 1771is further suggestedh thetermsof the JoshuaH o p p &7i710asdlease
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whichincludesa clauserequiringthelessedo 6 f andlldvelall pith o | (WAS MD/NC/2/6
P.138).

The emphasi®of improvementduring the mid-eighteenticenturyhoweverfocusedprimarily
onthedevelopmenof turnpikeroadsleadingNorth; betweerNewcastleandMorpeth(1747)
andNewcastleandPonteland1753)(Brand1789:433).Thelack of serviceablegoadsacross
the Town Moor effectively isolated the city from easy communicationsnorthwardsto
Northumberlandand Edinburgh, a problem easily overcomethrough the construction of
modernturnpikeroads Like thehainingof theLeazesthecreationof theseroadsdid notincur
anyresistancérom the Burgessesuggestinghatthe modernizatiorworks on theroadswere
not objectionableasthey benefittedthe entire city, in which the Burgesse®achhadvested

interestsaastradesmen.

A further, developmenbf the modernizatiorof the road networknorth from Newcastlewas
the1764William Ord grantalreadymentionedcabove Thiswasa 99 yearleaseat 1sperannum
to createa wayleaveacrossthe Moor (See.Fig.19. Attachedto this wasthe right for Ord to
hangtwo gatesin the hedgebetweenrhis Fenhamestateandthe Town Moor to restrictaccess
to his estatefrom theroadthathe hadconstructedBrand1789:435) This clearly indicatesan
insecuritywhich Ord harbouredaboutthe proximity of his improvedand structuredestateto
the unimprovedanddangeousTown Moor landscapeavhich lay beyond.The gateserectedoy
Ordcanthusbeinterpretechsmaterialisationsf hisanxietes,visibly andmateriallyseparating
himselfandhis estateérom the Town Moor.

Contraryto theapparentaissengivenby the Burgesseso theconstructiorof theturnpikeroads,
Or dwadeaveelicitedspiritedresistancérom the Freemercitedby Murray asresultingfrom
William O r dpdesumptiorto constructa metaledcarriagewayasopposedo aroughearthen
bridleway(1774:23. In responsethe Burgesseembarkedipona campaigrof destructiornof
thecarriagewaydiggingit up andreturningthe groundto a naturalstateandpromptingOrd to
prosecute®d Wh i thdfigute headof the Freemed sausgNCA- NRO 00324/f/2/27) Whilst
the Burgessetost this courtaction,the parallelswith thelater courseof actionpursuedoy the

Burgesse# responséo theleasingof landto JoshuaHopperin 1772arestriking.

It is apparenfrom thisincidentthatthe FreemeropposedothO r dadisnsandtheautocratic,
executiveactionof the CommonCouncilwho hadarrangedaleaseunsuitableo the burgesses
whomthey theoreticallyrepresentedD r dwé@aydeavemarkedthefirst timein whichthe Town
Moor wasleasedo a privateindividual for the purposeof their own privateenterpriseOr d 6 s

interestin the moor differed greatly from the turnpike roadsasit wasfor private benefitas
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opposedo for the communalbenefitof the Freemerandcity moregenerally.The 1764 Ord
leaseandits successfutlefencan courtthusseta precedentor the Corporationto leaseland
without recourseo consultingthe Freemerandthattheywerelegally vindicatedin doing so.

Following the Ord controwersy,the CommonCouncil returnedto its policy of improving the
moorwith aview to improvingthe city in general appointinga committeeon 17" December
1767to examined h camdby what meanghis town canbe betterandmoreproperlysupplied
with goodandwholesomevaterthanitisn o w €T&WA- MD/NC/2/6 p.24). Theimprovement
of Ne wc a svatér suppdy was a central concernof the Corporationwho, following the
findings of the water committee,on the 19" July, 1770leaseda parcelof land6 s i tatthe t e
foot or southendof the Town Moor with liberty to dig andmakea reservoirandto enclosethe
sameand erect,set up and make onehundredf i r e p to beyuseéon all occasionsfor
extinguishingall suddencasualfires that shall happenin or aboutthe saidt o w n (8VBA-
MD/NC/2/6 p.96).Again, this act of improvementid not meetwith any resistancérom the
Burgessesssit benefittedthe city asawhole.

This desireamongsthe CommonCouncilto improvethe Moor with aview to benefittingthe
City is perhapsestexemplifiedin thefindings of a committeeappointedoy the Corporation
to 6 v i tleewnimprovedpartsof the Town Moor andto considerandreportthe bestmeansof
cultivatingthes a m@WwWAT MD/NC/2/6p.135).Thereportof theCommitteeo theCommon
Councilreadasfollows:

thatthey hadv i e whétg@art of the said moor which lies on the West side of the
WesteraTurnpike Road there containing about eighty-nine a ¢ r ehadéconsulted
personsskilled in agricultureandconsideredvith themthe bestmanner of improving

the same;andhavingthereuporrecommendeébr thatpurposea leasebegrantedof the

saidgroundto someproperpersororp er s ons é
(TWA- MD/NC/2/6 p.135emghasismy own)

It wasasadirectresultof thisc o mmi firtdingsahdconsultationshatonthe315t December
1771,the CommonCouncilorderedts mostcontentiousmprovingact; theleasingof a parcel

of thewesternMoor to befarmed.

4.3.3 The Town Mooras an Improved Landscape
It is clearthatby 1772,a significantpatt of the Town Moor had alreadybeenthe targetof
improvementisshownin Table.4 Throughouthe courseof the eighteentltentury,beginning

with the hainingof the Leazesn 1710andconcluding(for the purposef this chapte) with
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theleasingandenclosureof 89 acresvestof thePontelandrurnpikein 1772(Brand1789:433),
a gradualprocessof piecemeaknclosurevasenactedoy the CommonCouncil on the Town
Moor with the explicit aim of improving the ground. The characterof the Town Moor thus
changedgreatlyin the 70 yearsprecedinghe famouscourt case;from an openheathcrossed
haphazardlyby rough roads,to a more formalised spacedivided and enclosed,visibly
materialisingand spatialisingthe processandethic of improvementThe Corporat o raciis
leasingland for improvementn 1772wasthereforepartof a procesof improvingthe Town

Moor which hadbeenunderwayfor atleast70years.

Theprocesf improvingthe Town Moor shouldnot howeverbe simply consideredisanelite
imposition uponsubordinateshut ratherasa processn which both Corporationand Freemen
had a valuable stake.Of the eight improvementsto the Moor listed in Table.3 six were
explicitly involvedin improvingthegroundto benefitthe Burgessebothin theirgrazingrights
andin their interestswithin the Ci t gc@nemy.A further, althoughlater, indication of the
Burgessedsupportfor improvingthemooris recordedn aletterdatedl 785from theCompany
of MastersandMarinersat Trinity Houseregardinghe establishmendf anewwaterreservoir
(thelocationof whichis visiblein Fig.21to the Southof thelargereservoi established 1770)
(TWA T GU.TH/16/2).This letterrecordsthatin a meetingof the Steward=f the Guild (not,
note,the CommonCouncil)it wasagreedhataleasebe grantedo thewaterworkso improve
theCi t watersupply.Further,it wasstipulatedin the termsof the leasethatd n -&-neemen
shall not be employedin the w o r Keinpnstratingooth that the Guilds were not against
improvementgo the Moor andthattheywereactively engagedn materiallytransformingthe
Town Moor from unimprovedscrub-grazing land to an improved assetof the City. It is
importantto considerthe Freemef sngagemenwith the materialtransformatiorof the Town
Moor asaseriesof statementarticulatingtheir beliefin theirtraditionalrightsin theland. The
rea®nsfor the Burgessedresistancen boththe HopperandOrd incidentsat leastpartly stem
from theperceptiorthattheir privilegesin benefittingfrom the Moor werebeingerodedby the
Corporationthroughthe leasingof the groundto privateindividualssuchasWilliam Ord and
JoshuaHopper. Furthermore,neither Hopper (from Tursdalenear Durham) nor Ord were
Freemenor residentsof the Newcastleand to add insult, Hopperwas also a Quaker(non

conformistswerebannedrom membershif certainGuilds).

Accompanyingthis diminishmentof the Burgessed privileges in the Moor, there was an
associatedisenfranchisemeiotf theirrolewithin theCorporationln particulartheCorporation
had, in the casesof Hopperand Ord, actedexecutivelyand contraryto the wishesof the

Burgessewhoaccordingo Murray (1774:14) hadreqestedhatthesamegroundbeenclosed
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Fig. 22 Advertisement for the lease of a parcel of the Town Moor
(Newcastle Journal January4772 p.3)

with themselvesas benefactorslt is apparenthereforethat far from protestingagainstthe
improvemenbf the Town Moor, theB u r g egeatessodcernlay with the privatisationof
the groundsandits expoitation for private profit at the expenseof the Burgessedtraditional

advantagesnjoyedsincetimeimmemorial.

4.4  Negotiating Ownership of the Town Moor

The contesboverthe ownershipandmanagemenf the Town Moor resultingfrom the leaseof
the ground to JoshuaHopper should not necessarilybe consideredsolely in terms of the
Burgessesesistingthe actionsof the Corporationin enclosingthe land. A morevaluableway
to think of the affair is as a negotiationin which both parties,Burgessesand Corporation,
deployeda variety of strategieswith the objective of consolidatingtheir interests.As is
demonstratedelow,boththe Corporatiorandthe Burgessesnanipulatedhe materialspaceof
the Town Moor in a sustaineceffort to assercontroloverthe ground,particularlythroughthe
implementatiorandsubversiorof the materialtechnologie®f enclosure.
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4.4.1 The Materiality of Enclosure

In contextualisingheresistancéo the 1772enclosureandleasingof themoor, it is necesary
to explore the physical characteristicsof the leasedand enclosedparcelsof land. The
advertisementor the 1772lease(Fig.22 andCommonCouncil minutesdecidingthe termsof
thelease(TWA- MD/NC/2/6 p.135)statethatthatthe land wasthat portion of the moorto the
westof the PontelandRoadbetweenGallowgateto the southand Cowgateto the north (See
Fig.21 for plan). A further descriptionof the characterof the 1772 enclosures offered by
Murray in his accountof the Town Moor affair recordingthatthe landwaso6 f ednéé,g@ at e d 6
andhadahousewithin (Murray 1774:25).Thetermfencedheremustnotbetakenatfacevalue
asdenotingaboundaryof postsandrails asamodernfenceandrathershouldbe understoodis
agenericcermmeaningd Tinclose;to secureby aninclosureorh e d Je@hBsorl798)

The lease(for twelve years)betweerthe CommonCounciland JoshuaHopperwassignedin

Januaryl772,andwasofferedat an annualrentfor the whole groundof 1d for the first two

yearsandthen£100for thesubsequenten.6 T lelearrentsof which shall arisefrom the said
groundbe paidto the steward=f the severalcompanie®f this Corporationasthe sameshall

be [damaged]by them to [damaged]distributed amongstthe poor of their respective
c o mp a fTIWAsMDANC/2/6 p.135The CommonCouncil minute book also enclosesan

extractdetaiing thetermsof theleaseasit wassignedby JoshuaHopper(ibid. p.138).

ThatMr. JoshuaHopperof TursdalenearDurhamwasthe bestproposerthe
[damaged}enantandhado f f thebésttentandmostadvisableermsand
conditionsfor the [damagpd] andeffectualcultivationandimprovemenbf the

groundsaswell assaisfactorysecurityfor the performancehereof.(ibid.138)
Hopperfurtheragreedo thefollowing covenantsn theleasgsummarisecandparaphrased]
1. To clear the ground of airambles and underwood with all convenient speed.

2. To fill and level all pitholes and other holes in the ground and to have the whole land
under tillage by the end of the third year except land between Fenham plantation and
West Cowgate (seven acres) whiwas to be done as best as is possible by the end of
the fifth year.

3. To build asix-foot ditch with appropriate hedge or fence on the inside with the purpose
of keeping cattle from trespassingo run along Ponteland Road, along Fenham Road
on both N and. sides to be six foot from the carriageway.
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4. Trespassing cattle are notlie impounded and the damages incurred from trespassing

livestock will not be eligible for redress or recompense by the Corporation.

5. The erection of buildings, housing and convenee s ar e t o be covered

own expenses

6. 6To till tahned sweoirdk garldund i n duieadvecatingr se of
good fallowing practice and crop rotation with liming and manuring of the land in good

measure.
7. To fallow a third parof tillage every year or to fallow the whole every third year.
8. To sow fallav with hay and/or white clover

9. To have twethirds of ground under grass three years before the end of the term and to
have the other third in grass two years befarel then tdeave it wholly in grass at the
end of the term.

10.To well manure the ground exrthe last three years of the term

11.To have the hedges and fences in good repair with the ditch well cut at the end of the

term.

126 That Mr . Joseph Ki n gthhinf(Holdpemforbisiperfotmaricd be b

of the covenants. 0

a. That the tenant mayin stones at the quarry for the purpose of building and may
remove any buildings at the end of his term as he may see fit.

b. That ploughing may begin immediately before the next daatyr

c. That he may take appropriate shrubbery for the purpose of repaisirayvh

hedges and fences from other parts of the Moor.

d. That the tenant may become a scavenger of Westgate, Newgate and Pilgrim
Street ward$ enjoying the same rights as all otheagengers to win manure

for manuring his land.
e. That the roads of the Leazasd moor shall be kept in good repair.
f. That the tenant may peaceably enjoy the premises during the term.
g. The lease was nerenewable.

(TWA- MD/NC/2/6 p.138)
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Thesdeaseterms,consderedin combinationwith otherdescriptionsof theenclosureallow a
strongimpressiorof thematerialandspatialcharacteoftheH o p p mtakétsbeconstructed,;
suggestinga landscapewholly juxtaposedin characterto the rest of the Town Moor. The
materialityof the enclosureandthe changeof usein thelanddividedthe Town Moor into two
materiallyandideologicallyopposedspacesOnewasa landscapevith wide openspacesthe
other closely controlledand demarcatedpne openwith commonaccessthe other closedto
protectprivateinterestwithin; oneunderroughpasturagethe otherneatlyploughedor arable

farming;oneimprovedandonenot.

In consideringhe symbolicimportanceattachedo the enclosureof the comman, it is useful
to draw on NicholasB | o m| work 6nsthe significanceof hedgesin enclosure(Blomley
2007).A centraltenetof B|1 o m| aegyniests thaté T hhexdgeboth helpedto concretisea
new setof controversiadiscoursearoundland andpropertyrights, andaimedto preventthe
formsof physicalmovemenassociateavith thecommuningeconomy(Blomley 2007:5).The
very materialityof thehedges consideredisa statemenarticulatingthe discoursesndideals
which the enclosersvishedto promote embodyingprivacy, control anddiscipline,all facets
of thediscoursef capitalismandpower.lf B | o mlasymrgsreappliedtotheTownMoor,
wherethe groundleasedio Hopperwasrapidly enclosedwith a ditch andfencedemarcating
his private property, it is immediatey apparenthatif the fenceembodiesthe idealsof the
encloser,then Hopper and the Common Council were clearly championingrationality,

improvementandprivacy.

Whilst the materiality of the boundarywas an important articulation of the ideological
imperativesof orderandcontrol,it alsoserveda functionalpurposen separatingpacesandin
makingtravelbetweerthetwo difficult for bothhumansandnonhumansn thisway,Hopper 6 s
fence establisheda systemof control over the land, disciplining adions throughrestrictive
accessexclusionanddivision(ibid.9). It canthusbesuggestethatthe Corporationjn ordering
theenclosureof partof the Town Moor, wasimposingthe structuringprinciplesanddiscourses

of thecity, basedaroundconceptof demarcateg@rivatepropertyandcontrol,ontothe pseude

commonof themoor.

Thematerialform of theenclosuréhusmaterialisegrofoundtensiondetweertheinterestof
theFreementhe Corporatiorandthelesseethe Freementhebenefactorsf therelict common,;
the Corporation, perceiving the land as wasteful and at odds with the modernity of
improvement;and the lessee,demarcatinghis privacy and possessiorof the land. These

tensionsarepalpablein the covenant®f theleaseandthe substantibcharacteof thedividing
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enclosuredro build a six foot ditch with appropriatehedgeor fenceon the insided (TWA-
MD/NC/2/6 p.138),atermintendedasa statemenbf theC o r p o r eontrol of thé Bown

Moor, physicallyexcludingthe Freemerfrom partof theland.

A furtherindicationof the divergentethicsof the BurgessesandMagistracywasmaterialised
within the interior of the enclosedoarcel. The useof the land within the fencewas markedly
different from that without and thus articulatel a sense of legitimacy by the lessee,who
constructedor himselfahouseg.2.5kmof fence(basednthewesternedye of themoorbeing
alreadyhedgedasat FenhamHall) andinvestedin improvingthelandfor croppingHo pper 0 s
considerableinvestment,in time, labour and finance, must be interpretedas being an
articulationof the perceivedegitimacy of the lesseeand his determinatiorto makethe land

both productiveand,importantly,bounded.

In terms of the symbolismof the |l e s saetien$,she act of ploughing in the context of
negotiatingenclosuresasbeendiscussedy Briony McDonagh(2013:48)who arguesthat
ploughingd v i dnschibledhedisputedandwith anewu s &léeactof ploughingcompletely
subvertedhelandscapéothliterally andin termsof its meaninganduse,to restorethelandto
pastureafter it had beenploughedis a long processrequiring the land to be left idle to
recuperateThis actof ploughingon the partof thelesseeshouldthereforebe consideredcisan
expressiorof the controlwhich the Corporationhadin makingthe decisionson how theland
was used and managed quite contrary to the opinions of the Burgessesvho understood

managementf thegroundto betheirright.

As a statementassertingcorporationpower, H o p p encléssrewould have beenalmost
monumentaljntendedto be seenand understoodby an audienceof subalternsncluding the
FreemenAs Hall arguesiThe performanceof powerhasanaudienceandé theform of the
performancemplies the natureof thoseto whom it was directedd (Hall 2000:19 20) The
fencing,farminganddevelopmenbf the enclosuranustthereforebe considerecaisa material
statemenassertinghe veracityof theelite discourse®f improvementandpropertyin theface
of a subalternother (the Freemeh who might subvertthat dismursethrougha transcriptof
resistancéuilt on tradition. The magntude of the enclosuranustthereforebe consideredlso
asbetrayingelite anxietiesoverthe precarityof their control overthe ground;the scaleof the
boundarybeingan elite preempgive moveto counteract perceivedhreatof resistancdrom

thecity Freemen

The constructionof buildings,hedgesandditcheson the land asmaterialactualisation®f the

ideologiesof Hopperand the Corporationalso constituteda legal boundarywhich could be
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transgressednd uponwhich a legal chargecould be brought A chargeof trespassvherea
materialboundaryhadbeencrossecandwhich could bevisibly shownto havebeendamaged
wasfar surerfooting for a legal casethanif the boundarywassolely conceptualin this way,
the materialityof the enclosuréboundates andthe buildingswithin couldbe usedasevidence
of damageor trespas#n a courtcaseandasmarkersof a clearlydemarcategrivatelandscape.
The hedgesvhich surroundedd o p p Easéadiculateda challengeto the Burgessesthatiif
theFreemerwereto challengdaheleasethroughmeansof trespassnddestructiontheywould

haveto crossthe materialboundaryandin sodoingwould berisking alegalchallenge.

In thiswaythen,theenclosuref theTownMoor by theCorporatiorandthesubsequerdctions
of Hoppermustbe consideredogetherasmaterialarticulationsof theidealsandaspirationsf

bothparties.In summaryasMacphersorargues

In makingandremakingpropertymoregenerally materialthingsareput to work,
suchasbarbedwire, paper bodies,GeographidnformationSystemspr hawthorn
hedges.Things do materialwork, recording,marking and blocking. Things also
signify, andoftenin ambiguousvays.Yet thingscomplicateproperty.Fencedall
down, paperrecordsrot, rivers and coastlinesmove. Thus, the hedgecan be a
defensivebarrieror anencroachmentit canmaterialiseprivatep r o0 p eightty 6 s

exclude andthusconflict with commonp r o p eight nptéo e excluded
(1975:10610citedin Blomley 2007:16)

Therole of erclosureas materialsing of ideologyin the eighteenthcenturyis a themewell

exploredby Tom Williamson who arguesparticularly that Gn the late eighteenth[century],
commonsandespeciallythe more extensivecommonswere seenasa threatto socialorder.
This wasbecausehey attractedsquattersgypsies[sic.], and otherundesirableelementsand
allowedthe poor a measureof independencéom labourdisdpline.6 (Williamson 2000:72).
To evidencehis point here, Williamson draws on Raundsin Northamponshirewhere the
enclosureof the Commonwasfiercely resistedasit impingedon the traditionalrights of the
villagers(ibid.). Although suchrural communties asRaunds andotherexamplescommonly
citedin discussion®f enclosureandresistancediffer greatlyin the socialcompositionto the
urbanitecommunityof Freemenn Newcastlejt is apparenthatenclosurevasanideological,
asmuchaseconomicendeavoonthe partof elites.Thehardboundarydividing commonland
wasthusa materialisatio of a mentalitéewhich regardedhetraditionalrights of commoning

asantiquatedunproductiveandthreateningo elite power.
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4.4.2 Direct Resistance

Following the 1772 enclosurethe Burgesseemployeda variety of strategiesof resistance.
Murray relateghatin theimmediateaftermathof theenclosured t Buegessepulleddownthe
housedemolishedhefenceandsetfire totheg a t @sirtayl774:25)

Sundays e 0 n fweek past] in the afternoon,during divine service,the new
hedgelately madefor enclosinga partof the Town Moor at Newcastlewasseton
fire, andasthewind wasfrom aquartemparallelto it, thefire runalongwith amazing

rapidity, andconsumeadeara mile of thehedgein two or threehours.
(TheGeneralEveningPost, 12" May, 1772p.4)

Theseactsof resistancencapsulatevo commonresistancatrategieemployedoy subalterns,
includedinS c o 6 v é a pfthavee a(k9890:148); anonymousiestructiorandanonymous
arson.Theanonymityin theseactswasanimportantthemeandit is notablethatthe burningof
thehedgewasperpetratediuringd d i ¢ e n g axglogiiigH o p p eeligiorsabsentinghim
from his premiseswhilst attendingthe Quakermeetinghouse.Furthermore the amountof
labour which would have beenrequired to undertakesuch damageas Murray recounts
(particularly the infilling of the ditch), suggestghat they were communallycarriedout by a
group of Burgesgs whoseanonymity was protectedby their community. Indeed,as Scott
arguesdVhereresistances collective, it is carefully circumspectwhereit is anindividual or
smallgroupattackon property it isanonymousndusuallyn o ¢ t Uibich).aNhilstéhearson
anddestructiorwereobviouslythe handiworkof the Burgessesasthey notified the lesse of
their intention (Murray 1774),the fact that only two individuals were subjectto prosecution

suggestshata degreeof anonymitywaspossiblethroughthe solidarity of the Freemen

A further strategyemployedby the Freemeninvolved sendingtheir catle into the enclosed
land,asreferencedn B a i | (L801el@2accountd w h theyfthe Freemendid by breaking
down the hedgeinclosingthe field thengrowing corn, andturning their own cattle into the
i nc | oThisreterrdngof the cattleto the land which had beenturnedover to arableis a
deeplysymbolicgestureon the partof the Freemensimultaneouslhexercisingtheir perceived
right to grazethe cattleanddestroyingthe crop througheatingandtrampling. This strategyof
resistanceo enclosedand andthe changinguseof thefields is paralleledin early twentieth
centuryScottishexamplesrom the dHighlandLand Wardduringwhich cattleandsheepwvere
commonlyallowed,by displacecdcrofters,to strayinto the newly enclosecandexclusivedeer
parksandforestsof the elites(Robertsor2016:49)
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Theanonynity of theindividual in actsof destructionis a carefully chosenstrategydesigned
to protectthe actorfrom repercussionsAnonymity is particularlyemployedin circumstances
wherethere are asymmetricalsocial relationshipswhereinthe subordnate is disadvantaged
legally andis vulnerableto reprisals(Scott 1990:149) Anonymousdestructionis a strategy
abettedby strong horizontal communitybonds particularlynoticeablen the caseof the Town
Moor wheretheidentitiesof individual protestorsvereprotectedoy theirimmersionwithin the
communityof FreemerandGuilds; institutionsfoundeduponprotectionof trade,loyalty, and
fraternalism.The Guilds thereforeprovidedfertile groundfor stronghorizontalbondsto be

forged.

Communalactionin thiswayis well recognizedy Scottasad w e aghtbemv e a(k980:149)
andsuggestshe presencef complexweb of ¢ ifrapolitics @mongsthe Freemengoverning
their solidarity and community.As Scottargues jnfrapolitics existin unofficial organization
throughkin, friends, neighboursand communitieswith the innocenceof meaningin these
organizationaroupsproviding strucure and coverfor resistanc€1990:200).The Guilds of

Newcastleandtherelationshipsetweerits membershusprovidedtheidealframeworkaround
which a concertedstrategyof resistancecould be constructedThe existenceof suchinfra-

politics furthersuggestshatthe Freemerasawhole (beyondjust BaylesandGibsor) shareca
hidden transcriptresistingthe C o r p o r ancroachménssn their traditional rights and

liberties.

Theactsof pulling downthehouse destroyingthe hedgeandburning the gaesarethemselves
deeplysymbolic;they areprotestswhich arenot aimeddirectly at bodily harming® the lessee
butratherat returningthelandto its previousstate(i.e. un-enclosecndwithout structures)By
engagingin theseactions the Burgessestlearly consideredthemselvesas the legitimate
guardian®f the Town Moor andweredrawingon aplay-bookof everydayresistancatrategies
designedo emphasis#raditionalrights of accesgo theland (Whyte 2009:120) By targeting
resistanceon public transcriptstatementsvhich materidised the discourse®f improvement,
landownershipandcapitalismtheburgessewereableto subverthepowerof thosestatements

andtherebysubvertthepowerof thosewho madethemandthediscoursevhichtheyembodied.

By emphasisinghelongevity of accessights,the Freemerwereusinga strategyof resistance
which Briony McDonagh(2013:39)andAlison Whyte (2009:120alsoidentifiesin thecontext
of sixteenthcenturyandalsoby Navickas(2011:72)in early-nineteentkcenturyprotestsover

10 Carl Griffin however argues that there could be a great deal of trauma, terror, and disembodied pain caused by
acts of poperty destruction as part of protest (Griffin 2010:162).
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enclosure. As McDonagh argues 6 | continuing customary practice they (protesting
commonersalsoprotectedheircommorrightsagainstaterlegalchallengeA customaryright
thatwasgiven up was,afterall, nolongerac u s t (diech). Bhis observations particularly
relevant whenit is consideredhattheB u r g e m@otestvgadcenteredn their traditionaluse
of the groundfor grazingcattle. The parallelswith sixteenthcenturyenclosue protestsare
furtherevidentin Mc D o n aagghn@esthatthoseinvolvedin negotiathg agriculturalchange
did not only pursueone strategybut ratherall partiesadoptedmultiple strategiescombining

directactionwith litigations (ibid.:51).

It is esential to note herethat many of the casestudy examplesof resistancdo enclosure
expored abovearetakenfrom the Midlands and SouthernEngland.This is dueto a relative
dearthof studyinto enclosureand resistancen North-EastEngland.The most recent work
aimingto redresgshis hasbeenthatby RonanO 6 D o nwhaspektificallyfocusedonenclosure
in North-EastEngland,howevereventhis work largely neglectso consideractsof resistance
( O6 Do aoix Oflthe (only) two articlespublishedin ArchaeologiaAelianarelating to
enclosure(Butlin 1967; Harbottle1995) only Butlin makesreferenceto resistanceand that
only in passingButlin in discussinghe enclosureof wasteandmoorlandin sixteenthcentury
Northumberlanagimply notesthatdn townshipswherethe sizeof the commonwasteor moor
wass ma | ehaosureof suchintakeswasvigorously opposed and no further referenceor
discussioris made(1967:160) Harbottlefurther argueshat dew commonswere enclosedn
Northumberlandeforethe mid-eighteenttcenturyd (1995:4).

Thereasondehindthe stilted progresf commonland enclosurén Northumberlandarethus
guiteunclearhoweverHarbottle,0 6 D o nandBuitlin eachmakeparticulamoteof thestrong
influenceof rightsof commoningandgrazingwhich hadprevailedsinceé t iinmmemo r iaa | 6
beingpotentialhurdlesto enclosurd O 6 D o 20b5¢HBrbottle1995:4;Butlin 1967:160) This
sameright, heldsince6 t ii nmeme m owasaladhédld by the Burgesse®f Newcastleupon
Tynefor the Town Moor andwasrepeatedlyhighlightedby the Burgessesluring the trial of
1773 as part of their defence(Murray 1774). That resistancdo enclosurehinged upon the
preservatiorandcontinuationof thesetraditioral rightsin bothearlymodernNorthumberland
andNewcastlemaythusindicatea sharedunderstandingf traditionalrightsin theland.It may
thereforebe suggestedhat by the time of the Town Moor Affair, therewere established
strategiesfor resisting acts of enclosureupon which the Freemenwere drawing with

confidenceasbeinglegally vindicated.
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4.4.3 Material Strategies in an ldeological Contest

It is thusclearthatthe materialityandspatialityof the Town Moor werecentralthemesn the
strategiesleployedby boththe Corporationandthe Burgesse# their contestover control of
the ground.For both partiesthe usesof the groundtook centrestagein their campaignswith
the Corporationerectinghedgesas materialstatement®f their conceivedright of ownership
andcontrolandthe Burgessessubvertinganddestroyinghemin effortsto returnthelandto its
traditionalform and use.Both Corporationand Freemendrew on an establishedradition of
materialandspatialstrategieslesignedo articulate carefully constructedranscriptsa public
transcriptconstructedy thecorporationo asserthediscoursenf capitalismandimprovement
and a dissidenthidden (or, at least guardedand circumspect)transcriptemphasizingthe
Freemen waditionalrights.

The CommonCouncil minutesrevea that on 16" June 1772 JoshuaHopper petitionedthe
Corporationthat he be allowed relinquish his leaseof the land and that he should be
compensatedor his lossesarisingfrom the 6 f r e mischiefdanddamage thathadbeen
doneto him by someof theBurgessesf NewcastleThis petitionwashoweverdeclinedby the
CommonCouncil who insteadsuggestedhat the ChamberlainencourageHopperto bring a
chargeof trespassgainstthe perpetratorg&ndfurther offered to coverall of thelegalcharges
in bringing aboutsuchan action (TWA- MC.NC/2/6 p.135). This denialby the Corporation
may be understoodas a reassertiorof legitimacy and power, a refusalto acknowledgeany
liability or failurein theenclosureAs Scottarguespublic concessionfrom adominantparty
articulate elite fallibility and anxiety and may offer encouragemento further resistance,
likewiseacknowledgingsubalterrresistanceé r e q apubliceeplyif the symbolicstatusgquo
istoberes o r €Edott1®90:57).By denyingHoppe to quit his rent,the CommonCouncil
maintainedtheir public transcriptof powerandcontrol, acknowledgingneitherthe resistance

from the Freemeror their own fallibility.

The B u r g e strategi®sinh mobilizing the material landscapewere likewise directed at
bringing the matterto trial, asis clearly evidencedn a quoteby Baillie (1801:172)that the
Freemenhavingdecidedthatthe Corporation'senclosureof thelandwasanillegal act,6 t 0 o k
theadviceof ablecounselin London,who recommendethemto commit atrespassiponthe

alterationanadeby Hopper,whichtheyd i d é 6

It is clearfrom this casestudythereforethatfar from beinga collection of actsof rageand
opportunismthe Town Moor wasin fact mobilizedasanintegralpartof awell informedand

strategiccampaignby both Corporationand Burgessesusingthe materiality of the spaceto
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articulatedisparateconception®f the Town Moor asa placeandunderstandingsf their own
roles within its managementThe strategiesemployed drew upon a long tradition of
negotiationsover land ownesship andthe rights of enclosureand commonstretchingbackat
leastasfar asthe sixteenthcenturyandyet still relevantin the secondhalf of the eighteenth

century.

4.4.4 Legal Means

Murray (1774:25)furtherdescrilesa secondorm of proteston the partof theBurgessesdrhe
Burgessesctedanotherway with more propriety and moderation thoughwith equalspirit,
theysummonedneetingf thecompaniessubscribednoneyandalmostunanimouslyagreed
to try theisswe atlawé This choiceof alegalapproackcorrelatesvith Mc D o n a(20h389)
argumentthat direct action was often coupledwith litigation and is also testamento the
perceivedd r i of thé Burgessesn stewardingthe Town Moor. It is interestingto notethat
the Burgessestommitteechoseto bring the matterto trial throughthe issuanceof a formal
notice claiming responsibilityfor the damagesbeing done to the enclosedland, and thus

throwingdowna challengeo the LesseeandMagistracyto takethemto court.

It is significantthereforeto observethatthe two individualswho wereprosecutedy Hopper
for trespassverealsomembersf the committeewho hadbeenorchestratinghe legal strand
of the protest.Theseindividualswere NathanielBaylesandHenry Gibson,both membersof
the Barber Surgeosd Guild and reasonablyprosperousnembersof the ¢ i t gfité social
milieut™. It is likely thereforethat, as individuals of means,the pair were selected(or
volunteered)to ensurethat the characterof the acs of resistancecould be representedas
respectabl@ctsof protestperpetratedy respectabléndividualsandthus makingambiguous
any attemptby the prosecutiornto representhe defendantsas a riotous mob andalso giving
greatersignificanceto thetrial. Baylesinvolvementin this litigation is significantashis office
asSwordBearerto the corporationnot only offeredrespectabilityto the Freemeb sausebut
alsoarticulatedthe fragmentedranscriptof the Corporation,weakeningtheir claim to power
andauthorityoverthe Town Moor (Scott1990:56).

Thelabourrequiredinfill asix foot wide ditchto the extentto allow cattleto passontotheland
is significant and suggestshat Bayles and Gibson did not act alone. It can thereforebe
reasonablyassumedhatthe attackson the enclosurdooundarywerecarriedout in a sustained

campaignof high intensity acts(one of which wasthe burningof the hedge)otherwisethey

! Nathaniel Bayleswas O0-8warer o t o t hel7%panghater veentiorota invest i #abis
Atlantic trading(NML-MA 1 DX2396)

116



would havebeendiscoveredand halted,and the damagerepairedbetweenads. Bayles and
Gibsonwere thereforelikely assistedn their trespasdy other membersof the Burgesses'

community,membersvho werethenanonymisedndprotectedrom prosecution.

Thecommunalityof the challengeofferedby the Burgesse$o the Corporaton alsoenabledhe
Burgesseso 6 p aheitr e s o wasisapparéntn the minutesof severalof the Guildswhich
voted money to the committee for the purposeof challengingthe Corporation (TWA
GU.CW/2/3-30" June 1772,29" Decemberl772,27" July, 1772).TheBricklayers) Wallers
andPlasterer8Guild wereparticularlyincenseddy the actionandwentso far asto explicitly
voted t sumof twelveguineago supportanyactionthatshallbecommence@gainsianyfree
Burgessthat thinking himsef aggrievedby the letting of the said leaseshall pull down or
destroy][sic.] any part of the fenceerectedfor enclosingthesaidg r o u (MWA GU.BR/3/4
2" July, 1772).Suchwasthe Bricklayer®engagemeniith the affair that,in alater donation
of 20 guineasto the committee,a clausewas addedin the minutesthat all Guildsmenwere
expectedo contributefour instalmentf tenshillingsto this donationto help defraythis cost
on pain of beingdebarredrom the Guild if they shouldrefuse(TWA GU.BR/3/4 28" July,
1773).

The generalunity amongstthe Guilds (only exceptingthe MerchantVenturerswho firmly
supportedthe Corporationand Magistracythus incurring the hatredof their sibling Guilds)
augmentedheir legal position greatly and allowed them, through the intercessionof local
radical activist GeorgeGrieve, to solicit the servicesof the leading lawyer and esteemed
Wilkite, SerjeantlohnGlynn. Glynnwastheideal choicefor counselfor the defenceashe sat
as the recorderof the City of London Corporationi a recorderis a lawyer chargedwith
assessingndensuringthe legality of Corporationactions.Glynn thereforealreadyknew the
intricaciesof the operationsof the Corporationand the legalitiessurroundingthe rights and
libertiesof Guilds,CorporationandFreemer{Thomas2004:0nline). In thisway throughthe
employmenbf SerjeantGlynn, the Town Moor Affair wasinextricablylinked with thewider
nationalissueswhich comprisedthe Wilkes and Liberty movementjssueswhich centredon

theabstractonceptof Englishliberty.

4.4.5 1773 Newcastle Assized0" August 1773

G| y nsncoessfullefenceof theB u r g erglstsofsn@anagemenandaccesdo Newcastle

Town Moor at Newcastle Assizes was widely cdebrated and reported within national
newspapermcluding the LondonEveningPost(14" August 1773p.1),andCr af t Sayan 0 s
(215t August 1773p.4). TheTown Moor affair andthe Burgessesictory in thedefenceof their
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traditionalrights haddevelopedrom a disputeover a hedgeto a landmarkcasesignificantof

theinalienablerightsandliberty of Englishmerto enjoytheir property.

Theimmedateresultof the assizehoweverwasan orderthatan Act of Parliamente sought
to confirmtherightsof theFreemenn to theherbageof two milk cowseach(Brand1789:652).
Thisfinally agreedParliamentaryAct alsoincludednumerousadditionalclausesegulatingthe
leasingof groundson the moor, ultimately establishinghatno morethan100acreswereto be
leasedat any one time, that no leaseextendedionger than sevenyears,and that the rents
collectedfrom leasesveremadeavailableto the Guilds to bedistributedasnecessarpetween
theinfirm andwidowedmembergibid.: 652654)

Thenewfoundsecurty of positionandconfidencevhichthe Burgessesf Newcastlegainedas
aresultof thetrial is well exemplifiedin a minute from the CordwainersGuild which voted
thataletterbe sentto Mr. Ord [of Fenhamwho hadbuilt the controversialccessoadaaoss
the Town Moor in 1765] suggestinghatif he shouldwantto build his road, he shouldnow
make a formal requestto 6 t h pess@nswho by act of Parliamentare empoweredto let
partitionsthereof[Town Moor] for | mp r o v €TWA-rGU.EW/2/37" Septembr, 1774).
The wording of this minuteis both strongly indicative that the Freemenwere now fully in
controlof managinghe usesof the Town Moor and thatthey wereinterestedn improvingit

to theadvantagef all Burgesses.

4.5 The Wider Impact of the Town Moor Affair onN e w ¢ a Radica Gewgraphy

The significance of the role of the Town Moor affair in contributing to the development of a
radicalsentiment within the city must not be underestimated. Whilst the significance of the
affair in terms of theharacter and control ¢fie Town Moor itself has been explored above,
this subsection focuses on how it impacted the material and metaphoricaipes of power

in NewcastleuponTyne generally. The arrival and presence of Serjeant Glynn in Newcastle
ard his victory in the Town Moor case sparked a wave of radical sentiment which swept
through the city. A deeply illustrative way of charting the ektd this radical sentiment is
through examining the construction and development of radical places thightity, coded

as loci ofprotest. In particular thisubsectiorexplores the development of radical taverns and

loci within the city in the year®llowing 1773.
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Fig. 23 Map showing the locations of venues in Newcastle with known Wilkite
association. (Base map Huttons7D Map of NewcastleponTyne)




4.5.1 Rumblings of Radicalism Radical sentimentn 1760s & early 1770s Newcastle
As briefly exploredin chaptetthree radicalandWilkite sentimenin Newcastléhadsimmered
gently but persistently,throughoutthe 1760sand early 1770s producing,to use Kathleen
Wi | s figarés ,$1998:357sixteenpolitical clubs,five petitionson Parliamendry corruption
and reform, a remonstranceo the throne, two setsof parliamentaryinstructions,several
different subscriptions(raising money for Wilkes), a dozen addressesand a few street
demonstrationsglongwith onegentlemarof thecity who annualy senthis first caughtsalmon
of the seasorto Mr. Wilkes himself (NewcastleJournal 27" May, 1769 p.3). Although the
characteof the Wilkes andLiberty movementn Newcastlehasalreadybeenwell examined
in chapterthree this chapterdeepenshe precedingdiscussiorby focusingparticularlyon the
spatialityof the movemenwithin thecity.

During the early 1770smuch of the activism in Newcastlewas focusedaroundtwo key
locations;the Sandhillandthe ForthHouse(seeFig.23. Signficantly, thesevenuesvereboth
sites materialisingthe power of the City Corporation,the Sandhill being the seatof the
Corporationin the Guildhall andthe Forth Housebeing a Corporationowned propertyand
favourite hauntof thec i t spaiopolitical elite. Both of theselocationswere howeveralso
venuesf pro-Wilkite activism.The ForthHousewasthe centreof attentionin 1769whenthe
Ci t preéememmetto sign a petition for the dissolutionof Parliamentn supportof Wilkes
(Sykes1833:103)andlikewise the Sandhilltook centrestagein 1770when,a subscriptionof
supportfor Wilkes wasopenedat severakoffeehousem thisareaN e | | Thedeschangeand
Kat gNéwsastleJournal 215 April, 1770p.3) (Fig.23.

By openingWilkite petitionsand subscriptionswithin theseheartlandf the Corporation,a
powerfulstatementvasbeingmade mobilisingtheexampleof JohnWi | kcangpd@igragainst
the Governmenasathreatchallengingthe equallyoligarchicalandautocraticcharacteof the
Corporation. It is perhapsalso significant that these venueswere placeswhich can be
understoodisstatementsf elite discourse®f style,tasteandpower(seesection3.5). Coffee
houses were the loci wheremembersof the literati gatheredo catchup on the newsandto
discusgmnatterssocial,political andeconomidgBarrell 2004:211)andlikewisethe ForthHouse
was a place where elite businessmemegularly met and socialised(Brand 1789:418).The
particularmobilisationof theseplacesmaythereforebe anindicationthatthosewho supported
reform,radicalismandthe Wilkes andLiberty throughthesepetitionswereof a middling-sort;
literate,andengagedn metropolitarandnationalpolitics throughthe consumptiorof the print
culture widely availablein coffeehouses.This argumentis further supportedwhen it is

understoodhat the natureof the protestsbeing engagedn at the Forth and Sandhill were
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themselvesvell suitedto elite support;subscriptionsrequiringdisposabléencomeandpeitions
beingonly opentothec i teledosateTheseconclusionsarewell supportedy thediscussion
in section3.5.20f theWilkes andLiberty dinnersin Newcastle.

Thesemoreelite (or at leastdominantto a lower other(seechapterthreg) forms of Wilkism
arejuxtaposedo theformsof agitationemployedoy poorerpersonsthebestexampleof which

from Newcastleoccurredon the 4™ June 1771

Betwixt eightandnineo 0 c Itheetfigy of the Brentfordpriest(in aclericalhabit)
seatediponanass wascarriedthroughthe streetanto the Fleshmarketandthere,
directly underthe sign of Mr. Wi | kHeaddcommitteeto the flames.On the
breastwas affixed a label with thesewords, This is the reward of my lying,
slanderingandtreachery;andon his right sleevea MiddlesexJournal the vehicle
of theP a r s matlicssinvectivesagainsthesupporter®f theBill of Rights.

(Craftsmanor S a yWesklyJournalJunel5", 1771p.1)

This eventis indicative of subalternengagementvith the Wilkes and Liberty movementin
Newcastlejnvolving an effigy burningin The Fleshmarkeparticularly focusedon a tavern
with an obviousWilki te associationa loci quite different to that of the Sandhillor the Forth
(seeFig.23. Thetwin strandsof Wilkes and Liberty; dominantand subaltern,asarguedin
section3.6 are thus againapparentin the contextof 1760sand 1770sNewcastle.What is
perhapamostclearhoweveris thatduring the later 1760sandearly 1770stherewasgrowing
engagemenin radicalismthroughout Newcastlesocietyandthat activismwasbeingfocused
on specifically selectedoci. Whatwasneededo further mobilise Newcast e radscalscene

howeverwasa catalyst

4.5.2 The Significance of Sergeant Glynii Movement

The catalystthatarrivedwasof coursethe Town Moor affair. The festivitiesandcelebrations
with which SerjeantGlynn waswelcomedinto the City on the 6" August(in advanceof his
defenceof the Burgesses the Assizes)arestronglyindicativeof theimportanceattributedto
the civic spacef the city aspotentialarenasn which the discourseof powerandcontrolin

thecity couldbe contestedAs recadedin the NewcastleChronicle (14" August 1773p.3):

FridayMr. SerjeanGlynn, Recordeiof London,(who wasrequestedby theBill of
Rights Societyto pleadthe causeof the FreeBurgessesere,in defenceof their
right to the Town Moor) wasmetby somecommitteeat Durham;butdid notreach

this town till eleveno 6 c | abragkt, by way of privacy. The Freemenand
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inhabitantsof Gatesheadwho were equally animatedon the occasion,having
learnedthatthe Serjeantvasexpectedn thatnight,assembledh greatbodies,and
havinggot possessionf the churdes,plantedtheir guns,&c. Sentamessengeto
Chesteile-Street,who returning, gavethe signal of the S e r | eappnoacbby
firing agunattheturnpikegate;uponwhich GatesheadndNewcastlebellsstruck
up, severaroundsof gunswerefired, andbeforethe chaisereachedhe Bank-head
in Gatesheadt wassurroundedy a greatcroud|sic.], who,in thefullnessof their
joy (in spiteof all solicitations)tookthehorsesanddrewit themselvesiamidstthe
loudesthuzzasof the multitude) down the Battle-bank, alongthe Bridge andthe
Sandhill,uptheSide,theMiddle-street,alongWestgateto theS e r g elagingd s
attheForth,where afterthreeloud huzzastheyall retiredalmostinstantaneously.
Thos[sic.] who knowtheexceedingteepnessf the Battle-bankandthe Side,may
guessattheS e r | eagpreteldsmonsn beingthusescortedownandup them,if
he hadtime to form suchamidstsuchcongratulatoryonesof our Newcastladialect
as must have highly diverted him, but at which we have not room to give our
readersAfter this the Serjeanneverwentout butin a chair,accompaniedby Mr.
Grieve(whosegoodofficesonthisoccasionwill neverbeforgotten)or someof the
Committee whoseconductwashighly commendableén keepingall their brethren

in thegreatestlecorum.
(NewcastleChronicle 14" August 1773p.3)

This descriptiongoesto greatlengthsto describethe exact eventsand routeway which
constitutedGlynn'sGrandentryinto the City. Fig.24 depictsthis routeoverlaidontoHu t t on 6 s
1770smapof thecity. Fromthis mapit is immediatelyapparenthatthe venueswithin the city

which hadfeaturedn earlierradicalactivismwerebeingreferencedn the choiceof route.The
Sandhill,theseatof the CorporationThebottomof FleshMarket,wherethe Wilkes Headwas
located;andtheForthHouse wherethe peition to dissolveParliamenhadbeensignedn 1769.
Additionally the route navigatedother venuesin the city which materialisedthe power and
authorityof the Corporation particularlythe Bridgewhich hadbeenrebuilt by the Corporation

in 1772 following a greatflood in 1771 in which it was washedawayandSt. Ni c hol as 0

Cathedralvhich wasthe ecclesiasticaheartof the city.

In this grandentry, it is thereforeapparenthatthe peopleof Newcastlevereusingmovement
asastrategycontributing to the recodificationof thesdoci asradicalspace®r attheveryleast

to erodethe significanceof thesesitesasarticulationsof the corrupt,autocraticandoligarchic
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governanc®f the City Corporation.The peopleof the City wereiconoclasticdly breakng the
Cor p o r atrangleholdoser largescale festivities taking place within the streets.The
public spacef the city hadtraditionally only beenvenuesof celebrationon selectedevent
dayssanctionedy thec i t sgci@political elite; particularly specificbirthdays,sainsddays,
and anniversariefRogers2001:237;Navickas2015:177) Theseofficial cdebrationswere
intended to visibly reinforcethe Co r p o r gawer evithihn ghe city through carefully
orchestratedheatricalprocessionsnd festivities; commonly from the Mansion House (the

mayoralresidencgto the Guildhall; or from the Guildhall to the Cathedral.

By takingit uponthemselvedo taketo the strees in processiorthe crowd which welcomed
SerjeanGlynnmimickingtheC o r p o r @vic cecemaniamovementsAs NicholasRogers
(2001:37)arguesp T a ktheincgefrom bourgeoigadicals,plebeiansubjectsdevelopechew
formsof popularpoliticsthatbroketheparodicconvention®f crowdactionandadvanceanore
democratic notions of c i t i z eLikewse Navickas (2015:177) has eloquently and
succinctlyarguedthat 6 p r o ¢ eaee palitiosos the mo v dt .is@lear then that through
processingserjeanGlynn throughthe city streetsandin particular,pastsomeof the key civic
establishmets of the city, the Burgesse®f Newcastlewere making a deeply nuancedand
articulatestatementn the discourseoverwho hadtherights of accesspwnershipandcontrol

of the public-space®f thecity.

The very actof unhookingthe horsesfrom G| y ncardageanddrawingit by handthrough
the streetsis an importantradical statemenbf intent, linking this momentand equatingits
importancewith the momentthat JohnWilkes departedhe Ki n g8énshCourt havingbeen
clearedof outlawryin 1768(Both eventsinvolvedthe horsesof therespectivecarriagedeing
unhitchedandthe carriagedeinghanddrawnby a crowd.) (Cash2006:66) A furtherparallel
can be drawn betweenGlynn and Wilkes in that where John Wi | kveasviewed by his
supportersasrestoringliberty to London,SerjeantG | y nwasheraldedasrestoringliberty to
Newcastle.This is particularly apparentfor Glynn as materialisedin a ring celebratinghis
victory in the Town Moor Casewhich depictsVictory carrying a capof liberty aloft (Fig.26).

Thisring is discussedn greaterdetail below.
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Fig. 24 Map of NewcastleiponTyne showing the route by which Serjeant Glynn entere
city on 8" August 1773i (Base map Hutton's 1770 Map of NewcaspenTyne)
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453 Serjeant Glynnds Victory
Following SerjeantG | y nsacoéessfutlefenceof the Freeme sausdan the Town Moor case
(10" August 1773),thevictoriousFreemertook to the streetsn celebration;

Thisis aJubileedayhere;thetownis all in anuproar;our Freemerhavewon their
trial anddefeatedheMagistrateentirely;nothingbut SerjeanGlynnis to beheard
in the streetsl wish their kindnessandgraitude may not hurt him; it waswith the
greatesdifficulty thathe could getto or from Court; andhe hasbeendraggedall

alongthe streetdn his coach,by the Freemerinto his lodgings.He hasdonetheir
busines=ffectually;andthey haveagreedto have a print of him putup in every

C o mp a meetihghousen thetown.
(LondonEveningPost 12" August 1773p.1)

LikewiseCraftsmanpr S a W\&eaklyNews(August21%, 1773p.4)printedanarticlerecounting

thewholeproceeding®f thecaseconcludingwith adescriptionof thecelebrationsvhichread:

This agreemengaveuniversalsatisfactiorto the Burgessesyho testifiedtheir joy
by ringing of bells, firing of gurs, illuminations at night, &c. &c. Large parties
paradedhetownthewholedaywith music,anddeckedwith blueribbons;andtheir
expressionof gratitudeto the worthy Serjeant,who was escortedback to his
lodgings by many hundredsof them with continued acclamations,cannot be
d e s ¢ r andtkodghmanyhousesvereilluminated(ontheeven) yetnonewere
molestedwhich werenot so; nor wasany individual insultedof what party soever
[sic.]. ThusLiberty seemedo reignin its genuinepurity; andall werepermittedto

actastheypleased A nobleexampleof whatEnglishmershouldbe!

Betweenthesewo accountst is apparenthatthefervencywith whichthe peopleof Newcastle
celebratedhe Burgessewictory in the Town Moor Casewas on a seeminglyunprecedented
scale.What is most significantin the contextof the presentstudy is that the meaningsof
N e wc a public@adesverebeingrenegotiatethroughtheseactsof processionaandpublic
celebration.As noted above, celebratoryprocessiondn eighteenthcentury England were
typically only held on specificoccasionsanctionedy thec i t spc@-political elite (Rogers
2001:237)Thejubilationsfollowing the Town Moor casehoweverwerespontaneougndsaw
the peopleof the city veneratinga decidedlynonestablishmentigure. On this occasion,in
direct contrastto the officially sanctionedestivities the majority populaceof the city were

celebratingtheir own cause,their own power and their own hero. By undertakingthese
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celebrationgn the public spacesof the city the burgessesvere, beyondsimple frivolity of
jubilation, articulating a clear statementhallengingdominantcontrol of the streetscapesf
Newcastle The pointwasbeingmadethatthe streetsaverenot exclusivelydomainscontrolled

by the Corporatiorbutratherthattheywere(or shouldbe)ideologicallyunrestrctedspaces.

Thatthestreetsverebeingtransformednto (or perhapsestoredas)placesof liberty in thought,
speechandactby theseactsof movemenis suppored by thefact thateventhosewho did not
illuminatetheirwindowsin supportof the Freenenwerenot molestechorwereanyindividuals
insultedregardles®f their party (Craftsman,or S a yVaesklyNews August21%, 1773 p.4).
Freedomof expressiorwasseeminglythe orderof the day andwasin markedcontrastto the
Corporatiorenforced censaoship of political expressionwithin the Guilds which had
characterisethe monthsbeforethetrial (Wilson 1998:346).

The conceptof liberty being reintroducedto the streetscape®f Newcastlewas further
materialisedn the rings which were presentedo the Freemed €ommittee by theT a y |

Guild, following the Town Moor case(Fig.26). Theserings, oneof which still survivesin the
Freemenof N e w ¢ a <dlldécteoidsavere madeof gold, with an enamelsignetsetundera
crystalandwith the namesof the Freeme €ommitteeengravedaroundthe interior of the
band,onthereverseof the signetwasengravedvox populi,vox deié Thesignetitself depicted
thegoddessiberty triumphantlystridingout of whatcanbeinterpretecasNewcastleGuildhall
(thoughalsointerpretecasherTemple(Bradley1990:261). Sheis swathedn abluerobe(the
cardinal colour of Wilkes and Liberty) and carriesaloft the cap of liberty. The rings thus
articulatedthe ideathatvictory in the Town Moor Casehadfreedliberty to roamthe streetsof
Newcastleglothedin blue makinga clearlinkagebetweenWilkes, the defendeof liberty and

the Town Moor case.

In thew instance®f streetpolitics andcelebrationghen,the public space®f Newcastlevere
beingrecodedo articulatea new popularsentimenbf liberty andfreedomof expressionThe
powerof the Corporationto sanctionandcensomwhattook placein the streetscapesf the city
had beenundercut by their defeatin the Town Moor affair. Whilst theseprocessionahnd
jubilatory streetpolitics werebold statementén the discourseover powerrelationswithin the
c i tbpdypolitics, they wereinherentlytransientin nature,shortlived eventswhich whilst
theymayhavehelpedin the constructiorof acommunaimemoryleft little or no materialtrace
within thelandscape.
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Fig. 26 Gold signet ring presented to each of the members of the Burgesses
Committee to mark their viatpin the Town Moor Case. The back is engraved
60Concordia Pmnevaentr@ and oO6Tayl or 6s
the committee). The exterior band i

the Freemen of Newcastle upon TyjeedOmm rhg 9]

Fig. 25 Glass sleewbdutton insert with 'Phipps and Delaval
Slogan. {efferson Patterson Park and Musédid i USA)
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4.5.4 Cementing Rudicalismin Newcaste 6 s Streetscapes

Once the immediate festiviseover the Town Moor Case had settled, Newcastle was left with

a streetscape which had been ideologically, but not mateadlyed The buildings remained

the same, the coblderemained the same and the -tlaglay activities carried out therein
remainel the same. On thé"®ctober1 773 however, the CiitTheds pr
Wilkes Head in Fleshmarkettas |j oi ned by another, the Gl yn
replete with 6an el egant new si gwhicloi§ muthh e wc
admired for a pi ecNewcastle Qnrarsci®®Qctbber1&X@33.ut i on o

It is worth nothing that it is highly likely that other taverns frequented by Wilkite sympathisers
existed within the ci twhem the4b branshedcandle hadheent |,
installed for the 1770 c elKeabnrgath Gagl. Fhiscdse Wi | |
study however focusses on the taverns ofcihe which asserted their political sympathies

boldly and publicly, throughaming and signage. It is notalileh e new 6 Ghlsonn 6 s
opened in the Fleshmarket, particularly giventheaes exi sting heritage
1771 popular Wilkite demonstration in which the effigy of John Horne Tooke was burnt
beneath the gh of the Wilkes Head [see aboteAdditionally, the taverns would have been
opposite the Cordwainers Hall, onef t he main guil ds which sup
in the Town Moor affaii and indeed which commemorated the Town Mmonmittee through

hanging a brass plague in the hall listing their Names alongside a portrait of Glynn himself
(TWA i GU.CW/2/3 :August 2%, 1773). Within a 150m radius of these two Wilkite taverns

there were also three printing houses and lending libraries where rpdigatulture was
readily accessible, and Rev. Fig2aZ/imes Murr ayaos

It is apparenthenthatthesetwo tavernsexistedwithin anexusof radicalloci clusteredaround
the Ci t madksetarea an areawhich by its very characteras a marketwas frequentedoy
individuals of all social classesand was an inherently public spacewhereindividuals from
aroundthe country cameto buy andsell, simultaneouslyexchangingdeas,philosophiesand
news Mirroring thisliberality in place Smtt argueshattavernspacesveresimilarly privileged
venuesdor the transmissionof popular culture i embodiedin games,songs,gambling,
blasphemyanddisorder- thatwasoftenat oddswith official cultured(Scott1990:121) It must
be notedherethat Bakhtin alsoarguedthat markets(in Medieval Europe)offered spacedor

antihegemonialiscourse as venueswheregatheringsof subalternscould take placewithout

12 Horne Tooke was formerly a close ally of Wilkes butnird770 onwards became an increasingly vehement
critic of Wi lkesd politics, character and motivati ol

129



ceremonyor elite orchestratiomndcouldthereinengagen communalsubversiveacts(Bakhtin
1984) It is thereforeapparenthat,in directcontrastto the Sandhillwherethe Guildhal, Corn
ExchangeandMerchantVenture <hdll existedandmediatedauthorityandcontrolovertrade
in the city, the marketsof Newcastlewere placeswhich mediatedresistanceand liberty of

expression.

Betweentheyears1773and1778,therewasonly onefurther Wilkite public houseopenedn
Newcastl§Whiteheadl778:6)andthisinstanceseemdo beanoutlierwhichdefiesexplanaton
andis in fact only mentionedn passingn the descriptionof the locationfor the premisef
William Allinsoni Attorney,whoseofficeswered n €5d ry RldadQu a y ibidl).e 6

Betweenl778and1782howevera furthertwo Wilkite establishmentspened,bothGl y nn 6 s
Headswith one on WestgateRoadand one of BattleBank in GatesheadWhiteheadl778;
1782:30,53). The gapbetweenthe openingof thefirst G| y nheatlis 1773andthis second
waveafter 1778is peculiarbutit mayrelateto a waningof public interestin Glynn asa man
nolongerof themoment.Therenaissancef6 G| y i & & chaythenrelateG| y ndeadhis
1779andthetavernsbeingopenedasmemorialsto his memorywithin the City consciousness.

This ideais further supportedvhen,throughlooking at Fig. 32, it is understoodhat both of
theselater inns were situatedalong the route by which Glynn was given his grandentry to
Newcastlan August1773.It is alsofurtherapparenthatthe Wilkes headwhichhadopenedn
theFleshmarkein 1773hadclosedor rebrandedy 1782asit doesnotappeainWh i t ehead 6 s
directoryfor thatyear,likewisethe G| y nhea@lsentionedon Quaysiddas missingfrom this
laterdirecory (Whiteheadl782).

In theyearsfollowing the Town Moor casejt is discerniblethattheideologiesandsentiments
expressedduring the victory celebrationsand during G| y & grand entry were being
materialisedaspublichousesTheideologyof liberty andtherenegotiatedelationshipbetween
Corporationand Burgessesvas being mademanifestin N e w ¢ a sstreetdod all to see.
Significantly, the people of Newcastlewere veneratinga new, self-chosenhero, elevating
Glynnto thesamdevel asthosewho moretraditionally gracedtavernsignagenationalheroes
androyalty suchasthe Marquisof Granby,Admiral Vernon,the King, or the Queen(all of
whom accordingto Whitehea 6 %778 directory had public housesnamedafter them in

Newcastle).
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\Wilkes' Head 1782-1784

Glynn's Head 1782-1784

Glynn's Head 1782-1784

Fig. 28Wilkite Taverns Mentioned in Whitehead's 1-A8Rirectory of Trade for Newcas
and GatesheadBase map Hutton's 1770 MapNéwcastleuponTyne)
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A furtherindicationof theimportanceof tavernsn thecodificationof N e w ¢ a stitedtseapes
asradicalplacescanbereadintheC o r p o r B/81crackdowsonsubversiveballadsingers
through banning singingclubs in taverrs (Uglow 2011:131122) As has already been
demonstratedin chapter three taverns were essential venuesin facilitating subaltern
articulationsof protestanddissentthroughsinging,toastingandcommunalreadng/listening.
TheC o r p o r prascrigtiondfsingingclubsin tavernsis thereforea clearindicationthat
sequesterethdicaltavernswerealsofacilitatingN e w ¢ a subadlterr@sexpressubversive
statement thelate 1770s Whilst thesongstha werebeingsungarenotrecordedgiventhe
political characterof the time and well progressedradical appropriationof Newc ast | eds
streetscapeas 1781,it canbewell surmisedhatthesongsweregenerallysubversiveandarti-
corporation/ magistracy.That the Corporationfelt it necessaryto specifically proscribe
0 s i nogli uvggy further be takenas an indication of an underlyinganxiety amongstthe
Corporationthatthey hadlost control of the streetscapeandthatther positionof powerwas

being underminedy popularpolitical songsandmusic

The Town Moor affair which had startedout as a contestbetweentwo discretebodiesthe
BurgesseandCorporationof thecity overlandrightsonaplot of groundoverwhichonly they
hadvestedinterestshadspreadnto the materialfabric of Newcastldtself. Thetavernswhich
emergedpostAugust1773 materialisedthe memoryof SerjeantG | y npartcgationin the
affairandthememoryof thet o w n s paditipaterdn welcomingthis nationalradicalfigure

to thecity.

Thefactthatby 1782therewerefour G| y nHeddso only oneWilkes Headin Newcastldas
a strongindicationof theimportanceattachedo thelocal presencef Glynn duringthe Town
Moor affair. Wilkes had nevertravelledasfar north asNewcastleandsoremainedan abstract
figureto thetownsfolk. Theveryactof G| y ntrav@lngto thetown, broughtthe majority of
N e wc a pdpulagianiato direct contactwith a leadingnationalradical activistfor the first
time andmeantthat, Glynn becamesynonymouswith thelocd radical politics of Newcastle.
Likewise andvice versa,the political battlesoverthe Town Moor thusalsobecamesntangled

in wider nationalradicalismandparticularlythe Wilkes andLiberty movement.

4.5.5 1774 Elecion - Referencingthe Town Moor andCreating Radical Placesin
Newcastle.

In theyearsfollowing the Town Moor affair, andasadirectresultof its successndassociation

with SerjeantGlynn, the vein of radicalism in Newcastt deepenedas the burgesses

(unsuccessfully)stood radical candidatesn both the 1774 generalelectionand 1777 by-
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election. This intensificationof radical sentimentin the city was no doubt abettedby the
establishmentf thetavernsandinnsandthe developmentof the Fleshmarketareaasaradical
nexuswithin the city. As Navickas(2015:32)arguesthat6 p o p polities briginatedin the

p u b Enepublichouseencapsulategolitical associationdl i f e € 0

Significantly,supporter®f theradicalcandidate$or the1774electiondrewuponthetraditions
of radicalandWilkite expressiorwhich hadbeenestablishedn the prevousfew yearsin the
eventssurroundingthe Town Moor affair. When the candidates Hon. Capt. Constantine
Phippsand ThomasDelavalEsq.i to be nominatedby the Burgessesiselectoralcandidates
PhippsandDelavalweretreatedto a grandentry in exacty the samemannerasthatafforded
to SerjeantGlynnthe previousyear

Wednesdayevaning, betweemine andteno 6 c | tiket¢idn, ConstantinePhipps
and ThomasDelaval Esgrs.(in consequencef aninvitation from the meetingof
the stewardsof the incorpomated companiesirrived here from London --- The
streetsandroadfrom the Bigg Marke to Gatesheaturnpike gate(upwardsof two
miles)werelined with thegreateshumberof peopleevercollectedtogetheron any
occasiorheresupposedo theamountof 10,000,all expressinghegreatesanxiety
for theirappearance-- whentheyarrivedattheturnpikegate,a numberof sailors
and mechanics (Freemen of the town) stopped the carriage, and,
notwithstanding, all the endeavoursof the gentlemen,took out the horses,and
drew it from thence,with amazingcelerity,to Mr. N e | s thaBlack Bull, in the
Bigg Market, wherethey alighted.The acclamation®f the peopleasthey passed
along,standunequalledn anyevent;whilst theringing of bellsandfiring of guns,

contributednot alittle to heightentheir exultations.
(LondonEveningPost 12thJuly, 1774p3 emphasisny own)

Likewise,whenthe pair returnecto Newcastleto celebrateéhe 10" Augusti theanniversaryof
the Burgessesictory in the Town Moor Case Capt.Phippswasagaingivenagrandentrance
in thesamemannewith ThomasDelavalonly escapinghedubiousprivilegethrougharriving
by surprisethe night before.

Tho. Delaval, Esq; with his Lady arrived hereon Monday afternoon.They were
saluedaftertheirarrival,with theringingof bells,&c. As thetownwasnotapprised
of thetime of hiscomingin, he passedo his lodgingswithout the usualplauditsof

theBurgessesAnd, on Tuesdaynight,abouteleveno 6 c | tleekEldn. Capt.Phipps
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Processions of the 1774 Election

== Blackett and Ridley's Procession to the Hustings- October 11th 1774

Hon. Capt. Constantine Phipps' Grand Entry - August 9th 1774

<= Phipps and Delaval Procession to the Hustings - October 11th 1774

Walt. Blackett's Mansion

Barber Surgeon's Hall

St. Nicholas' Cathedral

Guildhall Hustings
Hume's Tavern at the Sign of the 'King of Sweeden’

Gateshead Turnpike Tollhouse

Fig. 29 Processions made by the parties contesting the 1774 General Election in New
with the origins and termini markddBa s e map: Hut NewoaétlsupohTaire)
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alsoarrivedhere.Tho the night wasexceedinglarkandwet, yet somehundredf

theburgessesyho hadgotinformationof his comingin, waitedon theroadalmost
asfar asGatesheatlurnpike,wheretheyreceivedhim with loud acdamationsook

the horsesfrom the carriage, and with flambeauscarried before them, drew
him from thenceto Mr. Nelsonsin the Bigg-Market; after he alighted,they gave
him severalhuzzasandthendepartedn an orderly and becomingmanner.The
bellsof St.NicholasandGate$ieadrungontheoccasionaccompanieavith several

roundsof gunfire.
(LondonEveningPost August13™, 1774p.4emphasisny own)

Whilst the routediffered in its terminusfrom the processiorgivento Glynn (seeFigs.28 and
33), the characteof the fedivities weremuchthe same It seemsapparenthereforethe route
usedto welcome SerjeantGlynn had becomeestablishedas a radical routeway through
N e wc a sttedtseapesndwasbeingre-mobilizedto indelibly link PhippsandDelavalwith
Newcastlgadicalismandthereinwith the TownMoor affair. It is furthersignificantthatPhipps
wasdepositedat lodgingsin the Bigg-Market; partof thatradicalnexusof the city which had
beenestablishedn the marketarea.

The significanceof processiorandthe codingof the city streetscapeasradicalloci wasalso
demonstratectlearly during the hustingson the 13th of October 1774 when Phippsand
D e | a eraouragsf supporterscomprisedn largepartby the poorasis emphasiseth the
accountof the event processedrom theBarberS u r g eHalltoddsH u mE & \s glikaetydat
the sign of the King of Sweedersic.] at the eastend of the Close(Whiteheadl778:40) all
sporting greenand buff colouredbadges(seeFig.29. In contrastithei n ¢ u mu\Watet
Blackettand Matthew Ridley) processiorwith the elite of the city led from Walter Blackett
b a r ¢wn lioaseat the top endof town to the Guildhall all wearingpurpleandred coloured
badgegWilson 1998:351)seeFig.29.

Thereis aclearsignificanceto theoriginsandterminiof theseprocessionalouteways.Blackett
andR i d | reuyebinked two placeswhich visibly andobviouslyarticulatedthe powerof the
establishedocicpolitical elite milieu of the city whilst PhippsandD e | a pracksiosunited
two placeswhich articulatedpowerof subalternnfrapolitics andhiddentranscriptsn thecity;
the tavernand CompanyHall. Indeedthe choiceof the BarberS u r g eHallnasétlse starting
placefor theradicalcandidatess itself significantin thatBaylesandGibson thepairwhowere
chargedwith trespassn the Town Moor Case werethemselveSurgeonsandmembersf that

guild, againovertly associating®hippsandDelavalwith the Town Moor Affair.
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In theseprocessiondt is alsoclearly apparentthat materialcultureandvisual articulationsof
sympathyand supportplayedimportantroles as the badgeswhich the followers wore were
instrumentaln mediatingtheiridentity. Much of thematerialcultureof the PhippsandDelaval
campaigndrew upon the establishedrepertoire of objects which had been successfily
employedin the Wilkes and Liberty Movementas mediatorsof political sympathy;sleeve
buttons(cuff-links), cockadesandbadgesin particulara singlesleevebuttoninsetrecovered
from Baltimore County (MarylandUSA), bearstheinscriptioné P h iapdP & | a (Cafiéld
2016)(Fig.25. This pieceof political maerial culture,asingularsurvivalofN e wc a 4174 e 6 s
radical electioncampaign demonstrateslearly the existenceof a materialdimensionto the
electioneeringSleevebuttonsasmedidors of political sympathywerean establishedorm of
propaganddy 1774 andthis particularexampleis similar to other Wilkite exampleswhich
bearinscriptionsof 6 N4 5 @ Wi |akdgilerty4 5and6 Li ber t y 6.

As piecesof portablematerialculture,designedto beworn openlyon the cuff of ashirt, which
accordingto 1770sfashionwould havebeenvisible below the coat cuff (Styles2007) The
sleevebuttonsthereforeindicatethatthe messagef Phippsand Delavalwasnot intendedto
be confinedto secludecndsequesteredpacesawayfrom the eyesof theauthoritiesbutrather
to visibly expresstheir w e a r gympmtbiesn whateverplacethey were occupying.These
artefactaverethereforepartof a procesf liberalizing the public space®f Newcastleln the
wake of the Town Moor affair, ashasbeenexploredabove,theCo r p o r eottriolovwerd s
activitiescarriedoutin thec i tpyblicspaceshiadbeenerodedandnow materialculturewith
overt political sentimentssubvertingthe c i t tyadit®nal socicpolitical elites. Likewise,
ribbons and badgesof recognisablecolour and form are immediately obvious and legible
expressionof political sympathyand constituentsof the repertoire of political symbols
deployedas statementsn the discourseon control and liberty within the public spacesof

NewcastleuponTyne.

A further indication that the Radicalelectioncampaignof Phippsand Delavalin 1774 was
closelylinked with the Town Moor Affair is areportreproducedn the LondonEveningPost
(11thAugust,1774p.4). Thereportrelateshaton theanniversarypftheB u r g evic®rgis 0
the Town Moor Case,someof N e w ¢ a $iiedmendhenin London,metat the Hole in the
Wall Tavernon FleetStreetto celebrateghe occasionall of whomwerespecificallymentioned
as being friendsto Phippsand Delaval. As well as demonstratinghe relationshipbetween
PhippsandDelavalandthe Town Moor Casethefactthatthis meetingwasheldin theHolein
theWall Tavernat number45 FleetStreetis highly significart asthis venuewasa radicalhub

within latereighteentkcenturyLondonandregularhauntof Newcastleradicalswhilst in the
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City. The Town Moor affair wastherefore clearly tied intimately to nationalradicalismand

indeedheldaninteresttoall 6 F ndsoéL i ber t y 6.

4.6 A DeeperStory to be Told

This chapterhastold the story of how latereighteenthcentury NewcastleuponTyne was
constructechindnegotiatechsa place(thatis with implicit meaningsin its materiality)through
a seriesof contestsbetwea the Freemenand which drew strongly on both the urban
streetscapesf thecity andextraurband T o Mo o This chaptethasparticularlyhighlighted
how theseplacesand their meaningswere mobilized and negotiatedas key weaponsn the
power strugglesfought betweenthe Corporationand Freemenof NewcastleuponTyne and
howthesestrugglegshemselvesverematerialisedhroughouthe city andthe Town Moor. The
space®f NewcastleuponTynehoweverwerenotjust mobilizedbut wereactively shapedand
negotiatedn theirmeaningghroughstatementsadeby bothsidesof thestruggle articulating
differentideologicalmessageanddiscoursesBeyondsimply reflectingtheideologiesof the
Freema andCorporationthelandscapavasimplicit in recursivelystructuringhow thesetwo
partiesidentifiedthemselve relationto boththeurbanandextraurbanspace®f Newcastle

uponTyne.

Through consideringsourcesin combination,this chapterhas advancedthe story of later
eighteentkcentury Newcastleupont Tyne beyondthat which can be revealedfrom textual
sourcesalone.By consideringthe diversesourcematerialswhich this chapterhasdrawnon
equallyasentwinedin transcriptsthis chaptethaselucidatedsomeof theanxietiesandtensions
which were materialisedin N e w ¢ a sutbanearid €xtraurban landscapesthe anxieties
materialisedn William O r dgéatesJoshuddoppesditchesandhedgesandthehiddenagency
of the crowdsrecodingthe meaningof the city-streetscapa sugport of SerjeanGlynn. Such
resistancandanxietyis rarelylegiblein textualsourceslone,noris it legiblefrom examining
the spatiality of the Town Moor and Newcastlein isolation. Thus neithersourcecan claim
greaterimportanceor value as it is only though the deep contextualizationof eachin
combinationthatthe nuance®f how discourse®f power,improvementanddominationwere

negotiatedn latereighteenthcenturyNewcastleuponTynebecomeclear.
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Chapter 5 Marsden Grotto

This casestudyfocusseson the role playedby MarsdenGrotto asa statemenbf protestand
resistancen the discourseon private land ownership,landlordship and tenancyin later

eighteenthcenturyEngland.MarsdenGrotto is one of the many naturally occurring cavesin

the limestonecliffs betweenSouthShieldsand Sunderlandn the coastof modernday Tyne

and Wear (formerly County Durham) (see.Fig.30. The grotto is still extant,thoughmuch
altered,asarestauranandcanbeaccessetby a lift taking customerglownthe 35 metrehigh

cliffs atMarsden.Theepisodeof thelong historyof MarsdenGrottoonwhich this casecentres
concernsheperiodbetweerll782and1792whenthe premisesverefirst permanentlyoccupied
by John(Jackthe Blager) and Jessie Batesin the wake of a disputeover tenancyin South
Shields.

5.1 A Story of Smuggling, Treasure and Foul Play

The history of MarsdenGrottois complexandentangledwvith legendsof treasuresmuggling,
piracy, murderandsecretunnelsinto thecliffs; it is a historywhich hascapturedhe mindsof

generationof individuals who havelived on that stretchof the Tyne and Wear coast.The
actionsof JackandJessieBatesin establishingor themselves homeat the site howeverall-

too-often constitutesa merefootnotein a story largely concernedwith them being the first

peopleto live there.

The primary objectiveof this casestudyis to demonstratéhat MarsdenGrotto was a place
articulating protestand resistanceover land ownershipin the latereighteenthcentury. This
objectiveis achievedthroughresearchinghe life storiesof JackandJessieBatesin orderto
revealthe natureand methodsof their resistancendof the hiddentranscriptof protestwhich

existedwithin latereighteenthcenturytenantcommunities.

The only extantdedicatedvork researchindMarsdenGrottois a book by Michael Hallowell
(2013 which focusedon the folkloric elementsof the story of the grotto andits inhabitants.
Ha |l | o bhoeHlislp@dominantlyconcernedvith pursuingthe narrativeof MarsdenGrotto
itself, focusingon its size, form and function over the years.His primary motivation, as a
journalisticwriter, is telling a story; one of treasure smuggling,piracy andintrigue and his
discussionof the causeshehindthe B a t desigionto inhabit a caveis restrictedto a few

functionalistsentences:
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Without warningtheir landlord suddenlyincreasedhe rent on their hometo an
exorbitantdegreeand,attheageof 80, Jackandhis Wife foundthemselvegacing
homelessnesdle trampedthe streetsof SouthShields,Whitburn, Cleadonand
thesurroundingareaslesperatelyookingforad we | | i thedoétafMarsden
Cliffs therewasalargec a v él€quickly realisedthatit could be transformed

into anunusualbut reasonablyomfortablehome.
(Hallowell 2013:42)

Therearehoweveralsoasmallnumberof eighteentkcenturynewspapeandpersonabhccounts
referingtotheB a t gresdénceat Marsderwhich providekey evidenceasto the natureof the
B a t leabitationandtheir motivesin moving there(NewcastleChroricle, 15" March, 1783
p.2; NewcastleCourant 20" July, 1782p.2; NewcastleJournal, 20" July, 1782p.1; Spence
17941795) Theseprimaryaccountarepredominantlyconcernedvith describinghesituation
of the Batesfor readersand generallygive only the detail considerechecessaryo evokethe
romanticand unusualnatureof theB a t lromé& T Theseshortevocationof theB a t ldesab
Marsdenareinterrogateelow,usingHalld approacho readbetweerthelinesof theseelite-

producedsourcesandrevealgreateidetailsabouthowtheMarsdenGrottoshouldbeconsidered

asaplaceof protest.

In additionto theseprimary sourcematerials,secondarysourcesprovide further (although
often conflicting andambiguouslysourced)nformationaboutthe Batesand Marsden(Sykes
1833:323; Yellowly 1887:126;Hodgson1903:430) Thesesecondaryaccountsare largely
derivatives of the primary newspapeaccountsvith someanecdotaimaterialaddedto 6 f | e s h
o u the®tory. Theoccasionatonflictswhichoccurbetweertheprimaryandsecondargources
are investigatedbelow and are interrogatedto revealinconsistenciesind ambiguties in the
transcriptsof the dominant partieswho wrote the official historiesof Jackthe Blasterandthe
MarsdenGrotto

Onefurther pieceof evidencen the story of Jackthe Blasterand MarsdenGrotto is the still
survivingtroglodytichomeof theBa t althd@ughit hasbeenmuchenlarged andalteredover
the centuriesAs a pieceof surviving evidencethe grotto mustbe understoodisa palimpsest
alteredoverthecenturiego respondo andarticulatechangingdiscoursesThemeaningf the
Grotto were/arethereforenot fixed but coningentto the discourseswhich it embodiedlt is
thereforenecessaryo try andregresdMarsdenGrottoasasiteto its earliestform to exploreits
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Fig. 31 Thomas Bewick's engraving of Marsden Rock (Bewick 1804)

Fig. 32'View of Marston [sic.] great rock’ by William Beilleyl 77271 Circle
marks location of possible aperture in the rock near the site of the original Gr
Duke of Nort humb ¥aumaRecod funber 03B ct i o
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