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Errata

A slight incompatibility of computer software caused the loss of  some lines of  text from
pages iv, v and vi o f  the book as printed. The author and publisher apologise for failure to
spot these errors before going to press Corrections are as follows:

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS: the last sentence should conclude thus ‘le'aVe to—design and cor-
rect the text”.

'INTRODUCTION: sentences at the bottom. of  page vand  at the top of  page vi have been
accidentally so mutilated as to lose their meaning. They should‘read asfollows:

“if  the story told by this book has amoral (and it has)\ it isthat there certainly. is such a thing
as “Society” — with a vengeance. We are all hostages to our-neighbours" "fortunes: to their
economic fortune, their habits and their health.” _

The missing last line of the quotation at the end o—f‘th'e"introd’UCtionis;  

“It tolls for thee.”



PR EFACE

Tllae star still be a few tattered copies it! do Introduction
to the Sorrel History of Hominy in Victorian Preston
(I982't hone in temhen'cuphsarda in various schools in the
Preston area. but I am told that they have been had to find
for several years. Fuhaps I may be entitled or say that I
hope they are now crunpletcly intttttssihle to Iirtd. as I was
the author oI that little thing and have since hecortte poin-
fully aware that I "could do better".

Fortified DisteIt't'ns-s. the first phase of that ”mitt.
made up for the complete inadequacy of my caiginal treat-
ment of the firttt hail ol' the Wth century. The recur-Id phase
of improvement does likewise for middleclass ltottsin; in
the aarrtc perid. and will be published in I994 ltlotthtless
under a title in which the word "Dwellings" will be quali-
fied by on ud'pcti’ve such as "Herrpectahltt" ttr
“Comtrrrtable”l

The present hook ttheoretically the thud phase of the
attention - improving the beat of the original teat) has been
both easier and mm tniroahte for the to undertake than
either til the others. Easier. becttuae the original already
contained tt lot of interesttng and useful material; and enjoy-
aItIe because it also contains “a rattlinl good yam" with a
strong cast of characters speaking in their own wtices.

Il' readers suspect tttat parts of it were made up for the
sake of eaciternent. I must say that in the course of revising
it I have scttnett'mea suspected the same myself". but the fact

is that it is all true. Those people really did those "rings
which I say they did. and they really did say and write these
passages which I have quoted: I have put in end-note refer-
cncea to the «tutors to that this can he checked. tl may have
moved things termed a little. but early to make the story
clearer. not to deceive.)

The decqttivc character of this hark lies not in what it
includes but in what it units. Writing the original test at
the Teachers‘ Centre in 1932. I had the immense advantage
of hero] able to draw on previous research for my univer.
siry thesis. That work. belinnin; us It]?! utd concluded in
[930. is the bulk of the iceberp. and this hook is only one of
its visihle tips. [lit the other hand. I realise that these must
also he many unintentional runissions cursed by my ignor-
ance ot the wink of other histrnittns. and for this I apologise.
[Since Will" I have spent too much of my time out at din-tn.)

II it a slim l'tt’ttlk 'I'I'I-ct'tt rue two reasons for this. (It'll: ll
that I believe that academics provide a better sevscc to
readers the longer they research and the shorter the books
they wrtte as a result; and the other it that till I begin trt age I
[treler thinner books with inner print and more pictures.

Finally. a word on the title. My first idea for this was A
Pig to flu" I'nrd. but a librarian advtaed me that computer
calalulutrtg Irouc classify such a title under Agriculture. Sci
ittstead we chose tltis rather trenaational alternative. as prob
ably nearer to the general sense ol' the teat-
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liven theu pennission to quote from or use material in this
hook; and to those who made the last stages oI this [Induc-
tn possible. one way or another.
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and kindnesses. There is space here to summon-up only a
few nttrttcs to represent the others at the University rtt
L-II-t'lcaalttt'- Dr Ittlttt Marshall. [Jr John Walton and Dr Elira~
INIII Rubens; al Llrtrtaahitt: County Hecta'tl ”Hide. Ken
Hall {thcn County Archivist" and Barbara Sharpe; at the
"I'll! Museum. Stephen Sartin (in I932l attd Sally Cole-
man; at the Harris Reference Library. Terry Shaw and time
Dennison; at Preston Town Hall. John Fletcher. Peter
Hadley and Colin Wilson; at the Tcachera' Centre in 1932.

Joy 1|Iltr'trlltt tnow Mrs Green} and my colleague Chris Sm:
at the Central Lancashirc Development Corposation in
I‘m. Mark Mallam. director of the redevelopment ot'
Plongington. ttnd lohn Hallam. archaeologist; III the Univer-
sity of Central Lancashtrc. Geo” Timrninr {History Depart-
ment) ltd Cttudon Duerden (Cranputer Scrvices}; and rtt
English Heritate Martin Robertson. Martin Cl'terty and
Lucy Dewhttrst. I also one deep thanks to many [scuttle
whose names I never knew. the people of Preston who
sinned me their hurries.

I have received equally valuable tltotuh less immediate
help from certain apectaltsttt tn the field of architectural.
history I thank Anthony Quincy tl'or his interest in HIE.
and for Hotter rtt-tit Hittite). Stefan Muthesius {lot The Eng-
lish Terrie-rd Hittite and Ittr but epistolary conversation on
the subject) and Mark Gintuatd the his books which dem-
onstrate that architectural history can be intereating. human.
and a pleasure to read}.

It will be obvious from the teat and tllustrtttt'r'ats that
this book could not have been written or produced rtt all
without Ihe  kind permission ol the owners and custodians
of its sotnces. not only tor me to use them tor my research
but also [or me to quote Irunt or reproduce them so the Iot-
lowin; pages. They are pruicrpally: Preston Httnrttgh Cram-
cil. Lancash'trc Crtunty record (lifter. Messrs Fair It lies
{who departed the Tornlinton pervert iii the Record Office).
the Preston District Librarian. and the Harris Museum and
Art Gallery.

For vital and tndispensttble help in the last 'Icw weeks I
offer heratfelt thanks to my wife Barebara (in effect. pith-
lisher and editor]. to my sorts Edward Morgan and Guy
Morgan for materiel assistance in various ways; and. final-ly. to my arm Ben Mot-pan Ice twin; up part at his annual



INTRODUCTION

The tragedy of the bruising which the subject of
thishooh isthat while itprovedtobeinadequatein
Victorian times, the wlutle trend of domestic technol-
ogy in the 20th century has been to make it ever more
ttI't'ttlftle. Readers who follow the htttdt through to the
end might then consider what a cotton spinner‘s wife
living to Plungington t for esamplet tn the “£9s
might have tttttde of such things as central heating.
electric light. a refrigerator. a shower. a washing ma-
chine. a watercloset. bin-bags — and conu'aceptives.

In a previous hortlt. Vanished Dwellings t 19W). i
tried to reconstruct housing lot which there was then
no survrvtng architectteal evidence at all. using pic-
ttrnts. maps and various dtwumentarv stances. The re-
sult was tlte discovery of a place which would be
visually so unfamiliar to anyone who had not seen
Preston before tsayt I950 as to he cotnpletely unre-
cognisahle: a lost world.

This teeth. on the other hartd. is about housing
which is architccturally very fantliar to Prestonians‘.
but if. wav of life in it which was httrril'tcallv different.

If the main difficulty with the first boot: was that
the buildings l'l-‘rll vanished. the first great advantage
for tltis one was that. at the time of the initial research
in l9tt2. almost all the houses were still there: turd
large numbers of them. subject to “clearance pro-
grammes". were tilill'ltlll'lfi empty. As a result of this
lucky coincidence I was able to explore houses which
were then mostly unoccupied.

Unl'ot'tuntaely I must have been ordy half awake at
the time. for I did not recognise the full significance
of what I was seeing. Had I known then what I know
rtow I would have tried to make a systematic archae-
ological record of the streets and houses tn the clear-
tltce areas. I phtaographed many houses tsomctimes
forgetting to record their arkhessesl‘. but I rrtade only
one measured survey. and that was of a house which
was not in tire main study area.

The lack of a ustnugh archaeological survey or
ground level may not he too bad a loss. because in
addition ttt large-scale Ordnance Survey maps there is
tut almost complete archive of builders' plans for the
houses lthough this ts not to say that they were always
eortstrucled accordingly}. The irretrievahle loss is of
irtfta'ntatiort alarm these houses httth below and above
ground level: which of them had cellars (and how
these were equipped) and which had extra hedrooms.

(hirer impta'tant information was lost when the
homes were demolished. In two of the two-ttp-two-
down houses I found the ttny space under the stair-
case had been converted into a hamnsan - complete
with bath. In other words. we have lost the structural
biographiea of these lttatses. which would have shown

how later generations had adapted them.
The other great advantage which [enjoyed in the

writing of this boot: was the discovery that there was a
continuum story running titrough the whole period.
It was Proston's own storv. one so estraordh'uu'v thin I
would have thought it was fiction - ctnnplete with
heroes and villains and dramatic ctatfronuttions.

Underlying this story. of misuse. is the national
contest. for in its attempt to come to terms with the
ctanpletely new way of life of am industrial society.
this town was fairly typical of the whole country.

In common with attest other manufacturing towns.
Preattat grew very rapidly in the first half of the l9th
century. A hottulation of about twelve thousmd in
than had increased to about fifty dustsand hv than.
Unfortunately this gniwth. and the proportionme in-
crease in the number of dwellings. had occurred with-
out any corresponding change in the sanitary cushion:
of the inhabitants or the services which were availtdtle
to them. in lildtl most houses in the town still had no
Fitted water suttolv and no drains or sewers.

In It-ttttt the fastest mode of transport was the scene
as it had been in the time of Attila the Hun: the horse.
The canal l'tetwcen Preston and Lancasttn' had rust
been completed. the boats on it drawn by horses.
About half-a-dorcn small steam-powered cotton mills
retarttly built in Preston were winning cottot into
yarn. and several thousand weavers were melting it
into cloth on hardloorns in their own homes. The av-
erageageofdcatltinthetownatthaltirne wasabout
Ell} years.

By the late Hollis newly-built railways linked
Preston to Wigan and London. to Luicaster. to Fleet-
wood. to Bolton and Manchester. and to Blackburn.
Tlttrrt: were alt-tart 4h steun-pUWered cotton mills.
scene of them as big as any in Lancashine. and many
now equipped with power loans which wove cloth tn
the rate of about 5 inches a minute or If!) yards a day.
But the average age otdeath in the tram had fallett
from 30 ttt 19 years.

This was not the fault of anybody in particular.
Like acid rain. the hole in the ozone layer and global
warming in our own times. it was somed'ting which
just scented to have cottte about without anyone really
noticing until it was almost too latte. And when they
did start to pay attention to the problem. there was the
same sort of disagreement about the causes and
remedies.

l-lowevet’. while it remains to be seen what the les-
sons ofourowntime willtumoutto be.one would
have supposed that at least we had learned those of
fill years ago. If the story told by this book has a
moral {and it has) it is that there certainly is such a
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CHAPTER I

A BIT BEHIND: THE CRISIS OF THE 18403

The cry in cities and towns should be the some as
”they were onfi're. "Water. Water!”

Tits Rev. Joins Cur. antstasstso a swarm: t s  Pussies ts I343

ucn woans of warning were reasonable
S and realistic. for. as John Clay was one

of the first to point out to them. the
people of Preston were facing a mortal crisis
by the mid ”Hills. In this chapter I explain the
nature of the crisis. because that was the start
of my story.

At the time Mr Clay was speaking most
people in Preston had no tap or drain in their
homes. and hardly any had a water-closet. It
is therefore very hard for us to understand
even the most basic facts and ideas which
they took for granted. We have benefitted
from the cruel experience of our ancestors.
and it would be no end of a shock for us to
wake up among.I them.
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In the remote world of the mid 19th cen-
tury. ruled almost entirely by the spirit of pri-
vate enterprise and the ideal of the free
market. amazing inventiveness and extraordi-
nary efforts were applied to profitable enter-
prises such as cotton spinning. coal mining
and railway construction. Domestic neces—
sities. on the other hand. such as the supply of
water and the removal of dung. were not at-
tractive business propositions. except as pri-
vate services to those who could afford to
pay for them. And besides. these things we
traditionally women‘s work.

The casualty rate. meanwhile. was
appalling.

Preston was not unique. What happened
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Chapter l'

here was typical of Britain‘s fast-growing
cities and towns during the period: but be-
cause local govemment in the 19th century
was largely local self-govemment. the re
sponses and their tinting were in some ways
peculiar to this place. and contributed to the
individual character of the town at the end of
the cennny.

Underlying the whole experience were the
efforts to find the right ways of thinking
about life in large and dense populations.
There was tension between the idea that an
Englishman's liberty consisted in every man
being free to hold any opinion of his own and
to do as he wished with his own property. as
long as he did not deprive others of the same
freedom: and a belief that the purpose of law
and government was to promote the greatest
happiness of the greatest number. which
might lead to interference with individual
freedom. If a man chose to keep a pig in his
yard. a few chickens in his cellar or a nice
warm pile of manure in his stable. wasn‘t that
entirely his own business. and nobody else‘s?

In the new circumstances of large indus-
trial towns during the “540s it became appar-
ent that these ideas were incompatible. In
practice. they were opposites. Experience in
general. and outbreaks of cholera in particu-
lar. demonstrated that when TDJIJIU were ga-
thered together in one place they had
collective interests which could not be lg-
noted and which demanded collective action.

This idea {as we shall see} was painfully
accepted during the 1840s. What remained to
be settled was what to do. how it should be
done. and who should do it. There were no
precedents for any of these questions. but it
was a matter of life and death to find the right
answers. and to apply them to bricks-and-
mortar. Street design and construction. water
supply. the disposal of sewage and corpses.
all would have to be re-thought. And if an
Englishman‘s home was his castle. the privacy
of its curtain'wall was about to be
undermined.

Water
Before the Preston Waterworks Company
was fonned in “BE. there were three public
sources of water in the town. The most im-
portant of these was rain {with which the
town is still generously supplied]: two thirds
of the houses were reported in 1849 as having
rain water butts set up on wall brackets. The
other sources were an antiquated and inad-
equate waterworks known as "The Folly".
and a few pumps in the streets.

The Folly drew water from ancimt
springs at the bottom of Glovers Court and
Mainsprit Weind. and pumped it by horse-gin
through elm-log pipes to streets round the
Market Place. Water flowed when the horse
was set to work. an intermittent event her-
alded by a man walking round the streets with
amMe

The pumps were more reliable. but they
were few and scattered. There were fifteen
public pumps in 1809. which the surveyor
William Shakeshaft depicted on his map with
little drawings: three in Friargate. two in

. "
r ‘

ln
. -

t .  2: The Folly rr.r than“ on Myer‘neep ofldjo.
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Church Street. one in Fishergate. and a few
others in more remote places such as Crown
Street to the north and Queen Street to the
south. Other pumps were installed after this
time. the most interesting of which gave its
name to Pump Street [north of St. Paul‘s
Chmch}. This pump was worked by a small
steam engine. and its enterprising owner dis-
tributed the water in costs. at a halfpennv per
canful. Up to the l83fls. most of the inhabit-
ants were entire dependent on these public
pumw and watercarts for their water sup-
plies: not much. for a population already.I over
30.000.

Middle class folk seem to have found
ways of providing their own private water
supplies. G.T. Clarke reported in HM? that
there were numerous underground tanks.
“chiefly in the premises of the richer classes".
1 have not yet found anyr physical evidence of
them. but Samuel Leach. son of a draper who
had built a house at the south end of
Wincldev Square. left a description of the ar-

r-s‘i ‘a -t

Fii. 3 : Public ms in Friargote. lm‘l
idetoilfrorn Shotedttdi‘s ntttpl

The Crisis oftne rm:

tangementswhichherememberedinhishome
there (No. SCamden Place) in the lfldfls:

The scatter}! . . .itod two pumps. one on
each side of a sink stone. the one with outer
from the Water Conmdny. and the other
with rain water suppiied fi'onr o very large
reservoir underneath the flogged yard .'

Such private reservoirs must have made a
great difference to the comfort and conveni-
ence of houses in the Wutckley Square area.

As the large-scale Drdnaoce Survey maps
show. there were also private wells and
pumps in that area. A well in the yard of a
house in Camden Place was ordered to be
closed up in 1378 (as a health hazard). and
the outline of it is still visible. while a plaque
dated “1832" on the yard-wall of a house in
Ribblesdale Place marks the place where a
pump used to stand {the date is significant).
There is proban similar evidatce in the
yards and basements of other houses in the

Fig. «I : stte of well "I yard or No-2 Camden Flore
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Mr I

vicinity. but the embarrassment of explaining
the propose of my enquiries to busy office
staff has deterred me from further fieldwork
in pursuit of this subject.

Not surprisingly. people who had such
difficulty getting water used it sparingly. One
thing they didn't do with it was simply pour it
down the drain or the lavatory: because. of
course. they had nu drains and no water
closet.

Rubbish
Householders who had no water closet cer-
tainly didn't want the lavatory inside the
house with them. They had it outside. at a
convenient distance. with a hole underneath
where the conterrts could be covered over
with a layer of earth or ashes. This earth
closet was housed in a little outbuilding
brownastheprivy.'lhatiswhythebackyard
wasso important.

,;
 -

 
.

* i
1'-I.

f
I

‘ 1

I

Fig. 5 .' A Per-non privy phorgrophed in HM.

Other kinds of hmsehold waste were also
deposited outside in the back yard. not only
organic material such as peelings and
pan-scrapings. but also the ashes and cinders
from the fire. For this purpose a pit or enclos-
ure of some kind was made. called an ashpit.
middenstead. or boghole. The most conveni-
ent place for this midden was next to the
privy. so that ashes for throwing into it were
close at hand. The “privy-midden systen'lH
was all very well for scattered farmhouses
and cottages in the countryside. but in a town
like Preston. ever more tightly crammed with
people and dwellings. it was a different matter
altogether.

The problem was how to get rid of all this
stinking rubbish and filth. In those parts ofthe
town without sewers. in other words almost
everywhere. there were two ways of getting
rid of liquid waste. Some houses. or groups
of houses and courtyard cottages. had a deep
pit (perhaps covered over). into which liquid
could drain through pipes. The idea was that
water would naturally seep away through the
sides and the bottom (presumably eventually
polluting the drinking water drawn up by any
pumps in the vicinity} leaving only solid
matter in the pit. This was called a cess pit
(an example in Turks Head Yard is mentioned
in Vanished Daellr‘ngs 1}. The other way was
to rip it into the street and leave it to find its
own way home. Solid refuse from the privy.
midden. or cesspit had to be dug out with
shovels. loaded into a cart. and taken to some
place where it would be more useful.

A very popular amelioration of these sys—
tents was to keep a pig in the yard. Pigs
would eat almost anything. and when fattened
they could be slaughtered and eaten in their
turn. Later in the century officialdom turned
again“ pigs. but the householders stoully de-
fended their tasty conveniences.

ln Preston it was the job of a small
number of men (fewer than l2) to come
round and finpty the middens and privies.
Those were the scavengers employed by the
Improvement Commission (see below}. Who
value these brave fellows?
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TheCrisis ofdte ”40:

Fig. e.- The Police I’m! for "Mme ford" l. as shown on the 60-inch Grind-re Survey up of M”.
Note the various bore you! arrangements oftlte neilfltouriu houses.

The labourers employed are for the mt
port paupers and elderly men. receiving low
noses. and. as a class. not equal to the
eficient prime of this kind of nonl.’

Early in the century the cartloads of
human dung were distributed randomly to
farmers for use as manure. but an improved
system introduced in the I8305 had centra-
lised the service on an enclosed plot of lattd
on what was then the northern fringe of the
built-up area. On the Ordnance Survey Map
this land was labelled “Police Yard" — be-
cause the service was provided by the [m-
provement or Police Conunission —- but in
ordinary speech it was known simply as “the
Manure Yard". (Until recently this was the
site of the Saul Street Baths. but as I write a
new building for the Magistrates' and Down
Cola-ts is rising in place of the baths; perhaps
this new courthouse might display a plaque

saying“BuiltonthesiteoftheMantae
Tard".)

Thescavengerswererequiredtodotheir
work only at night. for the sake of decency
rather than efficiency. It would have been im-
possible for a dozen young. fit. and high-
ly-motivated men to keep pace with the
necessities of a population rapidly rising to-
wards mom — even in ideal circumstances.
The mete handful of elderly and infirm
paupets. paid by the cartload (and therefore
naturally inclined to avoid the difficult places)
could hardly have done more than redistribute
a fiaction of this human manure or "night-
soil" from their leaky carts (nick-named
"mic wagons"): and they were further
handicapped not only by darkness but also by
the physical arrangements of access to the
privies and bogholes. These were as varied as
the whine or expectations of their builders.
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Chapter 1'

Back Yards

The belt yard «— or its equivalent outside
space — was therefore not an addition to a
house. like a garden. but an integral part of it.
without a roof. [n this respect houses in town
were quite different from those in the suburbs
or country. They were town houses. not cot-
tages with small allotments attached. The es-
sential functions of the backs had the effect of
pushing the inhabitants out at the front. so
that people were either indoors in private. or
outdoors in public. This is why the few town
houses with gardens had them at the from;
communally in Winckley Square. and individ-
ually in Bushell Place. for example.

Because all back yards served the sarne
function. regardless of differences of wealth
and social status. it would have been very
difficult for a person who had been led blind-
fold into any individual yard to know where
he was in town. In Ribblesdale Place (for
example) some of the yards are even smaller
and more tneanly contrived than those of
many working~class streets.

Not that all dwellings had the same back
yard arrangements. Sartre had no yards at all.
Blind-back cottages built in courtyards had
outside space only at the front. and usually
very little of it. In blocks of back-to-hacks
only the rear cottage of each pair faced a
yard. and this was usually communal. Even
where there were yards. many completely
lacked any kind of structural privy or midden.
judging from the evidence of the 60-inch 0.8.
maps surveyed in 1847. One hesitates to draw
the worst conclusion about the practical
consequences of such a lack of provision. but
it is correct: the inhabitants relieved them-
selves at random in the surroundings.

Through»houses had back yards. of
course. but in many of the earlier rows the
yard was shared or communal. In these. the
privies were usually fewer than the dwellings.
so they were shared also.

Numerous examples of such shared and
communal back yards. and of groups of
backsto-back cottages with no private outside

Fig. i". at communal backyard tn Arno! Street. of
Welyield Road.

space at all. are visible on the 134? maps. es-
pecially in the two handloom weaving col-
onies: e.g. in Albert Street. ('J'tarlotte Street
and Queen Street (to the south-east). and
scattered throughout the north-western area.

The first public revelation of the conse-
quences of these inadequacies came in [831.
when a cholera scare caused a temporary
“Board of Health" {consisting of clergy and
medical men) to tour the town and report on
the danger areas. The following extracts re-
late to the subject of this section.

One principal source of complaint was the
had repair offlogiltole walls . . . which. in
many instances. were reported to be so
dilapidated as to allow their contents to
drain of)" into the streets. yards. or open
spaces . . . so as to produce the most
unpleasant efl'ect upon the inspectors . . .
Some of the Necessaries l’i .e. privlesl were
said to he. in such ofiltlry state that we can
scarcely conceive how any luannn being
could be induced by any consideration. to
enter them . . . '

Another ground of complaint was the
quantity ofltuman impurities that were
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Fii. 8: Seam officer I?  afrhe 60-inch Ordnance Survey a! Mil showing the mrifly of "lawman
barium-n hunt: and their amid: .Iparr: in tie handlm weaving district to flu- mflI-flm of
the I‘m rum. bum bflwnu I .796 and 1825.

( I )  Back-n-bazt cm: wifllml any W (cm: 5m I'll Back Ml: Sam}.
(2} Emma] yards {north end arms: side utcn Strut-I. Ind Back Albert SUM).
{3} Individual yards wifll middampm betwmn two rows {William Strum and Waller Sued).
{II} Yuri: in plin wifll m by through-lobby 1mm ham {:0t all! of Alba! 5m).
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Chapter l

observedsn'ewn about in the back streets alley. in reality a linear hidden serving the
Athlrd wasthe heaps ofashes.andanimal dwellings on both sides. and known as a
and vegetable matter. that were piled up “midden-pan“. was open at one or both ends
beside the cottages. and allowed to undergo to allow the scavengers to dig their way along
a process of decomposition . . . (a feat which was rarely attempted).

All the arrangements so far described
A single privy frequently belongs to several were eidter impractical or intolerable (though
houses. and perhaps this is the reason why they were tolerated until the 1340s). There
it is usually in such a had condition. each were only two tolerable ways of providing
family throwing of the opprobriarn of the easy access to back-yard privies and middens
nuisance . . .apon the neighbours. while this system prevailed. The better - or

less unsatisfactory .. was a back road along
Another circumstance with regard to which the scavengers‘ cart could travel while
Necessaries. . . is that they are so seldom each privy-pail was removed through a small
cleaned out. This is perhaps in port owing door in the back wall of the yard. and the
lathe police regulations which forbid the midden (or ash pail} through a back gate.
removal of manure during the day. This meant allocating land for that purpose

alone. which seems to have been acceptable
Every sense is shocked at witnessing in most English towns {except Leicester} but
firemen. who ought to be patterns to the was evidently too extravagant for all but the
ruder sex ofmodesty. cleanliness and better middle-class houses in Preston: Bushell
gentleness. not only stdfering hut Place. Stanley Terrace and Stephenson Ter-
encouraging their children to commit race. for example.
impurities promiscuoasly around their The next best was the through-lobby be-
dwellings.‘ tween each pair of houses in a row. This took

a little space from the ground floor of each
In view of the architectural arrangements. house. but it was not as conspicuous a waste
these women and children had no alternative: of valuable building land as a back road. By
a fact which the reports do not mention. the late 1840s this 'method was evidently al-

Filthy and inferior though such defi- ready being adopted as the general pattern. as
ciencies were for the inhabitants. they did not G.T. Clarke inplierl in his description of
hinder the scavengers - if they came. Un- examples in St. Perer‘s Ward:
fortunately. some of the houses which en- .
joyed the benefit of individual yards did in these new parts of the town the old plan
present obstacles. Some had no means of ac. ofan alley between the back premises of
cess to the back yard except through the each two rows ofhoases has been
house. In such cases it was the responsibility abandoned. and instead. a covered
of the householder to convey the contents of cross-passage introduced between everyhis privy and midden to the street in front. pair ofhouses. and contnton to both. The
where it was left in a heap until the scaven- intention of this is to allow the soil andgets removed it. There was “a nuisance of ashes to berentoved without passingthis kind". wrote a correspondent to a local through the house.“
paper in 1847. “in one of the most respectable
streets in the town. and opposite the house of Such an elegantly economical solution toan Improvement Commissioner. ”5 the problem appealed to the Iandolvms andAI; appJIrent improvement was the provi- builders of Preston.
sion e an ey about three feet wide between One reason for this. and forthe backs of two rows of back yards. This of the yards compared with ommm:
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Fig. 9. Through-lobby heater in St Peter's Square.
Wow the rite of the Unlverrlry ofCentral

Ldecorltt're libraryl.

England. may have been that a field pattern in
the Avenham area. inherited from medieval
times. had dictated it in that part of town.
When the long. narrow strip+lilte fields in
Avenham were sold for building (between
”HS and 133”}. streets such Frenchwood
Street and Great Avenham Street were laid
out along the centre of these strips. so that
the houses built on either side had just
enough room for yards between their back
walls and the hedgerows. The only way of
providing access to the yards [other than
through the houses themselves) was therefore
to build a passage or lobby through each pair
of houses from the street at the front to the
yards at the back. Such a plan. adopted for
middle+class housing in Avenham. then made
a convenient model for working-class housing
elsewhere.

Another reason may have been that build-
ing land in Preston was sold at a price per
square yard of urea. rather than per linear
foot of frontage t as in the south of England}.

Whatever the reason. it allowed Preston
to take a complacent view of the privy-
midden system in the second half of the cen-
tury. as will be seen.

Despite the revelations of lllilZ. it was

The Crisis afrhr rm:

almost twenty years before effective re-
sponses to dangers. which were tragically
obvious to almost every household in the
town. were initiated. The reasons for this
were: the lack of comprehensive information
about the scale of the problem as a whole
[rather than in individual experience}: dis-
agreements about whether the blame lay with
individuals or with society in general {are my
children dying because I am diny. or because
i am poor and my neighbours are poor and
dirty?l: and the lack of organisations with the
power to deal with the causes. The nest sec-
tion esamines the organisations which were
available in the first half of the century.

The local authorities & the
environment
In Preston in first half of the 19th century. as
in most other boroughs of the time. there
were three distinct bodies which we would
call “local authorities". each serving a separ-
ate function: the Corporation. the Parish
Vestry (replaced in ISIS by the Guardians of
the Poor}. and the improvement Commission.
The first two had no authority over the accu-
mulating environmental problems of the
town. and the third had some authority but
not enough powers.

Until 1335 the Corporation was repre-
sented by a Town Council which had been
self-electing and had had hardly any public re-
sponsibilities except looking after Corpor—
ation property (and drinking its wine]. The
Municipal Corporations Reform Act of 1335
replaced this ineffective and unrepresentative
body with an elected Council composed of 36
councillors elected by ”the burgesses" of the
sis wards. and 12 aldermen elected by the
councillors. But the only significant power
the Council then acquired was control of the
police force. which was transfemed from the
Improvement Commissioners: a force of ten
men in that year.

Before ”till the Council had nothing to
do with the condition of the town as a whole.
This responsibility belonged to the
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Fig. ill: The Town Hall. built in ”82. Parish Vestry.
lfltpt'm't'mefll Commissioners and magistrates
nest in it. as well at the Corporation.

Improvement Commission (sometimes known
as the Police Cotnniission). which was estab-
lished by the Preston Improvement Act of
1315. to light. pave and police the town: with
powers to collect rates on property to pay for
these services. Unlike those in some other
places. the Preston Improvement Commis-
sioners were not elected: all owners or ten-
ants of property in land or buildings in the
town worth £100 a year were qualified to act
as lmprovernent Commissioners. in theory
any or all of these wealthier citizens could
turn up and vote at the meetings held monthly
in the Town Hall. In practice. there was
usually a core of between IS and 3!} public
spirited regulars. mostly members of the
shop-keeping middle class rather than the
upper crust. Unusually important items on the
agenda. especially in the limits. attracted Si!
or on members; but the record attendance of
“t2 was provoked by a proposal which threa-
tened the privacy of Wincltley Square {it was
defeated).

One of the obstacles to the effectiveness
of the improvement Commission was there-
fore that conscientious members were easily
swamped by defensive property-owners. Jo—
seph Livesey. ever a progressive reformer.

used to walk round the town a few days be-
fore each meeting. to see what needed to be
done. in his own words:

i would often go ahead ofrny mediators.
and but for then: holding the hack. l should
have incurred more espense than was
justifiable . . . by such alterations o r !
thought the town required. especially in the
back streets . . . Many a dirty corner i got
cleaned out .. pig styes oral other nuisances
removed - but when you have parties to
deal with who are conservators of dirt. and
. . . protons who are ayroirl of incurring
expense. you can only get on shrwly.1r

Another difficulty was the titrated powers
provided by the original Improvement Act.
This handicap was recognised as early as
l838 by Isaac Wilcockson {proprietor of the
Preston Chronicle} who tried. but failed. to
persuade his fellow commissioners that they
should apply for a new act of parliament to
give them increased powers to control build-
ing and drainage.I

Legal power was not all they lacked.
They also lacked money and staff. The scale
of local administration in that period was
puny. Laying rates of about End in the pound.
for each of the two branches of their service
(lighting and paving) the Commissioners an-
nual turnover in the mid-1330s was about
Bill“ for lighting and RN)“ for paving: and
in I346. Bill)“ and £750“ respectively. For
comparison. the profits of the cotton firm
Horroclts. Miller and Co. were over 130.000
in lllilfi and over tiltilllltl in 1839.

As for the staffing of local govemment in
that period. it was not until late in the century
that even major offices such as Town Clerk
and Treasurer became full—time salaried jobs:
these duties were perfoe part-time by
professional gentlemen in private practice.
The only full-time salaried officer; of any
consequence in the first half of the century
were the superintendents of the Police and of
the Fire Brigade. employed by the Corpor-
ation: and the Surveyor employed by the
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Improvement Commissioners.
The Surveyor in the 1840s. Mr Stuart. a

person of advanced age and declining powers.
was not in the habit of keeping records of the
works which he directed. if he built sewers.
for example (see below). the only map of
their location was in his own head. so that his
death would mean the total loss of such use»
ful information. Anxiety about this imminent
danger was probably one reason why Lyon
Playfair. the inspector reporting on the state
of the town to a Royal Commission in l845.
“observed several recently nutde excavations
in the streets. and on inquiring the cause I
found that the Conunissioners had been in
search of the sewers." His general comment
on sewerage in Preston was as follows:

Preston. distinguishedfor the rural beauty
of its town. andfor the activity of its
authorities. has been strangely negligent in
its endeavours to procure a systematic
sewerage . . . There are no specific
regulations for draining the town or its
vicinity. A large extent of the town is
entirely without either under drains or
setters. the waterfrom the houses flowing
along the channels upon the surface . . .
The Rev. Mr Clay states that almost all the
new streets in Preston have been planned
and built without any attention to drainage
and sewerage. and it is evident that
legislative interference is needed to compel
due provision of these subjects."

It would have been difficult to construct
an integrated system for the whole town in
any case. because there were no proper sur-
veys showing levels from a common datum.

The ntain difference between these “sew-
ers" and what we would know by that name
was that in some places they were not under.
ground. but ran in open gullies.

Such sewers as existed had been built
piecemeal. based (in the traditional mttnnerl
on the. existing water courses: the Swill-
brook. which ran from the prison. through
Samuel Horroclts‘s garden at Lark Hill. and

The Crisis of the Millie

formed a southern boundary to the hvenharn
area before disgorging its contents into the
Ribble near the end of Avenham Walks;
Airham-Syke. running on the northern side of
hvenham through the centre of Wincltley
Square and thence to the river below Fisher-
gate Hill; and a more complicated system of
drainage serving Fishergate and Friargate on
one hand. and Meadow Street and Walker
Street on the other. The last of these dis-
charged into two open pools on the Marsh
(now the dock estate} which were “widely
known and complained of by all around. as
Snuff Mill-darn". and drained into the river
through “300 yards of filthy open ditch"“'
Linked into these arteries was a maze of sec-
ondary covered sewers of miscellaneous sire
and design. which in 1349 served about a
quarter of the total length of streets in the
town.

Within these limitations the Commis-
sioners were fairly active. They lit the princi-
pal streets with gas lamps. and paved them
with boulders and pebbles (Le. cobbles): and
did the same for new streets when they were
adopted after houses had been built on both
sides (Avenham Road and Frenchwood
Street. for example. in 1339). Boulder paving
was a great deal better than the mere tracts of
mud which it replaced. but its irregular crev-
ices did tend to harbour the overflow and

Fig. i i  .' Boulder paving in Brnnrrrn .‘irtcrt. r litt‘il'
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Chapter l

remains of the dung heaps which were
dmnped on it. (For this reason the Connois-
sioners resorted to wooden paving round the
Town Hall.) They managed the scavenging.
and removed "nuisances“; or ordered their re-
moval; or. i f  on private property. such as
Lord Derby‘s slaughter houses in Bolton‘s
Court. recononcndcd their removal.

Recommendation was all too often the
limit of the Improvement Conunissioners‘
power. as they were forced to recognise in
their first attempt to control the design and
construction of new streets. in March 1841.
Their minute book contains an elaborate list
of carefully-worded specifications. bye—laws
in every respect except that they are intro-
duced by the words: “It is therefore recons-
nwnded that all parties laying out streets
should observe the following conditions . 3‘“
The best summary of the progress of the [m-
provement Conunission up to the mid Wallis
was given in a meeting of 1844 by one of
themselves. the millowner George Smith. in
reply to another who claimed tltat they
needednonewpowersbecausetheyhad
“moved on“:

They had undoubtedly moved on. and so
didfl man with one leg: but it nor no less
certain that they might have moved better
with me.”

“Moving on ” - Water Supplies
Recognising the booming demand for water.
a number of enterprising citizens had got to-
gether to form the Preston Watenvorks Com-
pany in [$32. This company. consisting of
sixty proprietors holding £50 shares. began
modestly but learned fast. Their initial esti-
mate of the cost of their works was only
H 5.00“. which enabled them to build a small
reservoir beaide the Longtidge road at Ga-
mull Lane to the east of the town. with
gathering grounds in Grimsargh and Alston:
and to lay water mains to supply piped water
in town.

Compared with the previous total lack of
lhcsc things. and with the standards of com-
parable waterworks in other places. the
achievement of the Waterworks Company
was remarkable. It provided a constant supply
of water under high pressure. which was not
only more convenient but also cheaper for all
concerned than the intermittent supplies at
low pressure in other towns [such as Liver—
pool. Manchester. and Bolton]; and it re-
sponded to the very rapid increase of the
town in the nest twenty years by increasing
its capacity even faster. building a series of
much bigger reservoirs further east towards

Fig. l2 .  tieorgc 31mm. notion-tier,
councillor and council comedian.

Flg. 13: The first reservoir of the Preston Worerworkr Constantly.ot Somali {one i lat edition offi-inch 05 nap. 1315].
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Longtidge. The ‘i million gallons of the first
reservoir would have lasted only [4 days of
drought: by 1840. total capacity of 60 million
gallons would have been sufficient for 78
days and by I349. 16'! million gallons
enough for six months {assuming that all
houses were connected. which they were
not}.

Unfortunately. the nature of this vital
public service. and its extent. were condi-
tioned by the fact that it was provided by a
private enterprise. Laying on water to a house
cost between six and ten shillings {for a lead
pipe and one tap). Then there were the annual
charges. calculated on a sliding scale in pro*
portion to rent. Houses renting at £5 and
under were charged 15 3d per quarter. for
example. those at £10. 25 6d per quarter (and
so on upwards}. In ”“9 ninety percent of the
consumers were at or under Ell} rental. and
therefore paid between five and ten shillings
per year for their water.

It was up to the landlords to decide
whether to have their houses and cottages

4‘ f"
l - - .

—tt-— " 1‘

F i3. M :  top and siopstone. cit‘id‘ii. Cross Street

The Crisis of the ill-ms

connected. and it was for the tenants to de-
cide whether to filter it themselves or to con-
some it in its natural biological state {having
been gathered from fields grazed by cattle).
Shrewd landlords realised that the expense of
connection paid for itself by increasing the
demand for their houses. One owner of Si} or
90 cottage dwellings reported in 1844 that
laying on water solved the problem of his
own vacant property. to the detriment of a
neighbouring landlord who had not supplied
water:

The consequence was. that nanny ofhis
tenants left him. and come over to me
immediately that i laid on water. although
his houses are rather better than mine in
other respects.u

0n the other hand. the owner of several
houses in Pleasant Street in l349.

declines laying on nutter. referring tenants
to a pump at the street end. which is pieced
in it manure depot.“

The guiding principle of the system was
therefore “you pays your money and you
takes your choice“.

Such free-market mechanism had
brought piped water to half the houses in the
town by 1845. Those without naturally
helped themselves from their neighbours. but
if they were caught they were prosecuted for
the crime of water-stealing. [n the words of
Mr Clarke.

it is often found that the inhabitants oft:
whoie street draw their water cinndestineiy
through that of ti single customer. who in
some cores sells the notes:

The magistrates were obliged to take a simi-
larly poker-faced attitude to an offence which
might have been as amusing as apple-scrump-
ing if the reasons for it had been as trivial.

A far rrtore serious deficiency of the pri-
vate enterprise approach to water supply was
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the houses. "

III. I-yeIr l'

m

STEALING Eaten.
To the Editor of the Preston Git milieu.

Btlt.-—I had neeIIion to o down I court where there are
iuutuher of cottages, but I without any supply of wItt-r.
“How do you I: water ‘1'" said I to I 1antidote. hemp; muone of

e steal it," was her reply. " We get it from
.. Ind Ire run as hard It: Ira can list feIr of being

m." Another “fitment thought I in favour of cheap water.
Cottages paying In. 3d. per week rent would not llllltl'l pavlfll
I Id. per week for inter : but an such be Inspected to Ifl'ord

One  with wears 'rnI WITII  Tits TAKEN orr.

Susanne:

CI anon to Warn Breanne—Yesterday. Elizabeth Stuhba
before the III. “train: at the Town-hall. charged with

liking water from one o the tape supplied by the PreIton WIter-
Itll'h Company. IlH'. not having torn ‘
company so to do. The case being fully proved aguust her. Illl
I- urdered to pa I Illlflll penalty and costs. .

£lfl£¥0LEHCl.—Forly poor families to the

:- Iny contract with the said

Tim newspaper references to the new crime of outer strafing in fall {Preston Guardian}.

that the Company thought in terms of a mass
of individual customers. rather than of the
collective needs of the town as a whole. They
estimated consumption as about 45 gallons
per day per house. thinking only of the water
going into the house. not of what happened
to it when it came out again. which was not
their responsibility. Before 135“ it was taken
for granted that water supply was the busi-
ness of private enterprise. drainage the con-
cern of builders and landlords, and sewerage
the responsibility of the Improvement! Corn-
missioners'. the three functions were not yet
conceived together as a single water-driven
system. If they had been. 45 gallons of
{unfiltered} water a dag,r to each house would
have been seen as inmequate. {Today‘s daily
domestic consumption of about 35 gallons
per head is more than double this}

The Christening Rd'd
Tis goodfor us most gracious [oral
To feel thy christening rod.
Afilfctt'ons make us learn thy low
And bring as near to God.

(Inscflptionmnunonalfloneufflteflufilunflln—
ily. St. Paul's churchyard. Preston.)

In the mid lll4lls. when there were taps in
half the houses and sewers under at least
some of the streets. Preston was better
equipped than it had been in the later ”3305
but it was bCCDmlllg an ever more dangerous
place to live. and the finger of Death was tap—
ping on middle class shoulders.

Some idea of what families were going
through in this period can be ' from
memorial stones in the few remaining church-
yard burial grounds in the town. especially St
Paul's and St Peter‘s (now Red Rose Radio
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Chapter 1

anti the University Arts Centre. respectively].
Bad though some of these cases appear.

they nevertheless under-represent the sctde of
the calamity. in two ways. First. families who
could afford a memorial in addition to the im-
mediate espenses of a funeral {even when
subsidised by membership of one of the nu-
merous Burial Clubs). were obviously not as
poor as the majority of the population. Sec-
ond. pauper families - those who were sup-
ported wholly or partly by poor relief - had to
submit to burial in a public pit in the church-
yard. St Paul‘s. St Peter's and St Ignatius"
churchyard contained unmarked mass graves
of this kind. in which coffins were stacked in
layers until each pit was full. The east end of
St. Paul's churchyard alone received about
Tfllfl pauper corpses in twenty years: with
unpleasant effects on the surrounding houses.
as the letter from Mr John Catterall to
Mr.G.T. Clarke shows. “

Sickness and death in the family. especial-
ly the death of young children. had become
such a normal pan of experience that anyone
who could possibly afford it enrolled in a
Burial Society — or. better still. a Sick and
Burial Society. Many such local Friendly So-

.Et Paul‘s-square. Preston. May 29. 18‘?
Sir.

i have lived in St. Paul's-saute the years
andfoitr months. We had not resided here nesre
than one month before my wij'e and daughters
began to complain of a very nauseous ttnell. tlt
first they thought that tint notions stench mast
arise float some dead dog or something of the
kind on the Moor near our dwelling. After being
satisfied this was not the case. we at once
ascertained most satirfirctorily that this
perceptible efiiavtian was front the overcrowded
churchyard at the east end of .i-‘t Paul's
burial-ground opposite to our dwelling. We
how at tones been compelled to leave the
patient and retire to the bud kitchen on
account of the deleterious and
health-destroying gas which constantly
contanu'nates the atmosphere. . . .

f rant ic

Fig f3: Window ill
Tenterfield Street

. rnow renovati-

cieties had sprung up in Preston in the Isms
and 18305. Some were associated with
churches or Sunday Schools. others with par-
ticular trades or mills. and many more were
centred on pubs. For a penny or ha'penny per
person per week. members were entitled to a
lump sum to pay the expenses of funerals
(sontetimes including the price of liquor).
Conunonly between £5 and fill). this was a
lot of money —- for some people the equivalent
of a month's wages - and it appears to have
had the effect of making some families quite
resigned to the death of their children.

Rising death rates were widespread dur-
ing the 1830s and l84lls. in Preston as in all
other other mushrooming industrial towns:
but a national investigation then began to
convert helpless suffering into understanding
and action. This was greatly helped by a the
flow of statistics published since 1337 by the
new office of Registrar-General for births.
deaths and Wages. Individual and local est-
pcriences could now be counted and
compared.

The stream of figures for births and
deaths. for each area of local government as
well as for the country as a whole. coincided
very usefully with investigations of the rela~
tionship between disease and living conditions
carried out by men such as James Kay and
Edwin Chadwick on behalf of the Poor Law
Corru'nission. Chadwick. organiser of the New
Poor Law and one of its commissioners him-
self. noticed that death and disease led to
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increased claims for poor relief. and were
therefore a charge on the poor rates. Quite
apart from its cost in human suffering. disease
was simply uneconomic.

1n the course of proving this. not only to
himself but to the Poor Law Commission. to
Parliament. and to the public at large. Chad-
wick organised a massive enquiry which he
published hirnselt' in his Report on the Soni-
trtry Conditions of the Lobouring Population
of Great Britain (Ill-12}. This was an instant
best-seller. It provoked a second and more
thorough investigation by a “Royal Corrtmis-
sion for Inquiring into the State of Large
Towns and Populous Districts". which pub-
lished its discoveries in 1844 and IMS.

Apart from the mountain of horrifying
facts contained in them. the importance of
these reports was that they gave a contest for
understanding local experience: but perhaps
equally important locally was the experience
of being investigated. in ”“2 the evidence
for Preston was assembled and presented to
Chadwick by a local man. the Rev. John Clay.
In 1844 the Royal Commission sent a visiting
inspector. Mr Lyon Playfair. who was cover-
ing the whole county. Playfair‘s very presence
in the town attracted attention to the reason
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Fig. i9: rs: Reverend rm Clay.
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TheCririsofthe 1840:

for it. and his comparative perspectives lent
extra authority to his opinions. As one of the
Addisons of Wincltley Square put it. at a
crowded meeting of the improvement

during tire past year or so the store of the
town has received the attention of men of
enlarged views and scientific experience. "'

John Clay‘s report to Lynn Playfair in
l843 demonstrated that there had been a
lethal deterioration in the condition of the
town since the late lilth century. Whereas the
average age of death in 1783 had been about
31 {which was bad enough}. by [811 it had
sunk to under 20. and in 184] it was 19.54.
By detailed calculations of the direct and in—
direct costs of sickness and death — Sick and
Brand Club subscriptions. poor relief. fu-
nerals. etc. - be hammered home Chadwick’s
point that this level of mortality was
uneconomic.

To understand the causes of death. it was
necessary to go beyond the general average
figure for the whole population. which gave a
very false irnpression (suggesting that most
people died at about the age of 20}. For this

J r
e

f j
.p"h A.

Fig. 2D: The “Streams of Life" {from birth to age 40. adapted
from Clay's chum.
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Chapter I

purpose he used the registrations of death to
find out who died and at what ages. sorting
the deaths into three crudely-defined social
classes: "genu'y and professional men". “tra-
desmen". and “operatives". Not surprisingly.
this proved that gentry had the best life ex-
pectancy and operatives the worst. But the
shocking revelation was that these variations
by class were “almost entire experienced
among the under fives“: gentry families lost
about 13% of their infants and small children.
tradesmen about 33%. and operatives 55%.

To make the point clear. Clay displayed
the results of his calculations in graphs which
he called “Streams of Life". based on the ages
of death in Preston for the six years since reg-
istration began in [337.

He also showed that the level of infant
tremafity varied between one locality and
another, according to the “cleansing. draining.
and ventilation of the dwellings. and of the
streets. courts. etc.. in which these dwellings
are situated". In “ill-conditioned" streets
about 70% of all deaths occurred among
children ursler five. which was almost exactly
double the proportion in “well-conditioned"

The causes of disease and death were
therefore most likely to be found in the
ill-conditioned localities. to some of the worst
of which Mr Clay then turned his attention:

There is in the "lows: deep a lower deep" :
and in the “districts of the west kind"
there are certain streets and courts etc. the
arrest of the district . . . The senses of these
. . - are Canal-street. Heck Cartel-street.
Hope-street. Holden's-square. Holden's
yard. Eduard-sheet. Buckingham-street.
Clarence-street. Poplar-street.
Willow-street. Queen~street. and
Savages-court.

In these places. he said. there were "many
causes of disease and death operating simulta-
neously“. which be identified as: dirty streets
and houses: overcrowded rooms and beds:
filthiness of persons. clothing. and bedding;
“prevalence of damp yet want of water"; pigs
inside or too close to dwellings: "and. pervad-
ing all. sickening smells — signs of the pres-
ence of an atmosphere destructive of health
to all who breathe it“.

We now know that wln'le such obnoxious

Fig. 2!  .' A “lower deep in
the lowest deep“ .' the

' Corral Street area as shown
on the dull-inch US map of
NH? iscul‘e reduced]
Formerly a whiny of

I l :  ceilored handiootrr
weavers‘ cottages. the area

" was noisily cleared in
HEM-HIM. and port of it

' is now the site ofthe
-*' University of Central
_:"’ Lancoshire.



circumstances provide the conditions where
diseases can flourish. they are not themselves
the causes of them. The problem in the 18405
was that nobody knew what the true scientific
causes were. but because sickening smells
made themselves obvious to the senses. and
disease was common where smells were
worst. people assumed that the cause was the
smell - a "Houston" of infection in the air.
Even the doctors did not know how infec-
tious diseases were spread. and could recogn-
ise and accurately identify only a few of them.
The only diseases named by the doctors
quoted in Chadwick‘s or Clarke's reports
were: smallpox. "scarlatina" tscarlet fever}.
dysentery. whooping cough. measles. and ty-
phus: otherwise. thev referred vaguelv to
‘Tever". “diarrhoea". “febrile catatrh" and so
on. 1't'tl'l'ten asked the causes. they described
the physical conditions of places where dis-
eases occurred most frequently.

Nowadays. a high level of infant mortality
is regarded as a symptom of the overall pov-
erty of a society. especially in the “under-
developed" countries which we call the Third
World. That there was a “Third World" with-
in the borough boundary of early Victorian
Preston seems to have been recognised by
John Clay. almost unconsciously. At the end
of his report. he referred to the "barbaristn in
which thousands in this town. as in others are
shrouded“: continuing:

We endeavour to civilise distant people . . .
the some measures are needed at home.
where the moral and intellectual extremes
ofsociery are as far asunder as if separated
by untrotiden deserts or untried seas.

He did not mention poverty; but the Preston
Chronicle did. in an editorial conunent on his
lectures:

There is a source ofdiscase and death . . .
which cannot be removed by the application
of the broom and the bucket . . . The source
is simply destitution. poverty. a want of the
necessaries of life. ofproperfood and

The Crisis of the ”4t

clothing . . . That destitution . . . is. if not
the only. certainly by for the most copious
source of epidemic disease. seems clearly
proved by a host offacts elicited by the
enquiries of many eminent medical men . . .
Starving people have but little inclination
Jfor washing and scrubbing. and little heart
for keeping their persons tidy and clean. '7

How this problem was to be solved the
Chronicle thought it difficult. if not imposs—
ible. to suggest.

The localities named in the reports. and
these rare references to general destitution.
bring us back to the handloom-wcavintt col-
onies purpose-built between Hill} and llilll".
because the worst conditions were found in
these districts: within half a centurv thev had
beeome industrially redurtdant and smtctttralt
Iy obsolete slums.

A favourite situation for the diseases in
question is the district west of Friorgate.
between Heotley-street and Fslate—street . . .
Another is . . . Snow-Hill and Rack Lane . .
Sincleton-row. Crown-street. . . .
Atkinson-street . . . Back Charlotte-street.
cellars in Vaurhall-street. Top
Albert-street. . . . Queen-street . . . “'

Send-rural in their origins. these places had
been built to rural standards at a time when
handloorn weaving was prosperous. They had

TO BE SOLD BY AUCTION.
Mthchwcel’ Ili- Bult. the Theatre Tavern. in -

m. in the county cl [neat-let. on blender. the
led do} of Seplcnhfl. lllfl. It men o‘clock in the
Honing. subject to cuelt conditim :- 1trill be then

I curd.—
Pcc-ciniplc and Inheritance of and in all then

3i: MEESIIAGES cc DWELllfl-HOUSES.
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mac to the “Jel ly Sailor." numb-cred respectively 3.
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Chapter l

H I I  I'll-II II? IIIC'I‘III'e
D. Wetland-y the l id  tin of June next. at thu Wham

"am In. Frinrgxte, 'reetnu. II. seven o'clurl in
the mittg.nn-I  in the neural Late fuller-lug. n! other.
at".  u may he agreed a on II. the tint- et' Hale. and
HF t tn  eueh terms a condition II will be their
learn-II nn'tl prorlnnul.

Lev LLtIt-mo-‘iII ” ISSUAflEt l t - r  “TELL ING
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bered In. re. III. and 11.1"! Ire in the respective
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Men. I" that MEESU GB or DWELLING.
fl-UUIE fuming tn. bail on Ill. lfl‘llt old. of High»
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Ll'l' 1—?q utrral LE lBHDLD REHTH er
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Further inform-lion III} III III! II I Ila-tine in Mr.
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IIIIIII at It the Glen el Ill. flannel. sans". -t.
Laminar. Preston.

Frill-II. Hey ill. tau.

been overwhelmed by an urban environment
and their inhabitants pauperised. The char-
acteristic feature of the houses — their damp
cellar ioomshops - had become a social
ntenace:

In High-sneer are many cellar dwellings.
low and chase-built for horrid-loom weaving
shops . . . The number ofcellor dwellings in
Preston is considerable. They were built for
hand-loom weavers. and have since been let
out as art'wacfilings.j":t

The auction notices reproduced here show
this change of use in progress.

By l843 Preston was in a state of crisis.

aptly defined by John Clay during a lecture to
the Literary and Philosophical Institute:

The cry in cities and towns should he the
same as if the town were on fire. " Water.
Hitter" 2'

Yet eight years of rneastn'abie personal
tragedy slowly unsalted between Chadwick’s
report and the start of any effective remedy in
Preston. The basic reason was that an ap-
propriate organisation. with adequate powers
and funds. did not exist. Preston's fate was
merged with that of other large towns. which
were dependent on the crystallisation of ex-
pert opinion nationally. and on the slow pro-
cesses of parliamentary debate and legislation.

Unfortunately. expert opinion about
causes and remedies was divided. Some
blamed dwellings. some drainage or lack of
water. others poverty. The implications of
viewing them all together were alarming. but
Edwin Chadwick realised that it was essential
that all the physical problems should be dealt
with together. Each town must be equipped
with water pipes. drains. and sewers forming
a single underground system. with streets and
houses (built to controlled standards] sitting
on top. Such massive engineering works (for
which there were no modem precedents and
little comparable experience among civil en-
gineers} meant revolutionary changes in orga-
nisation and expenditure.

While the outlines of national public
health legislation were only beginning to be
worked out. in Preston the improvement
Commissioners tried to start action. In No—
vember 1844 they decided it was time to
apply for a new Borough Improvement Act.
and to purchase the Gas and Water Com-
panics {setting up a committee to make rec-
ommendations). In the end. they did neither.
partly because some members thought it
would be cheaper to wait for general legisla-
tion. and partly because the committee seems
to have been “hobbled" by the members of
the Water Company: but newspaper reports
of their meetings” show why the majority
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now accepted the idea of radical action:

The health and comfort of oil depended on
it. All were vulnerable to contagion.

The filthy state of the streets nos
transferred to . . . manners and morals.

Was it not to be lamented that in Preston
poor people were continually brought
before the magistrates on charges of
stealing butter?

The charge for water was eso'ovogonrty
high.

Such reasons. espressed in November
IBM, were pragmatic. but in July ltltlfi the
emphasis had shifted to matters of principle:

The supply of water in every town should he
in the hands of public bodies and not
private composites.ifl

The nansfonnation of attitudes during the
1340s was remarkable. in 1841 the Preston
Chronicle‘s comment on a ParliamentaryBill
for the drainage of towns concerned the im-
portance of “not interfering with the right of
every man to manage his own property in his
own way“. and with avoiding “anything that

see or Cneuu.—We regret to have to “It.
I fine of malignant cholera. whleh proud “Mtg:
curredin thin town on Tue-day tut. “n“, 1m“,
the dieeeee tree I gleeier. it! yeere of egg, of u“ Mlle

of Jenna Holden, residing to e cellar, No, a, Vices.
street. He wee netted at two o'clock in the W
and died about noon the note day. Mr. Fem
tulle-on I t  the Dilptnllry. “tended It It hilt.
Three h some neglect. I: we are inform , on the

. art It the on who might to have append u"
{filling e nuieence teeplotor. the had? In“
lrtterred until the following dey. Immediately In.
the interment. he prone-e ed to enamine the
mild. end hound them in en Ibflminable etete of
stut- then they have been subjected to cleansin‘ “a
whiteness . Thin eeee. albeit e solitary insane-I
trill surely I. warning to the errnere o heuute
eee thet theyere kept in I clean and unitsr state,
b draining. whiteeuhing. end renevin; e1 mele-
reu- ceueee. The eeener. therefore. that they get
their houeee In erderthe hetter.‘ I t  will he tootsie.
F: “finchhhflthntehledmwhee tit-hone

e

The Crisis of the til-ills

is meddling, expensive, or vesatious"? But in
”348. faced with Lord Morpeth‘s Health of
Towns bill. the same paper wished “to make
stints-tor}I improvement compulsory" and to
see “the establishment of a central board of
supervision and direction". 1‘

By l343 all the most active and alert
members of Preston's Improvement Camis-
sion and Town Council had been so chas-
tened by the rod of recent affliction that they
grabbed at the Public Health Act in self de-
fence — especially since it left management of
the necessary local works in local hands (their
own). Then the rod was raised again in its
most fearsome fonn: cholera broke out in
other parts of the country in the autumn of
that year. It reached Preston in 1849: cases
were reported in widely scattered areas dur-
ing August. several of them fatal. Cholera
{like typhus) was spread by food and water
contantinated by the contents of leaking

m."  a.  Howell—~11“ lune-else of out.“
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to t  which bed hell never-Id by winter-ruling. Ie
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“flee. 1,1". In... fl“ Moe null continue hie H.
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tihoorer t

privies and oesspools ._ as many of Preston's
wells must have been. Dtolera killed ouicltltlr
and hastily: it caused such intense diarrhoea
that its victims. in great pain. sluivelled up
from loss of bode fluid.

Cholera is a health inspector that speaks to
a language which nobody can
misunderstand. "

At the first news of cholera. the Council
and the |Commissioners formed a joint Sani-
tary Committee to direct an ett'ietgenc}F clean-
up of the town [23 ()ctober 1348}. They
called in the police force. appointing one of
the sergeants as Inspector of Nuisances (at a
wage of 23 shillings a week}. and instrucm
the constables to report “nuisances" in a book
at the police office. And they eagerly ac-
cepted the offer of a Mr Daniel Vickers “to
get out 30 tons of night soil per night and
carry it away by canal each evening. free of

charge“.“ As the newspaper cam (on page
2!} shows. Mr. Vickers was a man of dashing
enterprise.

The other task of this Committee was to
send a reoort to the General Board of Health.
pointing out that the average death rate in
Preston over the last seven years was 23 per
thousand — well over the limit of 23 per thou-
sand which made it compulsory.r to implement
the Public Health Act - and asking foran in-
spector to be sent as soon as possible. That
inspector was Mr G.T. Clarke. whose re-
ports. which [ have almady quoted through-
out this chapter. concludes:

1' therefore recommend that the Public
Health Act he applied to the Municipal
Borough of  Preston.

The nest chapter shows how Preston‘s
Local Board of Health coped with cleansing
their Augean stables in the nest thirty years.
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CHAPTER I I

THE LOCAL BOARD OF HEALTH

People dc Houses from 1850 to 1880

difference to housing conditions in
Preston. both then and from that time

to this; with effects which were by no means
all good.

The Local Board of Health presided over
a period when the Preston’ population grew
by just over a third. but the number of houses
almost doubled. This basic improvement is
clear from maps and Census Reports.

From the Census Reports of 1351 and
IBEI we learn that while the population rose
from about 69.501} to 96.51HJ. tlte number of
houses increased from 11.500 to 20.?10. In
other words. bv 1831 about 9 thousand more
houses and 27 thousand more people. or one
new house to every three new people. This
greatlyr reduced the average level of crowding
in the town. though. of course. it doesn't
mean that houses which were already over-

T asst-2 THIRTY years made a uemendouscrowded became less so. Crowding of people
into houses in Preston had never been worse
than it was in 1351. when there were 6 per-
sons per house: but by 1881 the average had
fallen to 4.5 persons per house.

There is another difference. which quite
suddenly makes the historical investigation of
housing in Preston much easier than in any
earlier period. In August IESU the Town
Council became Preston's Local Board of
Health. taking over responsibility for streets
and houses from the Improvement Corrunis-
sioners. and keeping much fuller records of its
activities.

The Local Board of Health
The Local Board kept written records of all
its meetings. and of all its conunittees. which
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Chapter“

Fig. 2.1: Minute Berth of the Local Hoard of Health.

are available in the County Record Office. II
also made a decision (recorded in its first
Minute Book) which is very useful to us:

Thor olfplans be made on drawing paper in
order to be preserved as records. '

These plans have been kept from 1350
until the present day. Plans for houses built
after llifili but later demolished have been
transferred from the Town Hall to the Lanca-
shire Record Office. This means that to find
out about houses built after 1851! we are not
dependent only on the evidence of maps and a
few photographs. aided by well-informed int-
agination: if a house is no longer standing, we
can probably find the plans for it.

From their own Minute Books, and from
newspaper reports of their meetings, we can
see how the members of our Local Board of
Health gut to work on the dreadful condition
of the town in 1350.

Fr; 2d .- A few of the of the early Handing Plans
sahrm'rred to the Local Home of Health.

Who were the membErs of the Council
which was also theBoard of Health“! There
were 48 members of the Council: so were
elected by the “burgesses”, two for each of
the six wards, two at a time each Novembet.
The ether 12 were aldermen who were
elected by the councillors themselves, and
annually remained until they either died or re-
signed of their own accord.

Since the Municipal Corporations Act of
1835 the law laid down that only men who
owned property worth £1,110“ were qualified
to be elected as councillors. {An ordinary ter-
raced house cost about £85 to £10!) to build).
So, in the first place. members of the Local
Board were all relatively rich men. Second,
until 11153 the law said that only people who
paid rates themselves could vote in council
cloctions. Since almost all houses at that time
were rented rather than owned by those who
lived in them, and since the tenants of small
houses (who were the overwhelming majority
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The Local Board

TO THE BURGESS“
on

ST.  JO  H N ' S  WA RD.
ENTI.EMEH.—'l‘ho period for which I won fl-

. elected to trprrnnttt you in the Town Council
being about to expire. I again be to oil'nr my  senior!and to tolled. your sailings-t.“ it again elected Ishall endeavour to tit-lint to the bent of my nbilitieultttl
judgment to carry out the unitary nouuton now
pelt-ding. and other contemplated linprnlnrnlnln. 'lt'ill't
no little enrnditurn as in consistent with. the bolt
intorfltn In general troll-bring ol'thl Ion-It,

And remain, on iteratoforr.
fleatletnon.

Your newt ohdt. llrrlltl.
IllClIi‘L‘lfll 'l'lfllliLFALL. Jolt.

‘Proston. fl th Den. Into.

Councillors“ electioneering letters in local papers.
will}.

of householders) “compounded“ their rates
with the rents they paid to their landlords». the
“burgesses” were few. In IBSU they num-
bored about 2.000: 3% of the total popula-
tion. or about I491: of adult males. When the
law was changed in 1853 to allow “compoun-
ding" householders to vote in council elec-
tions the number was increased to about
4.500: about 6% of the whole population. or
one third of all adult males.

This system might seem unfair. but per-
haps it was an advantage when the town
faced the huge cost of cleaning up from the
past. because the poorer the voters were. the
less inclined they were to vote for expensive
works which would increase the rates. Build-
ing a system of sewers. for esample. would
cost a great deal of money. so it was just as
well that the people in charge were rich men
who would not be bothered over much about
a few pence on the rates. In I858 one of these
men said “as to heavy taxes. it is necessary
that they must esist". while another told
voters in his ward that

he would not talk cloptrop about economy
. . . he believed it the duty of the members
ofthe corporation to promote the health of
the inhabitants?

The printed books of Council Proceedings
give the names. addresses and occupations of
the councillors elected. From these it is clear
that in 1850 the Local Board was dominated

TD run noaonaann
ll‘

8T .  JO  RN ' 3  WARD.
music-t: in now nearly then to litter

you last entrusted to In. for tho fou tints. the
button:- of representin ou in the Town. Council.

The period for wh it you then nlretod I'll lilil‘
about to aspire. allow no sincerely to thank you for
your nonfidunnn during the lost twelve years. and It
the some time again to tender in you my non-inns on a
Candidate at tho approaching Election.

I f  you should be lemtl to ro-eleet Inn. you rnny rely
upon our boat ennui-isn- being used to our in-
Ilrelt Ind tho town'l troll-ll, b I hi ful dine ll]! of
the dutie- entrusted to no. and 3! having nine and
In my. which will note horn-so n tnnttnr no
no]! in .

born the honour to ho. flnntlnrnnn.
Your obedient unreal»

area. so. WA‘I‘EEWDBTH.
M, Ont. lath. tall.

by “the great and the good" of early Victorian
Preston. many of whom lived in or close to
Wincldey Square. Eighteen of them were mil-
lowners: sixteen were lawyers. surveyors or
doctors: and eleven were merchants or the
more prosperous of the specialist shop-
keepers. (In the years to come. as municipal
responsibilities and rates increased. the oc-
cupational centre of gravity of the elected
council was to shift heavily towards the
shop-keeping class.)

From the Minute Books of their General
Purposes Committee we loam which of them
worked hardest to clean up the town. and
how they did it. This committee included men
who had already been trying to improve the
condition of Preston. and especially of the
poorer people in it.

The mayor in 1350 was James German.
nephew of one of the leading millowners. a
lawyer by profession but already making a
name as a tireless public health reformer. (His
political career in Preston was a tragedy in
the classical meaning of the word. Elected
councillor at the age of 25 in I846. alderman
in 1349 and mayor in 1850. he did much
good for Preston: then became ambitious and
decided - against all advice — to put himself
up as third Liberal candidate in the parliamen-
tary election of l852. splitting the vote so
that the Liberals lost the election. He resigned
his seat as alderman in l853. played no
further part in public affairs in Preston. and
went to live in Sevenoaks in $69.31
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Charter ll

Fig. 25 Robert Ascng‘t

James German was so appalled at the
conditions in which people lived that in many
long speeches which he delivered on various
occasions he hardly ever spoke of anything
else. In llidli. almost single-handed he had
persuaded the Council to build the first public
Baths and Washshouses. This is an example
of the sort of argument he used:

They saw a won-ton washing in dirty water.
and the child or the father laying iii of
typhus fever . . . it  might actually be seen
only forty or film yards from the door of
their own Town Hall. Those were facts. and
it was high time that something was done
. . . it  was a subject upon which the poor
man could not help himself. "

Robert hscroft. another lawyer. thought it
was a scandal that so many people were dying
from diseases which could be prevented. [n
1848 he had said:

the town was in one of the most healthy
situations in the country. and yet they found
the mortality {rightfully great. ti public
body should not he so supine and neglectfut
as not to take notice oft't. 3'

Robert hscroft was one of the most in-
fluential men in Preston from the ”Hills until

Fit! 2“  John {itttttltttr Fig 27: William Hitler

his death in ISM: a councillor from 1346 to
1352. he then resigned to become Town
Clerk from IHSZ to 1875. {Throughout these
years the minute books of the Local Board
are filled with his brisk and busy handwriting;
and he was also to become chairman of the
Board of Guardians of the Poor from l359 to
1366 — a period which included the Cotton
Famine}.

Another member of tin: General Purposes
Committee who worked very hard to estab-
lish the new system was the surgeon 'l‘hornas
Monk. A founding member of the reformed
council and alderman from 1835. he attended
53 out of the first 55 weekly meetings of this
committee alone.- not to mention other Coun-
cil and Local Board committees.
(Unfortunately his career came to a sticky end
in l358 when he was found guilty of forging
a patient's will. and sentenced to penal servi-
tude for life — an affair which caused quite a
stir at the time “ l.

Also busy with Local Board business was
John James Myres. the architect and surveyor
who had drawn the first really good maps of
Preston. Whether his activity on this commib
tee was directed solely to the good of the
town is doubtful. From l‘ilSll to 1852 he had
the Improvement Commissioners‘ maps in his
possession. refusing to hand them over to the
Board's surveyor ": and. in parallel with his
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roleasaleadingmemherofflreLocalBoard.
hewaslandagentfortheowner ofoneofthe
largest estates in the town (see pages 33-5
below. and chapter Ill).

Three cotton mill owners were also very
regular and conscientious members of the
General Purposes Committee: John Goodair
(Brookfield Mill}. John Catterall (Park Lane
Mill. which is now occupied by Askews Book
Suppliers}. and William Birley (Fishwick
Mills. known as “the Big Factory“). John
Goodair. having founded his business in the
foot-slogging trade of “putting—out" to hand-
loom weavers in the country districts. built his
first mill about 1342. and by dint of hard
work. asnite judgment and good relations
with his workers. never looked back He ap—
plied the same talents as councillor for St Pet-
er's ward.‘

One committee member who attended
none of the meetings in the first year was the
greatest mill owner in Preston. Thomas
Miller. who was running Horrocks Miller dc
Co.

On Friday 29th August lllfill these men
sat together in the old Town Hall to begin to
carry out the provisions of the Public Health
Act.

The Local Board and the Public
Health Act
First they formed a Committee for General
Purposes ”empowered to do all things necess-
ary for that purpose".

At their first meetings. early in September
1850. this committee began to do those
things which the Public Health Act said they
should do. It was a very long document. but
the main points are quite simple. There we
some things which the Act said the Local
Board “shall" do. and others which it only
said they “may“ do. if they wish.

First. they had to appoint several officers
to do their work: a Surveyor. an inspector of
Nuisances. a Clerk. and a Treasurer. The
Town Clerk (the elderly Richard Palmer} and
the Corporation Treasurer {Philip Park} took
the last two jobs. but still both of them

MeLocal Board

wtl'ked only part time on their public offices.
because they had their own private practices.
Inspecror Williams. a policeman until ”343.
when he was told to start sniffing out “nui-
sances" rather than crimes. was appointed 1n-
spector of Nuisances. at a wage of 25
shillings a week.

The really important officer was the Sari
vcyor. At first. the corrunittee thought
whoever they appointed should be paid a sal-
ary of £250 a year. but soon changed their
minds and reduced it to £200. Then they ad—
vertised the post in Lancashire and London
newspapers. Sirt candidates were interviewed
early in November. and the man who got the
job was Henry Wrigg. Before he was sacked
in l85? this man had not only laid the basis of
the sewer system and the water supply which
we all take for granted nowadays. he had had
a great influence on the way Presron‘s houses
woutdbebuiltinthefutureJtisapitydut

eoaouou or streams.
LOCAL BOARD OF HEALTH.

IVANTBD. IHHEDIATELT.
F-l.‘ R‘l‘E‘t’t tor the Baron of Praatoa. undar

the Public Health Act. 1 l l .  a t  a not a t
after the rate a t  {loll par annurn. Ha will ha raqai
to  devote tha whale ot hia tiasa to the dollar at  tha
nfioa, and be held reaportaibla [or carrying the Public
Hollth Act into efl'cet within the borough of Preston,
except for the dutie-a ol' Cloth. Tree-art rar. and Collaetor.

u -  will be called “:0“ to lied. auntie-a. pennant to
th 9th arctic-n of t a Public Health Act. III“. in .

amount aa may he required by the Town Council.
for devoting the whole It! hia titer to the dollar o f  tha
afloa. and tor the faithful “aeolian of audit oflea or
employment. and [or duly accounting for all manna
which may be entrusted to hint hy raaaon ol’ hla alaa.
fl-anlad application: and taatimoatiall. ttndar corn.

rattan he directed to tha Town Clerk of tha Borough of
Preston. endoraatl. “ Application for tha Dior at flar-
"yea." and renal ha aant in on or hrtura Saturday. the
26th day of October inaunt.

Jud also H’JNTEH immediately,
At: INSPECTOR OF NUIHAKCEE for tha noses.
of Prcaton. under the Public Health Act. I I“ .  a t  a
salary ol Ha. per track. Ha will baroqulrad toSu .
intend the Seavcn and devote tha whole hie
their to the  dutiaa the alter. and to act hr  the dime.
tion and antler tha mnttol of the Surveyor at the Local
Board of Health for the Borough of Preaton.

Baal-d Ipplifltlot'tl and taatinuaiala. and: oarar
moat be directed to the Tetra Clerk of tha Boron 05'
Preston. cndoraa-d. “ Application [or the DIN Il-
I‘peelor ol  Hoiuneaa." and neat he out in u or bau-
Ira-a Saturday. tha Ilth day at October inatant.

RICHARD PALMER. Ton fiat-h.
Preatnn. 3th October. llfl.

Advertisement for a Surveyor and an inatrctor of
Nuisances. printed in the Frame Guardian.
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Chooser If

we know only a little about him. apart from
his work in the town. The census enumerat
tor's returns for 1351 show that he lived at
No. 2 Ribble Place {a short terrace of late
Georgian houses facing the river on Broad.
gate). and record that he was a civil engineer.
that he was born in Cheshire and was now 37
years old. that his wife was Irish and the first
five of his seven children had been born in
Ireland. the sixth (aged 4i in London and the
toddler Lionel in Salford. The household in-
eluded Mrs Wrigg's mother and sister. and
one young housemaid. also Irish.)

Nest. the Local Board “may . . . if they
thing fir" appoint a doctor to be Medical 0f-
fioer of Health. Preston's Local Board did
not. nor was the topic even debated at this
time. It was put off for a quarter of a century
(see chapter Illl.The nest forty sections of
the Act which the committee read were about
drains and sewers. street and house planning.
and water supply. All these were matters
whichneededdteadviceandworkofflem'y
Wrigg. who was a qualified civil engineer.

Servers
The Act said that the Local Board “shall“ re-
pair and make sewers necessary for effective-
ly draining their district. But when it came to
the supply of water needed to carry the dirt
out through the sewers the Act was not so
helpful: the Local Board “my" contract with
a Waterworks Company to supply water. or
they “pray" supply the water themselves. and
make their own waterworks: but only if no
private water company was able to lay on
water “proper and stfiirt'enr for all reason-
able purposes“.

Henry Wrigg was busy in his first three
years. He had to design and build the sewers.
To do this he needed to find the few sewers
which had been built before. by digging holes
in the streets to look for them. and he needed
accurate maps on a large scale. showing the
levels of the land and the streets. The Local
Board thought the Ordnance Survey‘s charge
for this was too high. so he had to get the

staveying and napping done himself. For this
purpose the Local Board found him an office.
and allowed him to ernploy assistant sur-
veyors and draughtsmen. It was a long job.
Not until 1853 was he able to present his Re-
port to the Local Board. with detailed plans
and estimates of costs. (This report is in the
Harris Library. and the large scale maps.
known as Sewer Record Plans. were still
being used in the Town Hall in I988.)

Then the Board had to obtain govern-
ment permission to borrow £52.00” to pay
for the construction of the sewers. Building
them would have been difficult anyway. be-
cause they had to go under existing streets
and houses. but the difficulty was increased
by disagreements in the Local Board and its
committees about details of the construction
of sewers: should they be of brick or glazed

REPORT
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The title page ofHenry Wrrgg'r report on
the sewers. 1353 [much reduced}.
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earthenware pipes?I What sort of bricks were
necessary? Who should make tlte bricks. and
how much should they cost? By I351l only
about a third of the work had been done. and
it was not finished until Mini.

Water
Sewers were no use without water. as
Wrigg‘s report told the Local Board:

it is impossible to urge too strongly. the
importance of the utter question — in fact.
means of drainage. and water supply. must
be provided together - one being
incomplete without the other. ‘

The Local Board could order occupiers of
houses to obtain a proper supply of water.
but they could not compel the Waterworks
Company to supply it. Mr Wrigg pointed out
that for sanitary purposes he needed to use
water “not sparingly. as heretofore. but I may
say extrovognotly”: at least 3t] gallons of
water per day to each inhabitant in the town.
To have enough water in the reservoirs to
supply a population of 70.000 for IOU days
(in case of drought}. the waterworks should
store 210 million gallons. Even with the new

l .i
-'-5 _ q - " H.“

i

The Local Board

reservoir which they were building at Glim-
sargh the Waterworks Company could store
only 160 million gallons. And besides. that
reservoir was only fifty feet above the highest
pan of the town. which would not give
enough pressure to reach the top storey of the
highest buildings. {The pressure was required
not for taps but for fire hoses: and the highest
buildings the members of the Local Board
had in mind were not houses but cotton
mills.)

For two years Mr Wrigg and the Water
Committee of the Local Board battled with
the Waterworks Company. With the help of
experts called in to examine the problem he
finally proved that the supply of water by the
Company was not “proper" in the sense of
the Public Health Act. After long negoti-
ations. and a special Act of Parliament. the
Local Board bought the Waterworks from the
Company. and then told Mr Wrigg to plan
and build a much larger system. This uernen-
dous new work was full of difficulties and un-
certainties. which caused disagreements. and
would eventually lead to Henry Wrigg‘s

Fig 28' Resettotts hutlt hr l'restt-tt Lr-t'ol Brand. or ililu'otth unit. in the institute. Alston
tl'testott or the right trend earl oftlle hortrotri.
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Chapter ll

Water-closers and Privles

There was another battle which Mr Wrigg
seems to have had to fight at the weekly
n'teetings with members of the Committee in
his office. He assumed that all houses in Pres—
ton would now be equipped with outer
closers instead of earth closet privies. ash pits
and cesspools. Unfortunately the Public
Health Act did not give him enough support
on this question. It said only that the Local
Board. on the advice of their surveyor.

may order wotcrclosett to be erected in
houses whether built before or roller this
Act. [and that} it shall not be loafid to
erect ony House without a s'ttflicient Water
Closer or Privy and Ash Pit.

This was therefore a question for the
Local Board to decide. The sub-committee on
the Water Closet question - John Goodair.
Robert Ascroft. and Miles Myres {l..l. Myres‘
older brother} - came to the conclusion that

parties cannot be compelled in all cases to
nuke Water-Closets in Dwelling Bruises. '°

Considering the difficulty of getting ad-
equate water supplies. and the long tad: of
building sewers. this was the only decision
possible at the time. unless the Local Board
were to forbid all house-building until water
and sewers were ready. Unfortunately the re-
sult was that Mr Wrigg's successor. John
Newton. was still reporting in 1857 that:

Thefllthy channels. thefoul rears-pits. and
the sickening snails are evidence which
require no comment. "

The layout and design of cheaper houses
built in Preston from 1850 to 15am —— in other
words. almost the whole of the Borough as it
stood until after the Second World War - was
influenced by this decision that builders could
not be compelled to make water closets in
houses. They therefore had to have yards

which were easy to teach.

Houses
'11": Public Health Act gave to the Local
Board {and therefore to Mr Wriggl a power
over house building which was clearly stated,
but did not go very far. It said that any person
intending to build a new house must give
written notice to the Local Board at least
fourteen days before starting to build. and
that it would be illegal to begin building until
the plans had been approved: but it did not
say what sort of plans should be approved or
forbidden. Control of the standard and
methods of building the houses themselves
did not come until 1876 (see chapter Ill}. and
by that time the general form of houses in
Preston was already established. The most
that Mr Wrigg and the Local Board of Health
could do in the 1850s was to issue a public
notice embodying the main points of the Act.
and to require all builders to submit those
“plans on drawing paper". This was all: but at
least it gave them the power to decide which
plans to approve.

[if all the different kinds of house and
yard layouts which had been tried before
lllStl. one in particular was suitable for the
convenient removal of waste from yards.
without making builders afraid that any were
also wasting valuable land. As early as 1336
the Tomlinson family. owners of the Adelphi
estate (through their land agent. Mr L].
Myres) had been selling building plots there
under particular conditions. which included:

An entry or postage to made between every
two houses.u

It is probably no coincidence that this
was the model adopted for approval by the
Generel Purposes Committee of the Local
Board (of which Mr Myres was an active
member). '

The details might vary. but the essential
feature was always the same until ahnost the
end of the century. Every pair of houses had
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Fig. 29: A front elevation. unusually included on one a} the earliest building plans sabrnrttea to the Preston
local float-d ofllealrlr. showing the design typical afttanarear tributes between will and ram.

their front doors close to one anodter. with a
small door to the passage between them: this
passage led to the back yards of both houses.

This was the pattern of almost all the
houses built in the so—called “terraced streets"
in Preston from [350 until about 19m.
Southerners and other outsiders. taking I
quick look. wrote descriptions like this by
Grades Dickens:

It was a town of red brick. or dbrick that
would have been red if the make and ashes
lmd allowed it; but. as matters stood it was
a town of unnatural red and black like the
painted face ofa savage . . . it contained
several large streets all very like one
another. and scary sntall streets still more
like one another. inhabited by people
equally like one another. who all went in
and out at the same hours. with the stone
sound upon the same pavements."

Therestofthischapterlooksindetlilat

the way “may more streets still more like
one another" were built by the Tomlinson es-
tate: housing which was typical of the whole
townintheperi-odoftheLocalBoardof
Health.

The Building of Planglngton
Plungington is a roughly rectangular area
about a mile north of the town centre. It lies
north of the Moor Brook valley and south of
the Blackpool Road. with the main railway
line on its west side. and the Ali {the old
Garstang Turnpike road} on the east side. in
1850 it constituted almost the whole of the
Moor Hall Estate. about [75 acres. which be-
longed to Mr Henry Myers. a Buckingham-
shire gentleman." It was in a rather
uraleveloped condition. to judge from recol-
lections of the district of En'rrnanael Church
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written in 1369:

nearly the whole of the loud in that
direction was a mere waste - o chaos of
llttle hills and large holes. relieved with
clay cuttings. modified with loads of
rubbish. and adorned with innumerable
stones — a barren. starved-out sort of town
common. where persecuted asses found an
elysium amid thirties. where neglected
ducks held high revel in small worn-out
patches of water. and upon which rambling
operatives oired their terriers. smoked in
gossiping cotcrlcs. and indulged in the
luxuries ofjuntping. and running. and
tumbllng . . . '5

Thontas and William Tornlinson bought
tltis estate in I855. and the chaos was
breathed upon by their land agent. councillor
Mr 1.]. Myres. who took a ruler and drew a
rectangular pattern of streets across it. Mr
Myres. according to Anthony Hewitson. con-
sidered “that a single little bird in the hand is
worth two dozen big ones in the bush"."" In—
stead of taking the risk of building houses on
this land themselves. the Tomlinsons left that
to other people. Mr Myres arranged it all on
their behalf. He used the same methods as he
had done in developing the Green Banlt and
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Fig. 34 Handles onrt-cotcnrs flor- ."ltllt’ l'l'omlinson Estate)

01 Heys Estates. on the south side of the
Moor Brook. The land was sold to anyone
who wanted to build houses. but only on cer-
tain conditions.

To make the sales quickly. clearly and
easily. Mr. Myres. a methodical man. had
forms of agreement printed. with spaces for
the name of the purchaser. and details of the
land and the prices to be filled in. All these
forms. folded. numbered in chronological
order. neatly tied in bundles of fifty [and still
coated with a thin film of coal dust when l
untied the bundles in l932). are now kept in
the County Record Office.” Together with
the building plans submitted to the Local
Board. they tell us a great deal about the
building of houses in the Plungington area in
particular; and by implicau'on. in other areas
of Preston as well.

Between January IBSS and December
"369 {though the process was far from fin-
ished even then) Mr Myres arranged the sale
of land in Piungington in more than 300 sep
arate building plots in streets south of Ripon
Street. Most of these were sold between 1858
and 1863.

A typical example is one of the first In
April I855 a "Mr John Usesey. Bricksetter“
agreed to buy 7’70 square yards on the north
side of Villiets Street. The price he had to pay
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was the same as for all the outer plots for
houses {except those facing Garstang Road}:
it was 4s. 2d. a yard: the total ofillfill its. 4d.
to be paid by November [8150. Until the full
sum was paid Mr Livesey was to pay £8 a
year interest. He also agreed to pay the Tom
linsons £3 a year ground rent for the land.
This meant that even after selling the land the
Tomlinsons still had an income from it.
whoever owned the houses. (If they sold the
whole Fifi-acre estate on the same terms. the
total ground rent would have been about
£8310.)

The other conditions in the agreement re-
ferred to the building of the houses on the
plot. Mr. Livesey had to build and complete
before the 2nd August I855. “not less than
four good substantial dwelling houses each
Dwelling House not to be of less value than
seven pounds per annurn". The printed form
also defined how the houses were to be built:

tire Buildings strait be at least eighteen feet
high front the Threshold to the square. and
shall not comprise. . . more than two
stories. and shall he at least flfleen feet in
width in front. and shall be finished with
stone cornices. stone floor Cases. and with
stone steps. stone Window Sills and Heads.

Other conditions were imposed to prevent
“any disagreeable smell which may be con-
sidered inconvenient or detrimental to the
neighbourhood" - this referred to any build-
ings used for factories or trade. Finally. there
were conditions which show that the Tomlin-
sons and Mr Myres were determined to en-
sure that this new suburb was better than the
older parts of the town:

no Buildings shall be erected and finished
as back andfront houses. and every hours
shall befor' the accommodation atone
Family only. and no Cellar strait be
inhabited as a separate Dwelling. norfor
the purpose of Weaving.

By the beginning of llifitl. 45 building
plots had been sold on such terms. Only eight

of them were for five houses or more. Most
were for either two houses or four houses.
Some of the men who bought them were in
the building trades (joiners. bricklayers.
stonemasons. flaggers and sisters. and so on).
but many others were not: one was a provii
sion dealer. another a greengrocer. two were
cotton mill workers. and one was a coal mer-
chant. The only land sold to cotton mill
owners in the area was for the building or en-
tension of one or two cotton mills on the
fringes of the estate. The houses of Plunging-
ton were not built by rich men. but by rela-
tively poor men. who lived in just the same
kind of houses themselves. Where and how
did they get the money to buy the land and
build the houses?

We don‘t know how they raised the
money to start building; but two letters to Mr
Myres. luckily folded in with the agreements
for sale. show that in these cases. at least. the
builder had borrowed the money from his sol-
icitor. on a mortgage. (Studies of other towns
suggest that this was the normal practice")
One of these letters was written on August
5th 1856 by John Livesey. whose purchase of
land is described above. and it was folded in
with his agreement dated April 1355." I have
transcribed it exactly as it was written.

Other builders seem to have got into simi-
lar difficulties. because some of the agree-
ments for sale are marked “Cancelled". and
others have agreements to transfer the land to
another builder written into them.

A small number. however. were obviously
taken by men with plenty of capital. who
could afford to buy the whole of one side of a
block between streets. and to build a whole
row of houses at once. In Barlow Street there
were several large blocks: William Eston built
a row of In houses on the north side in [860.
and on the south side. immediately opposite.
ten more were being erected at the same time
by a certain John Livesey — but whether nep-
hew or uncle or some other John tivesey. I
cannot tell.
_ Ml” buying the land - or. rather. agree-
ing to buy it - the builder had to decide how
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were “passed over“.
which seems to have
meant that they were
passed to the Survey-
or's assistant. the ln-
spector of Nuisances.
who then went to the
home of the builder to
explain what alter-
ations were required.
But quite often the
plans were "disappro-
ved" when first pres-
ented and passed a
couple of weeks later:
the reason is not clear
from the plans. which
usually show no sign
of alteration.

From these plans.
and from the evidence
of the buildings them-
selves (before they
were demolished) it is
clear that there were
basically just two dif-

flue-9‘9
Mei-r

Maul-yaw mama
aw ferent kinds of houses

built in the Plunging-
ton area.

The simplest.
cheapest and most nu-

to use it. This was not difficult. because the
plot for each house was so small that there
was little room for choice (except at street
corner sites}. The distance between two par!
allel streets was 72 feet. plus a few inches:
therefore each building plot was only 36 feet
deep. from the front wall of the house to the
back wall of the yard. Each house had to he
at least 15 feet wide. which meant that it was
normally exactly l5 feet wide. plus half the
width of the passage to the yard. The illustta~
tion overleaf shows a typical plot and a typi-
cal plan for building four houses.

After drawing his plan. the builder had to
take it to the office of the Local Board‘s Sur-
veyor. so that it could be considered at the
nest committee meeting. Most of these plans

merous were through-
houses built in pairs with a through- lobby be-
tween them. two rooms downstairs. two bed-
rooms upstairs. and a small back yard with a
privy. In some of these pairs the space over
the lobby was used to provide a small extra
bedroom for one of the houses {as one can
tell from the outside when there are three up-
stairs windows]. The front door opened di-
rectly into the front room. though usually
there was a small wooden screen or spere.
with a curtain. to protect the room from
draught-t. 1hr.- plans show that in this type of
house the front room. with a large fireplace.
was both kitchen and living room (labelled on
the plans "living room“. “kitchen”. "front
kitchen" or sometimes "front dwelling"}: and
that the back room I labelled “scullery”.
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Fl'g. 35: Building pforfor to: houses on Mow Street. M58.

“scully” or ”Pantry"?| usually had a small
washing boiler in one comer and a dog-
legged staicase in the corner by the back
door. (See examples opposite.)

The other type. though built on plots of
much the same size. had an extension at the
back. containing a scullery downstairs and a
small extra bedroom upstairs. In this type
there was an entrance hallway with the stair-
case running up from it. the front room. with
a small fireplace. was labelled "parlour" and
the back room. with a large one. “kitchen".
These features made a much bigger difference
to family life than the apparently snutll differ-
ences on the plans suggest: the small extra
room on each floor made the effective
accommodation of a “parlour house" at least
fifty percent greater than it was in a “two-up—
two-down" cottage. A very few of these
three-room houses also had a cellar: this was
a most significant improvement on merely
“working class" standards of living. beoause it
not only provided a place for storage - of
food or coal. for example — but also made it

possible to do some of the household chores.
such as washing. away from nonnal family
SFICC. I

Gradually. over a period of about twenty
years from 1355 to- lli'lfi. the streets of Plun-
gington up to Ripon Street were filled up
with new houses. (See diagrammatic map on
page 14.} The total was about 1.300: three-
quarters of them were two-up. two~down
cottages. in which there was just enough
room for a small farttily to live independently.
and as decently as was possible in those days.

What they were like. and how they were
equipped at that time. I try to illustrate in the
following section. which is based on my ex-
plorations of houses in Plungington and else-
where in the town which have since been
demolished.

This research. which deals with the begin-
ning of the life of these homes. was under-
taken at the end of their lives. during the
clearance programme in 19112. A house. how-
ever old and small. can be beautiful when it is
cared for and loved as a home; but as soon as
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it is deserted. it ages in a terrible and depres-
sing way. and very quickly. Much of my field-
work on these houses had to be done when
the heart had gone out of them. and no honte
fires burned in their hearths. 0n the other
hand. removal of carpets. cupboards and pic-
tures. revealed tlte stone-flagged floors and
cast-iron fireplaces with which they were first
built.
A house in Plungington
A "Plan of 4 Houses proposed to be built by
Mr John Ben'y Provision Dealer of 9. Plans
gington Road" was submitted on lfith .lan-
ttary Hill}. and “passed over". This plan
matches No. 65 Miles Street. Plungington.
which I explored in March “182.

On the ground floor it had a front room
entered directly from the footpath. and a
backroom or scullery with a door opening
into the backyard. where the privy was. The
floors downstairs were made of flagstones
laid on sand. esirctly like those in the back-
yard. Stairs ran from the back wall of the
scullery. next to the back door. to two bed-
rooms on the upper floor.

Each room had one large sashed window.
and there was also a little window in the rear
wall to light the staircase.

There were two fireplaces in the house.

Flg. 33: No.65 . Miles Street.

:r-alzisllr. ”T ".‘H'H .44. l'r‘will;
Fig. 39; Part of a plan fitt- 4 houses to Miler Street. by John

One was in the front room. where there was a
rectangular opening about four feet wide.
framed with stone slabs. The other was in the
bedroom above. which was fitted with a
pretty little cast-iron grate. There was also a
water boiler. or "set-pot". built into the inner
corner of the scullery - or rather there had
been. but only the shape of die flue for it re-
mained. There were three chimney pots on
the chinatey suck.

The only storage space was provided by
built-in-cupboards each side of the fireplace
in the front room. and a cupboard under the
stairs. This is an important part of the accom-
modation in any house {as we shall see in
chapter seven}.

The vital services required in a house are
water supply. drainage. heating and lighting.

Water Supply
The water supply for this house was through
a lead pipe rising beside the window of the
mullery. In this house. as in all the others like
it. there was one tap. placed at the sink by the
scullery window. The tap would have been
connected to the water main (under the
street) either by its own particular pipe. or by
a pipe shared with neighbouring houses - in
this case the flow of the water would have
been rather unpredictable. There was no

Berry. promises nit-reliant.- Jammy ram.
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water tank in the house. Evidence from other
houses shows that originally. in the place of
the modem ceramic sink. there would have
been a “slopstone”. a stone slab with a shal-
low hollow in its upper surface on which
wash-pails and buckets were stood. (See fig-
ure I4 on page 13 above).

Drainage
We know the house had drains - the plans
show them — one outside the scullery win-
dow. the other behind the back of the privy in
the yard. shared with the privy next door.
What we don't know is whether this privy
was built with an earth closet or some kind of
water closet. (Some plans show “we.“ in the
privy of one house. and “petty" and “bog" in
the privy of the nest house}. The drains from
the privy ran into the same drainpipe as the
drain from the house. which went out under
the lobby or passage between two houses.
Earth closets and “middens” or “bogs" were
still normal in most Preston houses in the
llltitls. (For a useful insight into such matters
the reader should refer to the descriptions of
the area written by an eyewitness in llitll.
quoted on page 43 below.)

Heating and Cooking
There was a small grate for a coal fire in the
front bedroom of this house. but none in the
hack bedroom. Much more important,
though. was the fireplace in the front room
downstairs. {often marked “kitchen“ on the
plans). The fireplace here was used for both
heating and cooking. Finding out what sort of
grate or cooker was originally in this fireplace
is very difficult. When small modern fire-
places are pulled out during demolition we
can see that the stone-framed aperture for the
fire is always about four feet square. so what-
ever was originally put in it must have needed
plenty of room.

Some illustrations for stories. depicting
the inside of working-men‘s homes in the
1330s and lllfitls. show a simple basket-
shaped iron grate (called a hob-grate). with
iron casing either side. and a hook for hang-
ing pots over the fire (see figure 40 overleaf).

The Local Board

Fig. it]: A hob-grow "I the front room ofo own-Hp.
taro-down cottage.

Photographs. and old people‘s memories. tell
us that by the early 20th century the iron
cooking range. with fire. hob. one or two
ovens. and maybe a water boiler as well. was
the centre of domestic life in the homes of
working people. But who had exactly what?
And when?I Those are the difficult questions.
We know that ranges were to be found in the
homes of the middle and upper classes by
about the middle of the 19th century. but we
don't know whether they ever reached all
homes. or when they reached most homes — if
ever.

“tie is an important question because
widtout an oven in the house a family was
quite restricted in what it could cook for itself
- presumably by boiling or trying. Evidence
can be found in buildings still standing which
suggests that while some houses were well
equipped. many people were still dependent
on cooking which was done outside the
home. at a public bakehouse (see below}.

By searching empty houses before they
were demolished in 1982 we found a few
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Fig. 4! The rrt'ffl-ttfld-hrtier winking range m the
float room affine Disraeli Street. ”982}.

long-disused cooking ranges in houses just
like our example in Flungington. hidden. al]
rusty and sooty. behind boarding and walk
paper. One was in a house in Disraeli Shoot
(Fuhwick) built in "115. and another. just like
it except that the parts on the left and right
sides were the other way round. was in a
house built slightly later in the nest street.
The pictures above show what the the one in
Disraeli Street. Go one side of the grate for
the fire was an oven about IS inches deep
from front to back. and above this was a slid—
ing plate which could be pushed in or pulled
out to regulate the amount of hot air circulat-
ing round the oven. 0n the other side of the
fire was a tall narrow iron hurt. containing a
water tank. with a small hinged lid on top
through which water could be Iadled with a
“lading can“. For cooking over the fire. or
boiling a kettle. there was a hinged rack or
hob fitted on hinges at one end so that it
could be parked vertically against one side
when not in use.

If these ranges were installed when the
houses were built. then it would be clear that
by the 18705 some houses. at least. had a
simple but workable cooking range. One
other similar discovery suggests that at that
time they might have been quite a modem
irnprovement.

[n the cellar of a shop in Plungington
Road. built as a hakehouse in Idol). is a

F1312: it measured drawing efthe range It Had
Disraeli Street.

similar range which has one very interesting
difference: instead of a hinged hob for pots to
stand on. it has a notched arm with a hook at
the end. from which they were hung. This
seems to be a more primitive and therefore
proban earlier version of the kitchen range.

The bakehouse is one of the reasons for
believing that the inhabitants of this and sinti—
lar houses did not do all their own cooking.
Another is the recollections of old people.
still living. who remember taking their hot-
pots and bread tins to the nearest bakehouse
while setting off for work in the mills early in
the morning and collecting them. cooked. at
dinner time. This must have been a
long-standing tradition because the memories
of an old man; printed in l892 (shown

BACKWARD GLANCE AT OLD PRESTON. —
lll. At Syke-hill there was a public pttrnp. with
woodstoopsinalagecirclearotmdit.Atthal
tisnenearbvalltheslreetsandfmpathswere
otlnpteedufrutltdhouldemhmughlinhoflsw
the Old Quay from Lydian. In Paradise-street and
VauahalI-road were public hakeltmses. for not
mucncookingwasattendultoatmtneJherei-ras
cnealsoattlretnttumotfieasant-streetl'otlreae
plxeslrreadanddimerswerelakenlmmthc
neighhmtmoods. turd what we now call em on
then hat-tn. I remember seeing scores children
waiting in litre for halennyworths I sis in a
morning at a beedttruse at the eta-tart ol
William-street.

Pascal}
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Fig. 4.3. The floor room oft: too-up. two-down house in Red Cross Street. r1950. Such photographs are rare.
and the details they contain consequently extremely soluble. More the gar light. the cupboard door.
the kettle parked on top ofthr boiler. the objects on the auntie - and the wllprtprtt [Red Crest
Strrrt. built hefhrr {all}. our north ofthr sire of County Hall. close to the railway mm.
Another photograph alum-t that the houses were built of rtenel

above"). include this reference to such cus-
toms between 1830 and ISSU. (For more in-
fomtation on this subject and also about the
supply of milk and meat. which was very dif-
ferent from today. see Chapter V. “Bread.
Meat and Milk".)

Walling
There was no hot water system in these
houses. Hot water could be obtained in only
two ways: one was from the small water tank
in tlte cooking range. if there was one in the
front room. The other was by using a special
water boiler built into the corner of the scul‘
lery. This was a large brick structure. usually
square. with an iron bowl in the top covered
with a wooden lid; and a small fireplace at the
bottom under the bowl {see figure 44 over-
leaf. which shows a curved one). This thing
was called a “set-pot". “copper“. or washing

boiler. The fact that set-pots were built in the
back room suggests that at first there was no
cooking range in the front room.

To wash oneself thoroughly. or to have I
bath. a large tin bath would have been re-
quired. These are sometimes shown in photo-
graphs hanging on a nail in the wall of the
yard. The bath would be placed on the floor
in either the front or the back room. and pan-
ly filled with hot water from the set pot or the
range. it would have been difficult to have a
bath in privacy: and impossible to have it on
impulse.

For washing clothes the same method of
obtaining hot water was necessary. but the
washing was done. not in a sink. but in a large
vessel like a metal beer-barrel. called a “dolly-
tub". The articles being washed in the dolly-
tub were agitated by using a wooden “dol-
ly-posser" which was like a three legged stool
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Fig. 4H: Hashing brain or set-put. {friars .l'rrt'r't £982.

on along handle. White clothing and material
was boiled in the boiler. Drying the laundry
after washing was usually achieved by first
using a mangle to wring the water out {see
figure 31 below) and then hanging the damp
stuff on a washing line in the passage or lobby
- a lusury not available to the inhabitants of
back-to-back houses. who had to string it
across the street. The last stages of drying
could be done in the front room. on a “tutti
den" in front of the fire or a clothes raclt
hanging on pulleys in the ceiling.

If ironing was done at all. it was with a
pair of flat-irons. heated in turn on the casing
of the fireplace or range.

Keeping clean. therefore. was quite a
difficult task. It depended on supplies of coal.
as well as of water. it would have been harder
in summer than in winter. because in hot
weather people would not usually have a fire
burning except for cooking.

For people who lived close to the town
centre there was an alternative to bathing and
washing at home: the Public Baths and Wash-
houses. built by the Council in 11450. in Saul
Street Unfortunately the habit of using them
did not spread as widely as it should have
done. and in any case they were a long trek
for families in Plungington and other new
suburbs of this period.

Lighting
1 do not know how these houses were [it
when they were new because there was no

evidence remaining from that time: but I can
. make an informed guess from other evidence.

When we inspected No. a Disraeli Street
Jus t  before it was demolished in 1932 it still
had no electricity at all. It had been lit by gas

*“ until the last day it was lived in: but the gas
pipes were not sunk into conduits in the
walls. they were attached to their surface.
~thowing that gas had been installed some time
after the house was built in 1375. (See also
figure 43 above}

Gas had been used for lighting streets and
factories in Preston since lSlS. but this was
in a primitive naked-flame fomt (known as
the bat-wing jet]. Efficient domestic lighting
by gas was not available until after 1834.
when the incandescent mantle was invented.
Before then most houses must have been [it
only with oil lamps or candles. (Twenty-two
“tallow chandlers" were recorded in Preston
by the census of 1851.)

The Inhabitants of Plungington
Whether they liked it or not. the people of
Plungington lived close to their neighbours.
This had its pros and cons. but one thing is
certain: it would have been very difficult to
stay aloof from the neighbours and mind
one's own business. and in some vitally im-
portant ways it was impossible. The local
environment was all against it. as the extract
of eye-witness descripn'on in the panel shows.

The census enumerators' records tell us
who lived in the Plungington area. The short
answer is that cotton mill workers did. Even
in the best houses. near Garstang Road at the
east side of the area. there were cotton
workers in most houses.

At No.1. Hammond Street. George Mar-
land “Brick Layer and Maker". aged 50. lived
in a house which he had built himself in
1853.“ His wife {aged 49) kept house: his
two grown-up daughters Ann (22) and Mars
garet {2m were power-loom weavels. and his
son George (I?) was a brick layer: two
younger children were “scholars". and there
was also a young lady boarding with them.
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Ill: lather

Condition of out Towns: the Black Parts of
Preston

Wewendmrwaytogetanearerviewut‘the
houses of tlte lactuy workers. To do this we eniss
the plain and pars rows of houses building. with
old brickvtntts utlten out of rubbish heaps. on the
old unhealthy plan of digging a pit in the earth
[or the kitchens: others. in Spring-row. already
built with pigsties. pits. and watershutts on higher
ground behind them. so that all overflowing and
percolatiuns must litter tla'tntgh the houses the
floors of which are below the level of the soil in
the rear. cotnrnun privies in front at the trusses.
muddy coal-ash roads. and clothes hanging out to
dry. Will this generation never listen the absurdity
of placing flours below the level til the iatt't'otmd-
ing soil and then of placing water-butts. privies.
and pigstiea close to them with no drainage?
...Placards are being pasted up as we walk: they

‘ concern the ward electims. "Voters. go in for
Ware" "Wine. and nu interference with the poor

‘ man's pig."
[Near St Walburge's Catholic churchl the

nest row ol Innate: is called dland Bank:
their cinema-ted yards and cmd ashpits over-
hang the steep hank til the canal. The view from
the canal banlt is ghastly. Then are a few
wretched. decayed trees on the banks. and the
overhtmging pn‘vies arid dung middens have dis-
charged their surplus film over their boundary
walls on these bratlts'. below. sewers empty them—
selves into the canal: and the water has the ap-
pearance of a stagnant sheet of fluid with a thick
oleaginous crust on it.

Crates-mills and weaving sheds have taken
possession of a vast tract. or moor. originally
quite out of town. Here are (hodtur‘s. Gardiner's.
turd Adam Leigh's factories. Many others are
newly built. and still more are building: and the
rows of factory dwellings lteep pause with these
cushions. The latter are built alter the same
Model. - no drainage. the stuttllest possible yard.
with a privy and ashpit and water-butt nut 3 feet
from the baclts of the hottses. or none at all An
exception to this state of things has been at-
tempted by Mr Tomlinson. a l'utn'istervatslaw at'td
landowner here. He provided his homes with
drainage and water-chalets: but. unforttatately. the
want of playgrtatnds obliges the children to play
where they may. tu'td the closets stain got out ol'
order. and this pitmeer movement was abandoned.
and the reign of the cesspool system reamed.

The local Boot-rt

who was a power-loom weaver. Nest door
lived a “book keeper" {i.e. accounts clerk) in
a newspaper office. whose wife was a power-
loom weaver“. and neshdoor-hut-one a cotton
spinner had two teenage children who were
power-loom weavers. Further along was a
widow whose daughter. two sons. and a
grandson were all power-loom weavers; and
another son was a “self-actor minder" (Le. a
spinner].

West of Brackenbury Street. at No. 8
Hammond Street. was a household composed
of a man and wife in their fifties. two sons
who were cotton spinners. two unman'ied
daughters who were power-loom weavers. a
widowed daughter who was also a power—
loom weaver and had a one year old child:
and a married son and his wife who both
worked in cotton mills: a total of nine adults
plus an infant. This house had a small rear eit-
tension. providing a third bedroom.

By ltt'tl a small area between Garstang
Road and Plungington Road north of Barlow
Street (Enumeration District 45 in the Cen-
sus} contained a total of mm people. in-
habiting 32I houses. This gives an average of
5 people per house. Most of them were cot-
ton workers.

Summary of this Chapter
Under the rudimentary controls of the Locfl
Board of Health between 1350 and I830 the
number of houses in Preston had doubled.
The characteristic gridiron-patterns of streets.
lined with rows of standardised cottages -
laid out by private surveyors and land agents
such as 1.1. Myres. and built by small specu-
lative builders like John Livesey — spread
northwards over St Peter's ward and east-
wards in Fishwick. creating little
towns-within-a-town. and adding the smoke
of another ten thousand hearths to that of the
mill chimneys. But the larger and darker real.-
ity thus created was already exceeding the li-
mited capacities of the Local Board of Health
to control it.
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CHAPTER I I I

DOUBTS AND DISPUTES

sslo at the start that the houses of early
I 19th century Preston were built for a

way of life which nobody had known be-
fore. and which in some ways nobody under-
stood. By littltl the people of Preston had
plenty of experience of town life. but they still
did not understand it.

What puzzled them most was that after all
their efforts to make sewers. supply water.
and control the building of houses. the town‘s
death rate was as high as before. If anything it
was rising. The average number of deaths per
thousand inhabitants in the ten years before
the local Board of Health began work in
1851! had been just over 28; in the ten years
after IHSU it was mos; and by the early
tints it had risen to 311.263 By 1875 the
members of the Town Council were being
given even more disturbing information. Al-
derman James Hibbett said:

Let us see what facts rtttte. Fttctr state that
the rate of morality is higher in the
closely pocket! newly erected dwellings r
toy in .S‘t Peter's wardfiir instance - than in
the oldest ports of the town. The death map
in the Sun'eyor's ofli'ce Show: this
irrefutohly- :

Unfortunately. this information helped to
convince some men in the town. who had rea-
sons ol their own for resisting any more con.
trol of building. that efforts to improve the
health of the town by local government interr-
ferettce were a waste of time and money. For
a few years in the llt‘llls they even used the
rising mortality as a reason for opposing the
authority of Acts of Parliament. The measures
which they resisted were the introduction of
Building Byevlaws. and the appointment of a
Medical Officer of Health. What were pro-
posed as necessary reforms show what

refonners believed to be the causes of un-
healthiness: and what was said in opposition —
mostly by builders - shows why unhealthy
conditions continued.

The Proposed Bye-Laws of1862
in ”till the system created by the Public
Health Act of 1848 was greatly altered by
Parliament. The General Board of Health was
abolished. The sections of the I843 Act
which gave Local Boards the right to see and
approve all plans for buildings and streets
were repealed. and instead the Local Boards
were given the pemtissive authority (they
may. not they shell) to give themselves
powers for these purposes by making local
ByesLaws.

Proston's Local Board continued to use
the system it already had. while slowly and
cautiously working out a set of Bye-Laws. In
about lilo“ the Bye-Laws Committee gave
copies of the draft byeslaws to all the builders
in the town. for their comments. According to
Alderman John Goodair. “there were no te-
marks or objections concerning them at the
time". so in March 1362 the Local Board
proposed Bye~Laws which were "nearly. if
not exactly. similar to them".1

Unfortunately this was a veryr bad time to
appear to be laying any extra burden on the
building trade. In l862 Preston's economy
was already severely affected by the appalling
depression known as the Cotton Famine:
since the autumn of ilihl many of the Ti
mills in the town had closed down complete-
ly. others were working shon time and the
rest were forced to cut wages. By the spring
of lllfi2 over "Lilli“ of the 25.1w“ people
who normally worked in the cotton mills were
totally unemployed. and faced destitutioo.‘I

The outlook for builders must have been
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grim (sales of building plots in Plungington
plunged from 47 in 136] m 20 in 1352’). so
perhaps we should not be surprised that the
prospect of having building bye-laws imposed
on them now caused an immediate and very
angry reaction.

111: builders held a special meeting at the
Stanley Arms to agree to send a written
protest to the mayor. The leader of this meet-
ing was Mr Richard Veevers — one of the
partners in the firm of Myres. Veevers and
Myres. who were land agents and architects
for so much of the recent new building. es-
pecially in the Plungington area. Mr Veevet’s
said that the builders had “got to a certain
stage at which it was impossible for human
patience any longer to submit". The builders.
he said. had suffered much annoyance from
the objections which the Local Board made to
their Building Plans. while “strictly speaking.
the Local Board had no law on which to act
to enforce the objections“. One builder told
this meeting that “he had made up his mind
years ago that he would never build a house
in the borough while he lived“; Preston's
houses. he said. were very good:

there was .rcarcely another town where
there were the same conveniences in
cottage property as in Preston . . . he had
never built a house in Preston but had a
back yard. a petty. and every convenience.
and he thought propercv was superior even
to the model houses of Prince Albert. He
thought it was a great pity Prince Albert
had not seen the model houses we have
here.

And a certain Mr J. Bamber said:

i think rhese laws are not fronted according
to the laws of England. They seem more
like the laws ofltursia than English laws.“

There was a long letter of protest in the Pres-
ton Chmnicle from “A Prestonian" who:

had watched with particular interest by

nhich a code of by-iaws has been in
process of hatching. with a python-son of
eagerness. for some years past. fruitlessly
as well as needlessly. The town stands in
danger of one of the greatest evils that can
befall it. to stop its growth. to damage the
interests of investors. to check. control and
army the building business. to terrify the
ignorant workman. to strike the intolerant
glance of power at every sort of individual
at all interested or desirous to see Preston
pursue its destiny ofa thriving. healthy. and
model manufacturing town.’

So what was proposed in these dreadful
bye-laws? There were twenty-three. and l
have summarised the most important of them
in the table on the opposite page.

The “armorial“ which the Local Board
received from the builders' meeting at the
Stanley Arms said that these measures were
“of great prejudice to the building trade".
asked the Board to reconsider them “in refer-
ence to the true interests of the borough"; and
wanted the Board not to pass any bye-laws
which “will inflict a lasting injury upon the
town or upon any particular trade".

The members of the Local Board dis—
cussed the matter for an hour or more. John
Goodair. the chairman of the conu'nittee
which proposed the laws. argued valiantly
that they were only a reasonable precaution
to prevent the worst sort of building. and
another senior alderman said that some bye-
Iaws were absolum necessary for the health
of the town: but, after Alderman Edmund
Biriey had said they were wasting their time
with further discussion. the Board wearily
agreed that the committee would have to try
again.’

Nothing more was heard of Preston‘s
Building Bye-Laws for the next twelve years.

“Disraeli Street”: the Ha way
House of Reform in the 1 70s
I think it unlikely that Preston would ever be
graced with any “Kinnock Street“. or
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Building Bye-Laws proposed in I362 lsrnnrnarised from Prrrrorr Guardian 2') March 1862]

" Every new street should be at least 30 feet wide [No.i ].
" Every dwelling I'rorrse shmld have an open space exclusively belmging to it of at lent I50 square
feet [No.5 |.
"‘ Rooms should he at least 3 feet high [No.7].
" Every habitable morn sl'rould have at least one window. equal in area to one tenth of the floor area
and belief it to open {No.3}.
" Drains should he of glazed stoneware. cormected tn the sewers with water-tight joints. and con-
structed so as to keep the sub-soil dry [No.iZl.
"' There should he i‘rarralatiora; oi rammed clinker at least I2 Inches deep beneath the flora of any
house built till maiden soil INoJJI.
"' Water closets shrarld he ventilated; and their situation and cmstrucrion should be approved by the

' Urea] Board [No.HI.
' The rsrsitron and mnstnrttion ol' cerar-pmls and admits sl'rould be armmved by the Local Board
|No.i5 |.
" Building plans slaarid be drawn on a scale of ll ieet to the inch. with a block plan to show the ate.
and slauld he submitted at least l4 days before building [No.iii].
"' The Surveyor should have the right to say how streets. sewers. and drains were built. to inspect
them before they were covered over. and to turbid any house being occupied until he had amrmed it ‘
Wot. .l.ui.i9.2!].

“Thatcher Drive“: but we have a Cobden
Street and a Gladstone Terrace. and until
l932 we had three streets named after
members of the Conservative government of
Lord Derby in 1366. Disraeli Street and Pa-
lrington Street and Walpole Street lay south
of New Hall Lane. on land sold by Lord
Derby to the Conservative miliowners Swain-
son. Birley and Co. for the building of houses.
Swainson 3r Birley developed this land just as
Tomlinson developed Plungington. with just
the same sort of housing.

Hundreds of new houses in Preston might
be said to have been built in a metaphorical
“Disraeli Sa‘eet“ oi compromise between
what ought to have been done and what it
was politically possible to do under laws
passed by Disraeli‘s government: principally
the Public Health Act of ll'l'iS. This has
sometimes been regarded as a most important
advance in I c  century social legislation. it
happens to have been introduced. though not
designed. by Preston's most successful politi-
cian. Sir Richard Assheton Cross of Red

Scar. who was Home Secretary in Disraeli's
government. The immediate effectiveness. or
otherwise. of the building and health reforms
of this period of housing in Preston can per-
haps be summed up by a quotation from Sec-
tion 37 of this Act:

Any enactment in force within the dishict of
any Local Authority requiring the
construction of a water closet siraii be
deemed to be satisfied. by the construction.
with the approval qfthe Local Authority. of
an earth closet.

From the point of view of the health of
the inhabitants of the houses. there was quite
a large difference between water closets and
earth closets. This difference could be
measured in the numbers of little coffins car-
ried to the cemetery each weelr.

The trouble with most of the new laws on
housing at this time was that they left it to
local people to decide whether to apply them
or not. This was liberal and democratic
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perhaps. but it allowed too much influence to
local men who were either not particularly in—
telligent. or who did not approach in a pu-
blic~spirited fashion the choice which they
were given between their own inumdiate in-
terests and the well-being of the whole town.

The Changing Composition of
the Council
In 1380 the law governing the election of
town councillors was changed. doing away
with the property qualification established in
1835. From lllllil. a man was qualified to be
elected a councillor as long as he was quali-
fied to vote in council elections. This obvi-
ously had a theoretical effect on the
composition of Preston Town Council after
1330: but it only re-infotced a trend which
had already begun in  practice. The grandees
of the cotton industry and the legal pro-
fession. who together had dominated the
Local Board in 1850. formed a dwindling
proportion of the councillors from the 18705
onwards. Where there had been eighteen mil-
Iowners in lllSll. there were ten in 1375.
seven in 1380. four in 1900 and only one in
1912.

In their place was a growing phalanx of
“butchers. bakers and candlestick makers" -
men of such diverse occupations that I can
count them only under the general heading of
”Trade“. About ltllltl. for example. they in-
cluded a patent agent. a leather merchant. an
oil merchant and a rope manufacturer. all of
whom were probably partly dependent on the
cotton industry for their business: a grocer. a
cheese factor. a wine merchant. a confec-
tioner and a preserve manufacturer {jam
maker]: two innkeepcrs and a maltster; a boot
and shoe manufacturer: and a pawnbroker.
Altogether “Trade" supplied twenty of the
councillors. or 42%: a proportion which rose
to 44% by 19011.

To counter-balance such a weight of
small-business opinion there was a minority
of professional men. mostly lawyers. archi-
tects and surveyors (nine in 1875 and eleven

in the other years which I counted up to
l912}: plus a very small number in the medi-
cal professions (none in 1375. two in 1380
and six in 1912).

Part of the trouble in these years was that
the breadth of view of the councillors was
shrinking before the professional scope of the
Town Hall staff had expanded. Indeed. one of
the goals of the councillors in the mid 1370s
scents to have been to prevent any further ex-
pansion of council staff. They still had to be
persuaded by facts and experience. The diffi-
culties of persuading them are shown by the
struggles over the appointment of Proston's
first Medical Dfficer of Health. and the Build-
ing Bye-Laws in 1874-6.

The Medical Oflicer ofHeaith
Gladstone's Public Health Act of 1372 had
made one important change which affected all
England. It divided the whole country into
either Urban or Rural Sanitary Districts. In
each Sanitary District it appointed whatever
was the most appropriate existing fortn of
local government as the Local Sanitary Auth-
ority. All these Sanitary Authorities were re-
sponsihle to a Local Government Board in
London (which had its own part to play in
Heston‘s housing history. being within easy
reach of Mr Tomlinson‘s London home}. In
Preston the Town Council did not change its
other title from.”Lo-cal Board" to ”Urban
Sanitary Authority" until November 18'14. but
carried on just the same as before. But the
1872 Act contained one clause which ought
to have made an immediate difference to
Preston:

it shall he the duty of every urban sanitary
authority to appoint a medfcuf oflicet' of
health. being a qualified medical
practitioner.

Preston evaded this legal duty for dearly two
years.

When the Council debated the matter in
1874 the attitude of some of its members was
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different from the enthusiasm of their prede-
cessors when the Local Board had been
created in Infill. In January 1874. Alderman
Robert Watson (a solicitor} proposed that the
Council should appoint a panhtime Medical
Officer of Health at a salary of £100 a year.
but he made his opinions quite clear: though
forced by the Act to appoint a Medical 0f-
l'tcer. he disapproved of it. The £Sll.lltlll spent
on sewerage had made no apparent difference
to the death rate:

in his opinion the ofl‘ice of Medical Ofi‘icer
of Health was a superfluous one. and
entirely unnecessary. Earthen the
appointment ty'saclt an officer was
compulsory. He should be glad. lfby open
rebellion. they could evade such an
memoittnrnent.'il

After hearing the arguments on the other
side. he described the Public Health Act
{1872) as “the most preposterous piece of

. is:
I i-

t I " ' f

Fig. d7: Councillor Thomas Edelston.

Doubts and Disputes

legislation that emanated from St. Stephens“
ti.e. parliament) and said “the majority of our
legislators were utterly.t ignorant of the print
ciples which ought to govern the country".
And Alderman 111ontas Edelston — son of a
handloom weaver. office lad. joiner. errand-
boy to a firm of solicitors. and finally a quali-
fied solicitor himself — thought that:

to enforce sanitary reform was almost like
trying to make a man religious by Act of
Parliament. '”

Public health was only a matter of individual
cleanliness. in his judgment.

0n the other side. Edmund Birley and
CR. lacson. millowners and members of old
ruling families in Preston. and the architect
James Hibbert [who later designed the Harris
Museum} tried to persuade the Council that a
full-time Medical Officer of Health. paid a
proper salary of £600 a year. was absolutely
necessary. As Mr. Jacson pointed out. if  the

F lg. 113 .' Alderman CR.  Jat‘son.
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Fig. 49. Dr H t'ii'tiltmgtun. Medical Ufiit'rr of iiruithfilr Preston.
front l3?” to his death to Mort-M920.

dead‘tratehadnotbeenaffectedbyprevious
sanitary in'tprovements.

who! better argument could be brought for
scientific investigation? in one word. the
duty of the medical ofliccr nos prevention -
not merciy to wait at home utttii the
epidemic had arisen and then be relied
upon for advice. but to notice scientific
investigations and make suggestions to the
local authority so that they could prevent
such outbreaks. ”

The voting was 22 for a part~titne and 10 for
a full-time officer.

The same battle was fought again in June.
when the Council voted to appoint Dr Hts-intr

(hunted Pilltington as Medical
Ufficer of Health. They had just

finished discussing the health of
the town. and had been told that
the average level of mortality since
November ”173 was 39.07 per
thousand. Astonishingly. Mr Li.
styles argued that because this es-
tcptionally high figure was due to
epidemics of smallpox. scarlatina

. and measles:

the truth acts that we were
improving. He beiicved that
Preston was a most healthy
town: but it lists their own
rilthincss. and their own
carelessness. and recklessness
that had brought thent into such
is state.11

‘slr Birley made one last impas—
sioned plea “to put the Health Act
to force in true spirit. and to do all
in their power to decrease the
death rate of Preston. which acts
greater than in- nintost any part of
Europe“.” but the great mass of
shopkeepers. publicans. manut'ao
turers. and other ratepayers on the
Council were more easi per-

suaded by the down-to-earth common sense
of Thomas Edelston: £50.00!) had been spent
on drainage in the last twenty,Ir years “and theyr
seemed to be worse off than ever". What was
needed was just personal cleanliness. Twenty
seven voted for this point of view. and only
nine against it. so Dr Pilkington had to begin
his part-time job as Medical Officer of Health
for £10" a year — about as much as a Ser-
geant of Police got. His contract was re-
newed from year to year for the nest eight
years. Not until August 1882 did he begin to
devote the whole of his time to this vital duty.
for £450 a year. The irrqsonatwe oi his work
for the housing of the town can be judged
from the results of his investigations. de-
scribed in the rest of this book.“
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Making the Building Bye-laws
111: first in a completely new job. like Henry
Wrigg in 1350. Dr Pilkington had to invent
his own sysmm as Medical Officer of Health:
“A. large portion of the time". he reported
after his first two months. “has been taken up
in trying various methods of sanitary inspec-
tion. in arranging the form of books to be
kept by the Inspectors and deciding odter
matters of equal importance."“ Together with
the Sanitary Committee appointed in July
I874. he began to expose the realities of 1illic-

torian Preston.
Dr Pilltington's monthly reports drew

attention to:

the need Jliar every person to have a
plennfal simply ofpure air . . . if donrestic
animals. as pigs. co wt. or donkeys. be kept
in the yard or cellar of a house. the inmates
are deprived of their proper share ofpure
atmosphere:

to the high level of infectious diseases around
Avertham Lane and New Hall Lane: to the
imp-onance of ventilating the sewers; and to
the obvious connection between warm.
weather and infant deaths from diarrhoea. He
pointed out that 60% of all deaths in the town
were of children uncles five years old.

As soon as he began. he decided to keep
records of the incidence of deaths in the dif-
ferent wards of the town. and in September
1374 these tables showed that ll) of the 22
deaths irom scarlet fever that month had oc-
curred in the wards where most new houses
had been built: St Peter's (which included
Plungington — 12 deaths) and Fishwick (ll
deaths}. He also began a system of house-to-
house inspection. recording espuially the
state of the backyards and privies. the way
the slopstone pipes were connected to the
drains. the amount of ventilation. and any
“nuisances“ iii the vicinity.

By this means. in the course of time. an
accurate register will be obtained of the

Doubts and matures

exact condition of each separate dmillng
house. and the sanitary condition of the
dwelling houses and population of one
quarter of the town may be contrasted with
that of those situated in another uracil. it
will also then he clearly seen whether the
death rate is high or low in those parts of
the borough which are respectively clean.
open. and well ventilated. or dirty.
confined. and situated near nuisances
injurious to health.

(There were about 13.000 houses in the town
at this time.)

All this information was necessary and
useful. It was useful in meetings of the Coun-
cil and its committees. where men like Jacson
and Hibbert used it to persuade the more ig-
norant members that improvements in Pres-
ton's houses were essential. Small but vital
improvements in existing houses could begin
imtmdiately. but improvements in new houses
depended on regulao‘on by bye laws.

By comparing what the Medical Dfiiofl
wrote in his reports with what was said and
done by members of the Sanitary Committee
and later the Bye-Laws Committee. we can
see that he had a great influence on housing in
Preston. For example. after the report of the
terrible mortality of children. mostly from di-
arrhoea. in the autumn of 1374. Councillor 1.
Andrew said that:

the facts stated by the medical ofl‘icer of
kalth were so patent to them that . . . it
was quite srgflicient justification for them to
put their shoulders to the wheel. and to
lessen the rare tofntorralintl ifpossible."

The Sanitary Committee had started a
program of work to have the sewers venti-
lated: and the Council agreed that there was
something badly wrong with the way outlet
pipes from slopstones were connected direct-
ly with the sewers:

...l,t'therewasanescapefiatnthemaln
senerJheywouldhavetht-garthus
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Fig. .i i .* Aidetnun Joiner iiihbert.

escaping coming in the dueiiing—houws or
in the hack-yard. Such a communication
nrust be prejudicial to the health of every
inhabitant.

In November 1374 James Hibbett easily
persuaded the Council to set up a committee
to draft suitable bye-laws for future building.
One reason he gate was that. without such
laws. the public “seem to think they ought to
be permitted to do as they like in respect of
the construction of new streets and buildings:
they appear to doubt whether we can really
prevent them from so doing". Another reason
was this:

As a general proposition. no owner of land
within the thorough had a right to toy out
his landfor huiiding. nor has an}.r
individtuti a right to huiid theron in such a
manner as may be detrimentai to the heaith
ofthe inhabitants. in short. the object we
with to secure is stated by Jeremy Bentham

as the object of aii wise govenunent. -
“The greatest happiness or good of the
greatest number. " "

This was a principle which everybody could
agree with in theory. but the difficulties and
failures of the nest two years came from try-
ing to put the theory into practice. Alderman
Hibbett sensed that people would already be
asking "what particular powers do you want
from bye-laws that you have not got alrea~
dy?" - so he told the Council what he had in
wind:

The answer is. we wont to prescribe a
minimum of open space in the rear of
huiidings to secure a free circuiation ofair;
to ensure that buildings shat! not be erected
upon ground that has been fouled: to
uentiiate the drains: to order the direct
connection ofaii waste pipes with the
drains to he cut of to prevent the entry of
sewer gas into our houses . . . and other
points which wiii present thentreives when
the subject is properiy considered.

It took the Bye -Laws Conunittee sis
mornhs to work out the first list of proposals.
There were 39 bye-laws in the first version.
and there were 29 in the final version. There
were public meetings. There were Council do
batea. There were many letters to and from
the Local Government Board in Whitehall.
Mr W.E.M. Torttlinson came rushing up to
Preston by train. he wrote letters. he even vi-
sited the Local Government Board Office to
discuss the matter in person. The Local Gov.
ernment Board wrote to the Town Clerk
about Mr Tornlinsou's visits, and sent copies
of his letters to the Council in Preston. A de-
putation of builders attended a meeting of the
Bye~Laws Committee. “and made certain
suggestions". The Bye-Laws Committee ac~
cordine made certain revisions. The news-
papers wrote comments on them. ahd printed
anonymous letters about them. And what was
all this fuss about? It was all about hack
yards.
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Not that back yards were the only point
of disagreenwnt. They were not. Some people
- Mr Veevers. for example — were more wor-
ried at the power of discretion which the bye-
laws left to the Council and the Surveyor. But
it was the back yard question which caused
landowners. especially Mr Tomlinson
(claiming that the interests he was defending
were those of his mother — he expected to inn
herit the Plungington estate from her) to put
up such a great opposition that the whole
business dragged on for nearly two years. In
the end the best intentions of reformers like
James Hibbert were disappointed.

What they wanted was a thorough im-
provement in the way streets. houses and
yards were laid out. and by June 1375 they
thought they had got it. So did the Press-m '
Guardian [see below). This paper specially
welcomed the first Bye-Law. “which requires
that to all streets hereafter laid out between .
which dwelling-houses are intended to be en .
ected back to back. there shall be a back—road
at least 12 feet wide between the yard walls.
fit" I ' :

Mr Totnlinson. receiving a copy of the
proposed bye-laws at his residence. 3 Rich-
mond Terrace. Whitehall. did not share James
Hibbert‘s belief “that the good of the few
must give place to the good of the many". He
went hot-foot the same day to see Mr Danby
P. Fry. Assistant Secretary. Local Govems
meat Board. Whitehall. and on the following
day took a train to Preston in time to attend a
meeting of “Landowners. builders. and rate-
payers" in the Bull Assembly Room. His con-

We greet this regulation with measure; for we have
often seen and felt that the present mode of erect-
ing cottage Way is detrimental in the last de-
gree to tlte health and comfon of wmkingwlas:
families. and cannot doubt that it is one of the
chief causes of the excessive mortality . . .  The
men. the memo. and the children earned in the
factory ind the workshop so many Inuit: daily
ought not to find themselves still more closely pent
and crowded together when they reach the locality
of their htmres.
Fri-rain Guardian 23 hate. lti'lS

Doubts and Disputes
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Fig. 52 Mr “E  W litmltnson

tribution to the discussion inehrded the
following observation.

if the first clause were brought into
operation. he believed it would
revolutionise the future system of building
in the borough and very seriously Wedd-
buifding operations in the streets which had
already been sanctioned by the Corporation
. . . Referring to the proposal reform a
back passage between dwelling houses built
back-to-back. he said there were a great
many plots of building land in the borough
where it could not be carried out without
great sacnficc of mace. and also additional
expense in ther erection of buildings
themselves. Another important objection he
had acts that the clause was probably
illega .'°

This really put a spanner in the works.
The Buildets' meeting sent a “armorial" of
protest to the Mayor. written out and signed
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by its chairman. Mr Thomas Edelston. It
formed a “Builders' Committee". which then
appears in the pages of the Bye—Laws Com-
mittee minutes:

23rd July i375: A deputation attended
consisting of Messrs HfiEM. Tomiinson.
J'J. Myres junior. R. Veevers. Jos. Harding.
W. Alston. Giiiett andr Dickson. and made
several suggestions with regard to the
proposed Bye-laws as to New Street: and
Buildings. Resoived. that the aiterations
and additions proposed by the deputation
be printed with the clauses agreed by the
committee andfitrther considered . . 5”

When this was announced at the neat
Council meeting a few days later. CR. Jacson
had to admit that it was "not in accordance
with what was done at the last Council tracts
ing". but he believed it would be for the best.
Mr John Andrew and James Hibbett sus-
pected a compromise. Hibbert objected to an}r
compromise of the matter: “he hoped theyr
would not have to bring forward an emascu-

lated list of Bye-Laws.“ But they did.
In September 1375 Mr Hibbcn found that

a cause which he deeply believed to be right
was on the brink of defeat. An imaginative
man of strong and passionate nature (to judge
from his long love affair with a French
woman. whom he eventually married 7" 1.
James Hibbert would not be beaten. He now
spoke to the Council with all his conviction.
and at length.

FiI‘SL he explained the whole purpom of
the bye-laws in relation to the actual condi-
tion of the town:

The main object of these bye-tans is to
provide and secure the erection of a class
of dwellings far the mass of the popuiation
of a somewhat healthier description than
what the present practice afl'ordt . . . Under
the prevaiiing system of erecting long rows
ofhottscs back to back. with the ends of the
hiacks rinsed in by transverse awnings. we
have a resait that is very nice and orderiy
to look at. extremely: but which. ifyou will
penetrate into the rear. you will find

Fig. i i .  Bat-k yards of Nos 43 to to Miles Street and Nos 5?  to iii iiaveiori: Street [drlmahjfifd 1933}.
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anything but satisfactory. You will discover middenstcads and which . . . the people who
that in the three-roonted cottages the inhabit these dwellings tnust breathe.”
people live principally at the back. where
the spaces are so confined and croaded Seeing these defects. the committee had come
with buildings as to prevent a free to the conclusion that:
circulation of air. There is not stfi‘icient
mom to get a chance of fresh air. in to provide facilities forfreauent scavenging
addition to the main nulls of the rear of the [refine rentovoll. by day as well as by
double rows of houses not being sufliciently night. and also to secure a suflicient
apart. the narrow space is further crowded distance apart of the parallel rows of
upon by the jutting out of scullery buildings back to back: that back streets
buildings. with rooms over; in efl'ecl . . . . . . should be comptdsory on land newly
you have nothing but a series of stagnant laid out for building purposes. it was
wells of impure air - air that is rendered obvious that by these means whole rows of
still fouler by entanationsfront badly middens could be emptied at a time without
constructed and unfi'eouently emptied inconvenience to the tenants. and that back

ventilation would be ensured.”

But the builders had got legal
opinion that to make back roads
compulsory was legally question-
able. Mr Tomlinson had obtained
the same sort of support from the
Local Government Board. and the
outcome was that the compulsion
of back streets had been abatt-
doned. The next best thing was to
make landowners and builders
provide larger back yards. The

" corrunittee had decided that in-
stead of the usual area of [50
square feet. they 1would  have to
insist on lllfl square feet as a
minimum. Ms Hit-hen did not
think Illfl square feet was enough.

in investigating the causes of
the high death-rate in Preston
for so many years past. the
share contributed by these
closelypociced back-to-baci:
dwellings has been almost

, ' j " '. L - entirely overlooked . . .Let us
"If; ' ' see whatJfarts state. Facts store

I», - that the rate of mortality is
higher in the closely-parked

Fig. 54 ital-l; yards ofl‘llos to to It} hides Street lirfil did ”05 33 Myer-(fled awnings — my in
l” "9 ”dim“ Sim" "‘3” immam rm] St. Peter's Word. for instance. -
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Fig. 55: The relationship henveen houses and yards in various blot-lit ofhousing in the Plunginton urea.
{Detail of lid-inch flrdnunee Survey. MW.)

than in the oldest ports of the town. The
death map in the Surveyor‘s other shows
this irrefutuhly . . . l find thatfor diseases
whose origin is mainly filth undjoul air
Preston stands at the top of the tree. 3"

He also proved that in the amount of open
space provided for houses Preston stood at
the bottom of the tree. The areas in other
towns were greater: Blackburn 2?" square
feet. Barrow 450. Bristol 2713. Hanley 220.
Sundetlartd 473. Huddersfield 24“. and so on.

lfttty remarks are of ony value. do they not
palm to the necessity of this Couneil
exerrising sueh powers as it has to secure
that in the future the dnellings for the
labouring elttsses shall not he barked
together so elosely us they have hitherto
been? One-half the through yet remains
ttttlJItllt upon. ll is it duty we owe to those

who some after us not to leave them the
fruit ofunwistlont on our part . . . Although
landowners and speculative builders are
entitled to their due share of consideration.
yet their number is lqfittltesintully sntttll
eompareti with the labouring population.
whose interests we are here to guard. They
eonnot heltt themselves. They must. . . live
in such dwellings us are pmvided for
the-ms“

By these arguments James Hibbert won
buck something of what had been lost. The
Council agreed to his alteration. “that instead
of 180 feet. 241) feet be required“ for back
yards. if there was no hack roadway between
them. The Bye-Laws which were then agreed
upon. to be sent to the Local Goiernment
Board for government approval. did net say
that back roadways were compulsory. as Mr
Hihbett had wanted. but they did say that
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where streets were laid out with a back road-
way. such back road should be at least l 2  feet
wide: and that where there was a back roads
way 12 feet wide. then the yards of the
houses had to be at least 150 square feet. The
Local Government Board was not particularly
helpful in its attitude to the Bye-Laws as a
whole. but at least it did not take much notice
of Mr Tomlinson‘s further complaints and
suggestions. Mr Tomlinson's letters to the
Board stated that streets need not be 36 feet
wide. 33 feet being sufficient. and that back-
yards of 2% square feet were “considered es-
cessive". Such things would mess up his
plans. make his streets crooked, and raise the
cost. and therefore the rents. of the houses.

Mr Tomlinson had the interests of the
people in mind. of course. Oh. yes. “they
were considering the interests of the great
masses of the population". as he had told the
meeting of builders in the summer of 1875:

Thefaet of those laws increasing the rents
of cottages was a question for serious
consideration. Cheap and wholesome
insures were ofgreat necessity for the
writing population. and it was to the
interest of the ratepayers and builders alike
to promote that object. 1'

At least he never used the argument of one
correspondent to the papers:

. . . bael: streets are always the filthiest
thoroughfares in every town .' they are
simply harbours for vagabontit. gossips.
burglars and other bad characters. No one
can feel their house safe with such
nuisances behind them. 0" servants are kept
where such exist they are out continually. '1'

Summary and outcome
The Council had to make Bye-Laws because
the Public Health Acts of the age of Disraeli
left them without any power to control build-
ing unless they made the regulations them-
selves. The Medical Officer of Health.

Doubts and Dispates

appointed against the wishes of most of Pres-
ton's councillors. underpaid and working only
partitime. quickly made it obvious that the
basic reason for Preston's very high death
rate was the esisting system of building
houses. From his evidence some members of
the Council. led by James Hibbert. realised
that the system ought to be changed. so as to
provide more air and easier ways of clearing
out filth. The method they chose was back
roads and bigger back yards. Builders and
landowners forced the Council to compro-
mise. in the Bye-Laws which were finally
confirmed in 1876 back roads were not com-
pulsory. but bigger yards were.

last four years later. however. James Hib-
ben's argumea won: in the Preston lrn-
provement Act of 1880 the law on back yards
was the same. but the law on back roads was
firmer. It said:

. . . there shall be (except the Corporation
otherwise expressly permit and unless the
plans . . .shail have been approved before
the passing of this Act) a backroatl not less
than meivefeet between the yards of the
dwellings . . 3'

To find out whether this made any real differ—
ence to the houses built in the last twenty
years of the century - in other words.
whether the Council and the builders fulfilled
what James Hibbert described as “a duty we
owe to those who come after us" — we have
to look at the houses they built then.“

[Postscriptz in [832 Mr W.E.M. Tomlinson
was elected Conservative MP for Preston
against the wishes of the Preston Conserva-
tive Executive. He achieved this through his
influence as “a large local landowner". es-
pecially in the Plungington area. which was
described as "the very heart of Mr. Tomlin-
son‘s residential estate“: and by the support
of working men organised by the Conserva-
tive Working Mens Club. He remained MP
for Preston for nearly 30 years]
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CHAPTER IV

HOUSING AT THE END OF THE
CENTURY

' as mssmn's housing “revolutioni-
sed“ (as Mr. Tomlinson feared it
would be] by the Bye Laws of

1876 and the Improvement Act of 1331'}.
which Mr Hibbert had fought so hard to
achieve? The short answer is that most new
housing was. and that it was good enough to
have survived to the present day. still mostly
in reasonably good condition: but there was
not very much of it compared with the huge
stock of houses already standing - which. as
we shall see. were not revolutionised at all.

To assess the matter as a whole I used
three main kinds of evidence: maps. the build-
ings themselves. and local government re-

cords - especially the Reports of the Medical
Officer of Health.

The street map printed with Anthony He-
witson's History of Preston in [833 com—
pared with the Ordnance Survey 25-inch
maps of IQIZ identifies the areas of new
streets which were built in this period. The
Ordnance Survey maps also show where rows
of houses were provided with a hack road:
which was to Mr Hibbert the essential. and to
Mr Tomlinson the revolutionary change. The
results are shown in simplified form on the
sketch map below.

Surviving houses themselves are naturally
the most important historical evidence of all.

. rutwooo

Fig. 5?: Sketch narp simwing min areas of housing hail: berwrrn Milli and 19H.“ .rrrrrrr with
burl: nerds indirurrd by more lines.
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but even when their structure is still complete
much of their historical nature is quite invis-
ible to us. To see them as they were. and to
understand the way they were lived in. we
need the evidertce of eye-witnesses; and this
is where local government records are so
important.

The Reports of the Medical fioer of
Health are the rttost exciting source of evi-
dence; but they are not as objective a source
as maps are. They were written by one indi-
vidual. Dr Pilkington. who saw things in his
own way. and decided in his own fashion
what to put in and what to leave out. His re-
ports were designed to help him to achieve
the purposes for which he was working. We
are fortunate that Dr Pilltington was a man
who seems not to have minded saying what
he was unsure about. when he was unsure;
but also to have been willing to tell the blunt
truth. On the other hand. he appears to have
been strongly aware that he was working for
elected councillors. and to have taken some
care not to offend them. There was a period
in the [880s when his efforts to improve the
domestic environment were handicapped by
what he called “other concerns" of the Cor-
poration: he meant the expense of building
the new dock. but he did not say so.

In the following sections I deal with the
new housing first. rather briefly. in order to
leave plenty of room for what Dr Pilkington

has to tell us about domestic conditions in the
town as a whole.

The New Housing
'lhe effect of the new building mgulations
was not as widespread as those who made
them thought it would be. Nor was it as neat
and thorough as our first glance at the maps
suggests. This becomes clear when you visit
some of the areas where streets with baclo
roads are shown on the map. or where build-
ing was in progress in the 1330s. A few
examples will Show what was actually
happening.

Right on what was then the north-east
fringe of Preston. north of Ribbleton Lane. is
a group of new streets. built with back-roads:
Fletcher Road. Dodgson Street and Raikes
Road. These are fine. wide streets. with
well-constructed terraces of houses. and
plenty of air and light. They were designed by
Myres. Veevers and Myres. and built in IBES
and liltifi.’

But connecting Railtes Road with Ribble-
ton Lane are several short streets of houses
which look much older. They have no back-
roads. their yards are small. and they are ar-
ranged in the traditional way with a lobby be-
tween each pair of houses. In fact these
houses were built after those in Railtes Road.
The Ordnance Survey map of l892 shows

F i; 58: Rather Road.
Housing designed by Myres.
l'eet-ers and hi‘yres. HHS-do.
A (on; row nfsrngie-fninted

:- -up-2~nlrtwn houses. pt'srs tr pair at
itri- right-hand end which evidently
have it third bedroom over their
trust dimes. Note the absence of
it with v doorways. store the buck
wit Li's are reached by it hurt mad
ithilwn apposite].



this quite clearly. Here building on the old
pattern continued. presumably because the
streets had already been laid out by 1830. At
exactly the same time as they were designing
improved houses in Railtes Road. Myres.
Veevers and Myres were also designing
houses of the old* fashioned kin-d - Calverlcgtr
Sheet between Ribbleton Lane and New Hall
Lane. contains some examples. designed in
1836.

Even more surprising are a group of
houses just to the west. on lsherwood Street.
Lutwidge Avenue and St Chad‘s Road. 0n
the map these are indistinguishable from any
other streets built on the traditional pattern of
parallel rows of houses baclt to back. One
glance at the houses themselves is enough to
prove that they were built long after 188th
perhaps even in the l92tls.

Finally. if we return to Mr. Tomiinson's
territory,r in Plungington. we discover just
what it was that his visits to Preston and to
the Local Government Board achieved for
him. At the northern end of the Moor Hall
Estate. between Ripon Street and Blackpool
Road. is an area where the streets run
north-and-south. at right-angles to those
south of Ripon Soeet. but otherwise their
pattern is the same. Most of the houses in
these streets {such as Wildman Street. shown
here} were built after 1830. as a datestone in
'l‘rafford Street proves: “North Terrace

Fig. 59: The burl: mod 5.
between Rotter Road and Dadgsnn

Street. Note the plostte refit-s-
rocks. which show that that road .w
still serving' the purpose for who t:

it we destgm-tt
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ISBB“. They should have been built either
with a 12-foot back road or with back-yards
of at least 240 square feet. But Mr. Tomlin—
sort (or. more probably. Mr. Myres} had en-
sured that the plans for the streets had been
approved before IEBO.
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in other respects the houses built after
1880 show the malted effect of new building
regulations. They are higher. because the re«
gulations increased the minimum height of
ground floor rooms to 9 feet. Windows are
much bigger. Building materials. such as Act
crington brick {for the facades anyway) gen-
erally seem to be more durable: the
regulations of 1830 had given the Corpor-
ation the right to control materials and work-
manship. The new houses were also drier:
although a rule included in the lll'lti Bye-
Laws for providing a damp-proof course was
left out of the list in 1330. the new regula+
lions insisted that the ground floor ol' every
new dwelling house should be at least 6 in-
ches above the level of the ground.

A good bird‘s-eye view of improved ter-
raced houses can be obtained from the bridge
where the Blackpool Road crosses the main
railway litre. at the north-west corner of the
town. These streets were not called "street"
but “Road" or "Avenue". (See the photo-
graphs of Lulworth Avenue above.) “Tomlim
son Road" nearby is a reminder that this area
was also. like Plungington. once part of the
Tomlinson Estate.

The best illustration of the difference
which the Bye-Laws and the Improvement
Act made to the pattern of house+boilding in
Heston is the long rectangular block of

Fuzz til : Luhvorth Avenue. of
Hturkpool Rind: u very orderly
street of tenured were: built on
on outlying part ofthe Tomlinson
estate about till).

streets between Garstang Road and Deepdale.
bounded by St Thornu's Road and St
George‘s Road just south of Moor Park. St
Paul‘s Road divides this area into two parts
which are almost equal in size but very differ-
ent in character. The larger part to the west
of St Paul‘s Road. centred on an east-west
artis formed by Lovat Road and its continte
ation Charnoclt Street. was built in the 13705.
As the map shows. the layout of the houses is
just the same as it was in Plungington: with
very small back-yards served by lobbies
through the centre of each pair of houses. in.
stead of back roads.

The area to the east of St Paul‘s Road.
where the axis is continued by St Stephens
Road. was part of the ancient commons of the
borough and still remained open land until
I830. Then in 1382 the Corporation applied
to the government for pennission “to sell on
lease. for terms of 999 years at yearly ground
rents. the land lying between St Paul‘s Road
and Deepdale Road. and between St
George's Road and St Thomas‘s Road“.2 So
here was a large building estate. similar to the
Plungington estate of Mr Tomlinson except
that the ”landlord“ developing it was also the
body responsible for building starliards and
public health: the Town Council in its role as
the Urban Sanitary Authority. Its intention to
prove that it was now on the side of the
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Flg. 152: The burl: road bent-era
Manor-1h Avenue and Murdock

Avenue.

angels. or at any' rate the saints. seems to
have been expressed in its choice of names
for these new streets: and the whole area is
still Imown colloquially as “the Saints“.

To find out what sort of control the
Council exercised over building houses in
“the Saints“ I tried a random sample of the
Corporation deeds. The following example is
typical. The deed for sale of one plot on the
east side of St Cuthben's Road in IBBS dic-
tales that the lessee shall build three houses
“of not less than £10 pearl}:r value“ and that
they shall be “of such elevation and descrip—
tion as may be fixed upon or approved by the
Corporation“.

“The Saints" was evidently a model

The End of the Century

development: and the same model was carried
over to the east side of Deepdale shortly
afler. Here the streets were named after birds.
so that the area became Itnown as “the Ca-

Sinoe the demolition and Ire-development
of much of Mr Tomlinson's Plungington in
the 19305. the best way of understanding the
“revolution“ in Preston‘s housing (such as it
was) is to stroll eastwards along Lovat Road
and its continuation Charnock Street: and
then to cross St Paul‘s Road and continue
along St Stephen's Road: crossing St Paul's
Road. one is passing from the old era of
‘Tortdinson-land" into the new era of
“Ribbed-land“.
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The sad thing about the “revolution"
which this represents is tltat it had begun
mmh too late. Back roads were required for
sanitary purposes. assuming that eanh closet
privies or removable pails would continue to
be used. rather than water closets. The latter
should have been the case in these meets
and given the long programme of conversion
from one system to the other in the older
streets. one would suppose that it was not
even necessary in areas like the Saints and the
Canary Isles; so I was quite astonished to find
the following remark in the Medical Officer
of Health report for 1906:

even in the newer districts. those provided
with a twelve foot passage. tr receptacle in
which for nurntits is stored the aroma and
refuse do household. situated at not risott-
than n fewfeetfrotn the back door. must be
it nuisance and o danger to the interiors.3

Soitwouldappearthateventhenewmodel
housing could be something of a whited
sepulchre.

The work of the Medical ficer of
Health during this same period was directing
attention to the dorrtestic conditions of the
rest of the town.

The Older Housing
Local patriotism may fairly claim that in some
ways Preston has excelled all the other large
towns of England. There was one particular
league in which Proud Preston was champion
fifteen times in the twenty years from llllifl to
19m. and runner-up three times. This was the
league table which showed. for every thou-
sand registered births. the number of babies
who died under twelve months of age. Pres-
ton usually won by a comfortable margin.
Leicester was the only rival from IRS“ to
1390: Blackburn. Liverpool. Bumley and Sal-
ford were the nearest competitors from I39!)
to l9llll. but Preston won in every year ex-
cept l899.

Infant mortality is a good yardstick for

assessing the health (or otherwise) of a whole
society. or of conununities within it: but pre-
mature death did not confine its attention to
infants. The best way to appreciate what the
experience of family life in the community of
later Nth-century Preston might have been
lilte is to take a stroll through the older parts
of the cemetery at the far end of New Hall
Latte. This place was opened in ”$55. follow-
ing an Act of Parliament which banned town
centre burial grounds. Reviewing its regim-
ented rows of headstones. we meet thousands
of individual families who lived and died in
Preston's terraced streets. It is quite a dis-
turbing experience.

Admittedly. Dr Pilltington. in his Reports
as Medical Officer of Health. did point out
that Preston suffered a statistical handicap
when compared with many other towns:
while most other large towns had extended
their boundaries to include the comfortable
middle class suburbs where infant mortality
was much lower. Preston had been unable to
persuade the small number of commuting citi-
zens of Fulwood. Walton-le-Dale and Pen-
wortham to throw in their lot with the
ratepayers of the Borough, Only Ashton-on-
Ribble and Ribbleton had been incorporated
in the Borough. The truth of sorrte other large
towns was therefore veiled by their subtu‘bs.
whereas in Preston it was left naked for all to
see.

While in all other large towns the mortal-
ity of infants under one year old averaged al-
most l'ttl per 11100 registered births (i.e.
Fri}. in Preston it was well above zoo (or
2mm in all but two of these years. Between
llll'lU and 1900 the average for Preston was
22?. with peaks of 264 in 1839. 2&1! in l393.
2E3 in 11W? and 225 in 1399. To put these
figures in a modern perspective. the rate of
infant mortality for the Preston District in
1991 was about l 2  per thousand “2%) .  [See
appendix]

Wilt“ ltou consider that the rooms which
killed fewer babies included such places as
Salford. Manchester. Birminghm and Wol-
verhampton -— none of them exactly health
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resortsattheendofthelfihcentury—you
are bound to wonder what was so specially
unhealthy about Preston. So did some
numbers of the Council. who formed a
sub-committee in [899 to enquire into the
matter. What was particularly disturbing to
them was that while the general death rate
had been falling during the previous 25 years.
infantile mortality was actually rising. Dr Pil-
kington's report in Hill] contained a table
which proved this.

Yes Genet-a] Death Infantile
Rate per Low 3'

tars—an 27.42
1331-5 24.13 20!
Ines-9|) 16.23 229
1891-35 1316 235

EEG—I‘ll] 20.3 136

In general mortality (that is, including all

3m "
'Ht tttttt-u " l '
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ages) Preston was less obviously a bad place
to live: top of the letrgue only eight times in
20 years. It was the babies who died in Ptes-
ton. Why?

Dr Pilkington offered some social ea-
planations. One was that the mothers worked
in the mills almost up to the time of birth. and
as soon as possible afterwards. leaving other
women to look aftfl their new-born infants.
When the Labour MP Keir Hardie visited
Preston to campaign for the Independent La—
bour Party in 1393. he said that there were
parts of Preston where the death rate was
higher than in the poorest pans of the East
End of London: and pointed the finger of
blame in the same direction as Dr Pilkington.
It was a disgrace. he said. that women and
childrenhadtoworkinthemills:

And the fathers in Preston nete rewrites
responsible for the deaths of those tryouts
iterator they would not stand up for their

6-" wire a te l i -
I sh ta r :  team-l

"Jetty stage.)
'1‘"! :Iuwlr'"W.a. sass

H ."" at.“ a",
. tfl . lfl+ua

- I H tflflfl f l l

FIR M Hunumrnts Il'l‘ Presttttt I'r'mrl‘r't't' - the Burlington stone tn the centre tn  “s  titr deaths often children.
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rights. which would enable them to M to
keep tlwir wives and children at home . . ."

Dr Pilkington also thought that the par-
ents of Preston were irresponsible. In 189?.
when Preston's rate of infant mortality was
2&3 per [.000 births. "by far the highest in the
country". he wrote:

it may seem strange that since the causes
are known. the evil cannot be — or at any
rate has not been - cured. Much has been
done by municipal action. but it is with the
parents. with those who have the nursing
and home management of these little ones.
that the fault mainly lies . . .5

Some years earlier he had written someth-
ing similar which was perhaps more revealing
about the difference between a mere house
and a house:

The operative class as a rule are careless in
looking afier the surroundings of their
dwellings. Too often they seem to look upon
the house simply as a place in which to
sleep and take certain of their meals.
[lddill‘

He did not suggest any reason why the
attitudes of the parents and “the operative
class" should be worse in Preston than in any
other town. These explanations seem rather
unconvincing.

In fact. I doubt whether Dr Pilkington
himself took such explanations very seriously.
because year after year he was reporting one
particular cause of infant deaths which distin-
guished Preston from other towns. and which
appeared to be connected with the housing
conditions of the town. he great killer was
“infantile diarrhoea".

Investigation of the causes of infantile di-
arrhoea had begun as early as I875. when Dr
Pilkington noted that there was a great in!
crease in deaths from this cause in the late
summer and early autumn. The Sanitary
Comirtee asked for a special investigation.

and after studying the home conditions and
surroundings of all the houses witere an infant
had died of diarrhoea. Dr Pilltington was
forced to the conclusion that:

there is no particular lnsanitaty condition
in the majority of these premises . . . a
great proportion of the mortality from this
disease must be attributed to atmospheric
itdluences. to a deficiency of stamina in the
children from birth. and to foolish feeding.
l l 375! 1

He also took up an interesting suggestion
which had been made by one of the council-
lors. Mr Benson {a grocer}. that a record
should be kept of the daily temperatures
throughout the year. Such records turned out
to he an uncaruiily reliable means of predict-
ing when the killer would strike. though as
yet they could neither identify not prevent it.
in his report for 1883 Dr Pilhington wrote:

The amount of ird'antile Summer Diarrhoea
appears to depend upon various causes
acting in concert. That it is due to a distinct
and specific germ is new than pmhahle.
but certain conditions are necessary to call
this genn into being and certain other
conditions to ensure f it being so fatall.
First are climatic influences . . . the dryer
and hotter the summer. the sooner does the
epidemic moire its appearance. the greater
is the member of children attached. and the
nrore severe and fatal are the results. But
. . . amongst which portion by the
community is the principal mortality
observed? Ali emerience goes to prove that
it is the children. especially the infants of
the toner classes . . . amongst whom nearly
the whole normality is observed. . . l l 8831'

At this stage Dr. Pilltington was helped by
the visit of an Inspector at the Medical De-
partment of the Privy Council. Di Ballard.
who was making a special study of the causes
of Infantile Summer Diarrhoea. and asked
him to put in two earth thermometers to
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Fig. d5 .' Councillor Robert fienson. grocer at No. 49
Church Street: home. iii flushed Piece.

record the temperature of the ground at the
depths of one foot and four feet. Over the
next few years this scientific esperirnent
showed that there was at least a regular co-
incidence. and perhaps a causal connection.
between high deep-earth temperatures and in-
creased deaths from infant diarrhoea. ln ltl9l .
for example:

The earth temperature at a depth offour
feet reached so degrees on August lath.
and shanty after this. infantite dint-timer:
was rife.

And in ”93:

The mortalityflrnn Diarrhru-a nos
ttnusaaily heavy. — the deaths numbering
:ldj — i have repeatedlyr shown in former
reports that. given a deep earth
temperature of so degrees. Diarrhoea
becomes rife amongst infants residing itt

firefindofthe Century

certain locatities.

Preston. of course. was no more likely
than it is now to be favoured with a tropical
climate all of its own. The earth temperature
in t  wouldbemuchthesameasinany
other town.

Unlilte John Clay and the Preston
Chronicle in the |840s (see Chapter I}. Dr
Pilkington did not mention the poverty as a
possible factor. though he did refer to the
feebleness and “debility” of infants who died
of no other obvious cause. He concentrated
his attention on sanitary conditions. We
therefore follow him to his principal suspect:
Preston‘s housing.

In his Report for ”383. after mentioning
the hot dry summers. and the probabili that
the infants of the lower classes were being
killed by a “distinct and specific germ". Dr.
Pilltington had condoned with a description
of the worst affected localities.

The conditions in which infantile Diarrhoea
prevails are those in which the
middensteads. occupying a portion ofthe
limited yard space. are often in close
proximity to the dweiiings themselves.
where the backs of one row of houses abut
tiurse of another street. no back passage
intervening. where the pavement in the yard
is defective and becomes soaked with
slop-water' and other iiquid refuse. and
where as a result the summer's sun instead
ofhringing health and pleasure becomes a
generator of Hi! odours and of dangerous
gases.

1" “slop-water“: a euphemism for the cons
tents of chamber pots. as in “stopping out“.|

The date might be lllllll. lll'ilil or even
liltltl; the new streets. such as those in Deep-
dale. might be as fine as fine could be; but
most of the people in Preston were still living
in the domestic conditions of Itlfill. or even
earlier. Conditions were nor getting better as
the years passed. they were getting worse. A
neat and airy Z-up-Z-down cottage. on the
north side of Miles Street. backing omo open
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Chapter t'lt

are constantly rising andfinding their way
into the house . .

land when it was new in 1360. would have
been a pleasant place to live: but menty years
later. with a row of 3~toom houses on the
south side of Haveloclt Street backed up
against the yard. it was another matter alto-
gether (see figure 53 above]. It was even
worse if both rows of houses had back e1-
trensions (figure 54 above. and figure 66

His inspection-tours of houses had boon cut-
tinuing block by block: and year after year he
reported the same sort of discoveries:

the principal evil consisted in the small site
below).

Dr Pilkington observed in l838:

the Sanitary Authority has to contend with
evils done informer years. with the faulty
construction of streets. by rneatts of which
as many houses as possible have been
crowded together on a give space of
ground. the backyard approachedfrom the
front by a lobby. surrounded on all sides of
dwellings. and containing a deep pit filled
with foul decaying matters. Nttt only does
the soil of the yard become polluted . . .but
the noxious emanationsfrorn its contents

of the hack yards. where often nearly the
whole of the available space was occupied
by the privy and ashpit. And this evil was
greatly increased where. as often happened.
the hack of one street come directly up to
the hack of another. . . so that front end to
end. and within a few feet of the back doors
and windows were blinks ofprieies and
unnecessarily large ashpits . . . This is a
condition of things handed down to us by
the imperfect sanitary regulations offarmer
years . . . in some of the houses the
insanitary conditiota were still further
increased by the fact that the nightsoil had.

Fig. :55; Bat-t: Twas “flit-HIS»?! at Ellen hon-t tlrfit and Harlow Street [right)_ (my ,3 {my  firm“ shed ”82.
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when necessary. to he removed through the
dwellings themselves. The surface ofalmost
all the yards is covered with boulder
pavement. t which allows) the soakage of
refuse water {and} when the middens are
emptied. of liquid filth . . .! LESS!"

Nor were the faulty construction of
sheets and the smallness of back yards the
only evils handed down from lonner years:
that fateful (but understandable) decision
taken in 1350 by the Local Board's
Sub—Committee on the water-closet question
- that builders could not be compelled to
erect water-closets «- had had an increasing
effect on home tile in the town ever since. For
thirty or forty years the inhabitants of the
town had been poisoning themselves. Dr Pil-
kington had complained of the “old«lashioned
system. as it prevails in Preston. of uncovered
ashpits" almost as soon as he had been
appointed:

Where each house has its own privy. the
inmates. for their comfort's sake give timely
notice when the nightsoil and ashes
required removal. But this is not the case
Where a stack ofprivies. with a common
cesspool. is used by a whole street. Here.
what is evetyhody's business. is no one's.
I 18?“ '°

This old fashioned system did not work ' 4. i
very well. because there were frequent com-
plaints at his office “that middens have not
been emptied after due notice has been given
that they are in a condition requiring that it
should be done". “mi l”  Thirteen years later
he had seen more than enough of the privy-
midden system which was still general:

The great evil of the privy scene" system
consists in the fact that a mass of the most
filthy antl ofl'enrive matter is stored up in
the immediate neighlmurhood of the
dwelling house. this accumulation being
removed once in every three. six or twelve
months. Part of it is contained within a all

The End ofthe Century

sunlt below the level of the yard surface.
thus polluting not only the soil. but also the
ground air. which readily travels under the
foundations of the house: part is above the
ground. and so constantly gives oflfoul and
dangerous gases. I IRS?! '1

Among the tables appended to his annual
reports the Medical Officer. gave figures for
the work done by the Sanitary Department
each year. which included middens emptied
{later he used the term "ashpits" instead). pig-
st'yes and animals removed; and. from 1835.
ashpails emptied. and privies converted to
water closets. The number of middens or ash-
pits emptied began at 12.355 in 1815. rose to
19.892 in 1338. and then gradually declined
to 11.092 in 1900. {These figures should be
compared with the total number of houses in
the town: over 21.000 in 1881. and over
25.000 in 1901.)

For it? Yards oft-U and «W lirat Lenhurv .‘itteel.
viewed from ten. Hammond Street l ”182}.
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“Few persons". he wrote in 1895.

have any idea of the confined nature of the
yards situated behind the cottage houses in
the older parts of the town . . . Originally
far too small. many of them have been
further encroached upon by the erection of
sculleries. pantries. and other additions . . .
if then a great portion of the small
available space is occupied by a pit. in
which is stored the excreta of a family. and
the decaying refuse of a householdfor a
space ofsit. nine or it may be twelve
months. . . . it can be imagined how
polluted and vitiated. . . a the air.”il895l

in [383 he found the privies of Hoflfi
Nelson Street and No.34 Adelphi Street were
situated over bakehouses (which were under-
ground. as the nest chapter explains): in
Spring Street a large middensteatl used by
three houses was emptied through the pantry
of the centre house; and in Old Lancaster
Lane the offensive smells from a privy adjoin—
ing a kitchen were “aggravated by the heat
derived from neighbouring washing boilers".

[n conditions like these even the most
conscientious and hard-working housewife
would have had to wear her fingers and knees
to the bone to keep a home clean: when one
baby out of every four or five died. it must
have broken her heart. We can understand
why the custom of scrubbing doorsteps and
flagged floors with donkey-stone became
such a tradition in Lancashire towns.

There were many families whose
house-keeping and domestic arrangements
were less than the lacst. If even “good" new
houses were bad. bad old houses were almost
unbelievably awful. and unfortunately there
were some people who took their standards
from the houses. instead of the other way
round:

in all parts of the town there are buildings.
many of them densely crowded. which are
quite urditfor human habitation . . . in

every large town. people will be found who
are willing to live in dwellings no matter
how filthy and ruinous they may be. partly
because they have become accustomed to
live in these places . . . partly because the
rents are low and not very stringently
collected.' hut in many cases i believe the
main reason is that residing in these
wretched habitations they deem themselves
absolvedfrom that personal cleanliness
which the present standard of civilisation
requires. (in persons of this class.
instruction and admonition are wasted: and
nothing short of the abolition of such
places. destructive as they are of the moral
and physical health of the occupiers. will
meet the necessity of the case. t it???” “

I referred in the first part of this book to
the continuation of country ways in the un—
familiar environment of a large town. From
Dr. Pilkington‘s reports we learn that time
were amazingly tenacious. In 1383 he to-
marked that:

there is a strong disposition on the part of
many of the working classes to crowd up
their already cordined yards with pig-ayes.
hen roasts. and similar structures.

Not only the yards: that lobby. designed to
give easy access to those whose task it was to
remove the contents of the tniddens. was
adapted to quite a different use:

in many cases. the covered lobby benveen
the houses . . . is closed at one end. and
converted into afowl house. a pigeon cote.
or even a stable. US$31 ‘5

His efforts to get rid of these animals had
begun to have some effect by 1890. when he
mate. in his Report for the year 1889. that
there were now fewer instances of “swine or
other animals being kept in unsuitdtle situa-
tions“. but:

alien poultry are kept. it it impossible that
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the cleanly condition of the yard can be
maintained. and not infrequently the lobby.
which should be open and so admit a
current of air from the front street to the
rear of the houses. is closed and turned into
rt hen-roost . . . The pig keeping nuisance
has been shared. and I propose. even at the
risk of some opposition to carry out the
some rdorrn with respect to poultry. "'

He was still reporting the removal of such
animals in I‘l'llll. This was an absolute neces-
sity. of course: but even at that date neither
Dr Pilkington nor the experts at the Medical
Department of the Privy Council knew why it
was.

The reader may have noticed that in his
reports of the 13305 and l890s Dr Piikington
was still commenting on the air. polluted by
“noxious emanations" from the yards and
tniddens. The smell in these places must have
been so over-poweringly a‘lwful that even the
experts could not rid themselves of the old
theory that disease was spread by a “miasma”
of infection rising from polluted ground. In-
deed. the esperiment of recording earth tern-

The End of the Century

perature at a depth of four feet seems to have
been rooted in such beliefs.

They were aware that there was someth-
ing wrong when they saw big animals in un—
usual places. but not when such animals were
in their normal places; nor did they yet pay
much attention to certain much smaller ani-
mals which they all took for granted. The
phantom killers of infants were such familiar
companions that they were not yet suspected.

Dr Pilkington‘s most graphic description
of the interior of Preston homes in the last
years of the I9th century deserves to be re-
produced in the form in which it was original-
ly printed in 1396. It is interesting not only
for what Dr Pilkington did say. but also for
what he did not say. Observing the “wretched
fowls" scratching in the midden and then
coming indoors to “shake the foul geronladen
dust over the already contaminated food". he
was so near. and yet still so far. from detect-
ing the one baby-killers.

The mystery remained unsolved until the
first years of the next century: in the mean-
while. we tum our attention to other matters
which turned out to be part of the problem.

smelling feeding bottle.

(Report of the Medical Oflicer offlerrltlr. 1896]

'l‘hereatenunrhers ofl'urtrsel'tolds—manyinwhichthefamilylsalatgeone.andtheweeltly in-
come by no means in [summon — which show undoubted signs of thrill and good management.
Where the living harm is clean and tidy. where the food is kept from tarntrrct with dirty matter.
where the sleeping accommodation is arranged and lmlted after with a view to the health and
morality of those using it. and where the omit-yard w however small it may he - is kept for the
purpose for which it was originally intended. On the other hand. there are others. and unfortu-
nately many others. where the condition of things is very different. Here din reigns supreme. The
food to he ctstsumed is left lying smart in contact with dirty clothes anti unwashed emitting uten-
sits. In the bedrooms the windows are left unopened. the stops unemplied. and the beds unmade.
until the chamber is again required [or the night. Pigeons create dirt and breed vermin upstairs or
in the cellars. while wretched fowls scratch amongst the rchtse and escrement in the ashpit. and
ahenvanls come lmloors to shake the foul genn-Iaden dust from their feaurers over the already
cmttuninated food. The children are unwashed and uncunhed. and -— saddest sight of all — not
unfrequently in a dirty cradle there may be seen a sour-smelling baby sucking at a still more evil

[* “slaps”: the contents of chamber pots]
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CHAPTER V

BREAD, MEAT AND MILK

moon was every family borne inti-
marely affected by the homes of
neighbouring families. it was also de-

pendent on neighbours for vital supplies -
much more dependent than our homes are
today. Meat. milk. bread and hot dinners
were provided by methods which relied very
heavily on other people in the immediate
neighbourhood.

Bread
I referred to this subject in Chapter II. when
considering the question of cooking ap-
pliances. and quoted an old man's recollec»
tions of public bakehouses in Paradise Street
and Vaushali Road — probably about the
[8305. He was speaking in I392. and since he
appeared to regard them as historical curios-
ities it would seem that they had gone out of
use by then. If that was the case. it would be
interesting to know how long they had
condoned.

Unfortunately. although the responsibility
for the supervision of bake-houses passed to
the Medical Officer of Health in Hill}. his re-
ports contain less information about bake-
houses than about slaughter houses and
cowlreepers. This is a pity. because every-
body ate bread. even if they couldn‘t afford
meat.

Another difficulty for the historian is that
it was easier for bakehouses to escape official
notice [and rates}. The same applies to the
many houses where neighbours with big
ovens cooked dinners for a penny a time.
Trade Directories‘ lists of “Bakers“ are sus-
piciously short: there cannot have been so
few bakers of bread.

Slaughter-houses and cowkeeping dairies

(as we shall see) naturally atuacted attention
to themselves. Bakehouses were often under-
ground. as the following advertisement
shows:

Lol I. The capitafly-sntnted SHOP and
DWELLINGJ-IDUSE. numbered 47.  in Fr‘nrgnte.
with plate-glass frosts. and Irene Bakeltouse in the
basement . .
{Preston Chronicle l 9  June IBTSJ

Dr Pilltington did his best. He drew up a
list of the regulations “under the Act of Par—
liament of l833“. and "caused copies to be
issued to all persons keeping public bake-
houses . . but the only way he could have
found all the bakehouses would have been by
house-to-house inspection.

! also visited at number of premises in
question. and though many of the older
ones. situated in cellars. are dark and
inconvenient. their condition as regards
cleanliness nets on the whale satisfactory.
H385! '

0n the subject of bakehouses the historian
cannot rely on documentary sources. because
it is evident that many escaped the attention
of official records. In 1903. a sub—committee
of the Health Connoitree investigated “every
Underground Bakehouse". and produced a
list of them which was apparently intended to
be comprehensive: the total for the town as a
whole was 23. and it did not include a single
one of those mentioned in this chapter.2

Archaeology is a tnore reliable source of
information {or would be if so many of the
buildings had not been demolished). Some
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examples will show what I rnean.
At least four such public bakehouses were

discovered in Preston during clearance pro-
grammes in 1982. one at Maudland Bank,
another in Ashton Street and two in the Plun-
gington area. All of them were in cellars. and
the ovens for baking were underground. In
one of these the bread tins were still lying
about in rusty piles.

It is clear from the plans and from the
buildings themselves that customers entered
the baitehouse through a separate door at one
side of the shop or the house. and then went
down a dark flight of steps to the cellar.
There may have been some underground
bakehouses which were never publicly adver-
tired as “bakers". because one Trade Direc-
tory. at least. listing all the shops in
Plungington Road. does not mention a single

There is a building plan of llibl] for
houses and a shop with a bakehouse under
the kitchen in Plungington Road. In 1982 the
owner had no idea that originally his cellar
might have been a bakehouse. The cellar con-
tained the cooking range mentioned in
Chapter II. and no sign of a baking oven ex-
cept a strange blank arch of bricks beneath
the cellar window into the back yard. Only
excavation of the yard would discover the
existence of a bread oven. Next. during

Fig. d9: Bread oven in
radar boltehortre or
New lime-territory Street
{demolished MHZ].

demolition and preparation for rebuilding in
Maodland Bank. two bread-ovens. recorded
in no written document so far discovered.
were found under the backyards of two other-
wise nondescript houses.I

Third. a corner shop in Brackenbury
StreeL with a mysterious entrance leading
from the side street. contained an apparently
complete bakehouse with vaulted ovens under
the yard. and piles of rtgsty old one-pound
bread tins stacked up inside them. Last. and
only a few yards from this. there was [at the
time of our research in 1982) a quite ordinary
house which had an exceptionally large cellar
extending under both front and back rooms.
and a separate dolor in the lob-by leading onto
the top of the cellar steps. The cellar con-
tained two fireplaces. one of them having a
large oven in it (see photograph opposite).
The building plan for this house - dated 18'“
- does not show a door from the lobby. It
shows a cellar. but only under the front room:
presuntably the full intentions of the builder
were not revealed in the plans he submitted to
the Surveyor‘s office. I can think of no reason
for having a separate entrance to the cellar
except that it must have been intended for
people who did not live in the house, but who
made use of the extra cooking facilities. If it
was possible for one bakehouse to exist in
this way. it must have bwn possibie for many
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Fig. 7'0' fetter ott ii
Brackenhutjv Street

(House dentitshed “iii: 1'

more: but the proof of their existence disap-
pears with their demolition.

Very likely. bakehnuses of this kind con-
tinued to be used as long as Preston‘s cotton
industry continued to employF large numbers
of married women. though more for cooking
dinners than for baking bread. Dr. Pilkington
included the statement below in his report for
1394:

The Bakehonses have received constant
attention in order to ensure their being kept
in as cleaniy a condition as possibie.
Severn! of them, natre especioiiy the
smaller ones. situated in cedars. have of
hue been discontinued. as there is a
growing tendency to use shop bread in
preference to that mode at home.

And in his report on the underground halte-
houses in HUB he gave a wider view of one
reason for this fundamental change in domes-
tic economy:

iltilttn}r years ago Cedar Hakehrmses acre
felt more corrosion in Preston. rind nmst
loncashire monafoctnrng towns. than at
present. and in those days - when inntght
Mari nvts mach iess used — they were
almost a necessity for the nothing t'ittss
thirdly. whose kitchen range and oven did

Meat. ma and Bread

not then admit ofbaking a batch ofbmtd.
or even the family dinner. [.1903] “

Meat
Like house-building and sanitation. the butch-
er's trade was one which began the 19th cen-
tury on the basis of established custom and
what was assumed to be common sense. and
ended it under rudimentary public supervi-
sion. but with customaryr practices affecting
much larger numbers of people. Its failures
demonstrated the necessity for scientific man-
agement and supervision: and its history de-
serves much closer attention than it can be
given here. What we forget too easi is that
butchers' work was hatchery.

In I375 the Preston Chronicie welcomed
the invention of a new method of slaughter.
the "forehead pin-mask". which caused less
pain and less resistance than existing
methods:

Et'e't‘)‘ person possessing the ieastfeeiing
wit! rejoice to know that the system as
usaoiiy carried out can be superseded by
one freed from the feotfiti and shocking
exhibitions seen at our sianghter honses.‘

At present I know nothing more about the
"fearful and shocking eshibitions". not

Page 75



CM! 1"

Four enmples ol' the premises 01'
former slaughtering butchers,

philogrnphed in [931

Fig. 1H . punk Mum; mum. at
farm flung!!!” hour in Emu: Rand

I‘m alien-d}

Fig. 7! .' Ha 1“. Huntington Road.

Inspn'mr': Mffl :
“Fwd brhind Mun and fin killing flap. Pebble
pawd. Water Tap and drain. Cmam hang in
Iubby."

(Still a balmy} slurp. but no long" shughcring
sheep in the hunt yard]

Fig. H: No. ”a. sum: Sum.

Insperlw's mm.-
“ad behind Shop. sud fin map only. find
floor mm mu Drums. in good ftpfllf. Sud!
pum'on ufyard raurred m-rr. adjoining privy.“

[Damian-d 1961'}

F1'1- 73: Haj-l. Brnrirnbury Strut.

Inprrm‘: mus:
"Yard brhmd hunt. rat-Hm arm and fllfdfiJf
Map only. F fmrr :3! tricks and ”nil-M. Drain in
lobby. Wmflmrd by opening. Wall: dam. Privy.
with ashpfl. up“: Jam slaughterhrm. "

[Du-Misha H82)



whether they were superseded by a new sys-
tem. But. whatever the system was. it might
be seen (and probably heard} all over the
town. In Hill-4 there were 6‘! private
slaughter-houses in Preston. which the Medi-
cal flfficer of Health and Surveyor jointly in-
vestigated at the request of the Markets and
Town Hall Committee. The following quota-
tions contain the essence of their report:

The Slaughter-houses are scattered over aii
parts of the town. andI present wide
difi'erent'es . . . Some consist of buiitiings.
such as stables or store-houses. intended
for other purposes . . . some are situated in
enclosed yards. some in yards attached to
Public Houses. and many are attached to
dn-eiiing-homes and occupy what simuiti be
yard space . . . As a rate the sow"
slaughterhouse-s used by one person and
inunediateiy attached to the shop and
dn'eiit'ng-hausc are the most carefuiiy
tanked after. but these. occupying the yard
space. are often in direct communication
wifl‘l'the privy and athpii. "

Meat. Mill: and Bread

The manuscript minute book at the
Markets and Town Hall Comr'ttittoe1r contains
a list of all the private slaughter houses. with
their addresses. and a brief description of
each of them. Part of this list. describing
slaughter houses in the Plungington area. is
reproduced below. and the photographs op-
posite show the same premises in June 1982.

in 1394 Dr Pilltington. optimistically pre-
dicting the complete abolition of private
slaughter-houses. reported that

many ofrhem . . . especiaiiy those which
have come most recently into use. are
nothing more titan the back-yards of
deeming houses. where the meat is exposed
to odours from adjacent ashpits.I

In IQHZ a butcher‘s shop in Lovat Road still
had a post fitted to the wall of the hack yani.
with a hook from which the bodies of slaugh-
tered sheep had once been hung for dressing
(see photograph opposite}.

fiddly. perhaps. the various reports on the
slaughter houses do not seem to have

t o. u set-.7357. “.9" at. out filtflflorteeoedfio tiara, amt;
a aims yaw stat-t "2/: out at”... 3

Mae-en: In of on $354, '
n. it mamtao .  rain-vs 5L. can use transit Loo, .11m

l ‘  ‘tfé’i‘ fleet-r Penile-l l id}.  4’” Jilin/o

it and! extra? [fill . gradm fire/nemrf I
J/fll‘ ,5v inf/fi- flue-re.

a. o2 lament! a. aw... in. the was Jet/c tiled/‘1 my. n.4,. I
i j i e ‘  flit! on!”  Auto (PM on yud' 4"

"fir-iii Jean” fie ld )"  e/tftud eooeeeol' t

H efl'I-rt‘dr'fle‘nf fits-inf. -I

- I”  in  birth. #: thian In. 'futai' Hedi-d {at d4 remade-unit rend :
Q, oiled f4 irffl 'n’ Met/i oo£f :6ovtr if

* in: 1rd order-went" (11min all! (514’. . g

[frail tit, ”time“ WI!!! efimn. :1i ':

' mid ail/‘17: sin-semi Jfiy‘fikax.  I
It; ' ' MMe-u lfl  flirtation: iii-4...}.- aJ  i

Fig. 15: Extract finer minute boon ofMarh-ts and Tm Hail Committee. 1834.

Page?!



Chqitert'

considered tlte problem of the disposal of
waste-products from them; but the author of
the description printed in The Buitder in lilo!
had noticed it in the vicinity of Aqueduct
Street:

A rnennt piece ot'grnutnt is here htnmted
on three sides by the rear ont-bniidings of
imitates. and on the ,I‘ilitt'th side it sewer
111e a stream. The stntce within is used its
a playground its children. who have riddled
it into innumerable titties. but it ts not of
them we would stir n word: a butcher. close
by. moles use ofthis space m which to
htn'y. nfett- inches beneuttt the sntjtitce. the
birnnt and guts and ofitt [him his
slaughter-mime? °

Dr Pilking‘ton's remedy for the situation
was the establishment of a Public Abattoir.
and the abolition of all prisate slaughter
houses. but in the late lliqtls he had to report
that a compromise had been agreed with the
butchers: a minority of the pelt-ate slaughter-
houses would remain. on condition that they
would be improved. while a Public Abattoir
at the Cattle Market would be doubled in site
to encourage butchers to make use of a more
hygienic system

The meat trade was difficult to control.
and even the control of it caused difficulties
and scandal: the Meat Inspectors themsels'es
were suspected of receis-ing bribes from
butchers. and there was a long Sanitary inves-
tigation in 1392. to find out why meat from
diseased carcases was still bemg sold. even in
some of the ntost respectable butchers" shops
in the middle of town. {The proceedings and
evidence were printed in full. as a book of
some I?“ pages. “it

Some of the small private slaughter-
houses were for pork butchers only. A larger
number killed only sheep. For some reason
many of these were on the north side of town.
and in the Plungington area alnmst all the
slaughter-houses were for sheep only; these
people seem to have eaten no meat estept
mutton ~ unless it was tripe and uotrers:

The permeation qftripe. cow beets. era. is
for the most turf conducted in it medal
numner
From time to titrte there have been
t‘otnpittints Whiting fit the (iris “rim.  and
to certain "tlflertsice Trades". chiefly
Trim-Rotting and Follow rrteittrtg . 3

Complaints about the nuisance caused by
tripe and trotter boiling an'teat fairly fre-
quently tn the ttttrtutea of the Sanitary Pur-
poses (‘otturuttee The complaints related to
the smell of preparation. rather than to the
food itself firm: is the white. corrugated.
lining of the stomach of a sheep or cow. l was
once persuaded to try eating it. but only
once}

Milk
This vital Fluid ”specially for babies whose
mothers worked in the mills) was supplied to
the same was as meat. In ltitifi then-.- were TU
“cow'lteepers” in Heston. and another M5
“puts-eyors of  milk“-

The keeping ot'shtpthtnsund Harries in it
town is no doubt a convenience to the
gunner ctuss ot'inhahttonts. but the
surroundings of tnunr or" these {threes ttrr
not uti that with! he desired. amt a close
stqien'ision ts  necessari-  to ensure
the cieunttness requisite in dealing with an
artich- so susceptible of contamination as
milk. HESS! ”

The little cow-keeping dairies can be
traced from lists of "Famrers and Cow keep»
ers" in Trade Directories of the penod. The
drawn plans for building them presented to
the Local Board of Health. it" one can t'md
them. may show the arrangement of the cow
shed or shippon. tn relation to the house ll be-
longed to; but a few of these places are still
standing. There was a good esample in Ash-
ton Street in his: tsince demolished}. and
another in Loyat Road which ts still there.

They are not easy to recognise. and their
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Chapter V

existence may not be suspected by the current
residents of the premises. They were usually
houses on corner sites. the shippon appearing
as a nondescript outbuilding in the yard at the
back: but sometimes they were fitted in.
somehow. in the middle of a block of other-
wise ordinary houses.

The danger of milk was that it might be
drawn from a cow infected with tuberculosis.
and that it might be stored. either at the dairy
before it was sold. or at home afterwards. in
conditions which allowed it to become in-
fected with bacteria.

These Town Dairies are a convenience to
many of the poorer class who have no
regular mill: supply . . . hut purchase milk
at the shops . . . as they require it . . .
Where only two or three cows are kept. the
milk is brought fit-om the shippon into the
hottse. and it can hardly be expected that in
the living room it has the advantage of
either coolness or absolute purity of
untosphere. [ l3931' ”

Mill: supplied to the great majority of the
working people in the town. who bought it

from back-strut cowlreepers. was both more
likely to be contaminated when it was bought.
and much more likely to become contami-
nated when it was taken home. than was the
mill: used by the better-off families. Not only
did the richer people obtain their mill: from a
different source —~ "the Country Farmers" -
but their homes were far better suited for
keeping it. Nobody had a refrigerator. but
middle class houses had cellars. the best of
them containing a table made of a stone slab
(known as a "keeping-stone") which was cool
and relatively free from the germ-laden dust
of family living. Most houses in Preston. with
their back yards polluted by stinking privies
and middens. were ill-equipped to keep mill:
or any other perishable other food in an edible
condition.

However pure the mill: may be when
delivered at the house. in the house itself it
may quickly become charged with noxious
matter. it . . . readily absorbs not only foul
odours but poisonous germs and the
greatest care should be taken to keep it
cool. sweet and removed from all possible
contamination. H.989] ”o
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IMPROVEMENT

anti-as his report for the year
W 139949t (”I beg to submit my

Annual Report for the closing year
of the Nineteenth Century"). the Medical Uf-
ficer of Health for Pteston seems to have felt
wearied by the apparently thankless toil of the
last quarter century:

White one may very property be proud of
the traditions and history attached to an
ancient town like Preston. it ntttst not be
forgotten that with age there must come a
certain amount of deerepitade . . .'

With infant mortality (i.e. deaths under
one year old) at 236 per thousand births in
Will. he found Preston yet again at the top of
that league of urban disgrace. The next year
was little better. except that Bumley had then
taken over the lead and Preston‘s general
death rate was down to 19.5h.

Then. quite suddenly. the next four years
showed a complete a'unsfonnation.

In 1902 the general death rate for Pres-
ton. at lift. was the lowest in the 65 years
since records began. and infant mortality
greatly reduced (though a rate of [88 still put
the town at the top of the Ieagucl.111e figures
for l9ll3 were even better. and Preston was
down to seventh place with an infant death
rate of lfil per thousand births. By 190-4 Dr
Pilltington was able to claim that the years
1902—4. taken together. had "the lowest rates
of mortality in the recorded annals of the ho-
rough": and this improvement was continued
in 1905. when the general death rate had
fallen to “5.4. and the infant mortality. at 150
per thousand births. was "lower than has ever
previously been recorded“. Dr Pilkington
could at last talte some pride in the
achievement:

During the past year. Preston no longer
holds her usual uty'ortunate position as
regards ftdantiie Mortality amongst other
forge towns. Tobie No.5 showing that
amongst the 39 therein draft with. Li have
a rate exceeding HO per thousand.1

An improvement so marked and so
sudden naturally makes one wonder what had
brought it about, and whether it would
continue.

Environmental linpmvements
fine of Dr Pilkington's first comments on the
much lower death rates in 1902 was that they
showed the progress and effect of “sanitary
improvements". By this he meant a whole
range of measures: the house-by-house and
month-by-month replacement of privy.
rrtiddens with water closets and dustbins. and
of boulder paving in yards and lobbies with
flagstones: the inspection and control of pri-
vate slaughter houses and cow~keeping
dairies: the first small stages of slum clear-
ance: and the addition of two Female District
Visitors (i.e. Health Visitors} to his staff of
five sanitary inspectors.

Commonsense would suggest that the ins
troduction of such meamtres had been the
natural and direct consequence of the Medical
Dfficer's reports to the council over the
previous years. He had surely made the dis-
gusting conditions clear enough to the coun-
cillors. By chance I found that it had not berm
as simple as that. Information on its own1
however disgraceful. was not enough without
poiitical pressure from outside the council
chamber.

I was investigating the subject of
cowslteeping dairies. and looking for a list of
them in the hand-written minute book of the

Page ill



Citapter Vt

Sanitary Purposes Committee in 1884. when
my eye fell on the words “signed by represent
tatives of at least Sllsltlt} inhabitants". In any
document this would have been interesting.
but in the Sanitary Conunittee minutes it was
esu'etrtely peculiar. so I read the whole entry:

The Cononittee considered a memorial
signed by representatives of at least 50.000
inhabitants of Preston praying the Council
to take into their especial consideration at
their earliest convenience the heavy drain
which the high rate of mortality in this
Borough causes upon the resources of the
uotking classes. alike in their domestic
relations and through the Benefit. Friendly.
Sick and Burial Societies . . .'

Guessing that such an important espress-
ion of public opinion must have been reported
in the newspapers. I went to the library to
search the Preston Guardian for April and
May ltllld.

Victorian newspapers are so full of inter
esting information that it is almost impossible
to open them without making more accidental
discoveries {in this case. that cotton workers‘
wages had been reduced 5%. and that Mr
WEM. Tomlinson MP had attended a meet-
ing in London to support the idea of British
annesation oi the Congo). but eventually I
found a long report of a Town Council meet-
ing on “The Mortality of the Botough"."

First. the Town Clerk had read aloud the
memorial. signed by the secretaries of the
various Friendly Societies (such as the Odd—
fellows. the Foresters. the Loyal Orange In-
stitution etc.) and the Preston Trades Council
and the Spinners Society. These men had
written that. considering the healthy climate.
the pleasant and airy site of the town. and the
good supplies of food and water. “the death.
rate of Preston. other things being equal.
ought to be lower than that of any other large
town in Lancashire". Failing to find any proof
that more mothers were employed in mills in
Preston than in those of Lancashite generally.
or “any proof that the working-class mothers

of Preston were more ignorant or more reck-
less of infantile life than those of other
towns". they were forced to the conclusion
that:

the root of the mischief had been the
inadequate building bye-laws in force in
Preston itt times past. the want of
thoroughness in enforcing sanitary
regulations even now. and the insufl'iciency
and ineflicienty of the stallr of sanitary
inspectors and scavengers. They had reason
to know that in the houses inhabited by the
working classes of Preston all the evils of
jerry building and sanitary botchwork were
abundantly exemplified." neglect in
emptying tnitldettt and privies was common:
the very situation of many petites acts
unspeakahly vile. necessitating their being
emptied through ordinary living
apat'nnents. and so inviting contagion and
disease." the use of ashes mixed with house
refuse for making false foundations was
frequent: the stench front noisorne
manufactories nos sickening . . .tet

They ended by asking the Founcil to rentedy
these defects.

None of the members of the Council who
spoke in the discussion disagreed with what
those representatives of 50.00“ inhabitants
had said. Only one suggested that the blame
belonged to the occupants of the houses. and
not to the buildings themselves or the council.
This was Councillor Myres. the son of 1.].
Myres.

Councillor John Holden. a surgeon whose
home at Cromwell Terrace. Garstang Road.
was on the eastern edge of the Plungington
area. agreed that one of the chief causes of
the high death rate was:

the inadequate building laws which had
been in operation in past years. Nobody
could doubt that the present urchin-tarot
arrangements of Preston Hlfl‘tl' essentially
faulty . . .

rages:



An architect and surveyor. who also lived
close to the Plungington area. Councillor .lo—
seph Harding."l likewise blamed:

the miserable condition of the dwelling
houses of Preston - not so much in relation
to sanitation as to structure. it nos
perfectly inmossihle to build a dry and
healthy cottage under the ordinaryr system
. . . Women left the heated annasphete of
the mill and went home to a miserable
cottage. the upper rooms of which could not
possibly be dry. constructed on the
principles he had named. Those buildings
nere being erected every doy in Preston.

Mr Holden. with his back bedroom win-
dow overlooking the pinched yards between
Hammond Street and Miles Street. was well
qualified to be

start that anybody who went in the
backyards of houses in confined spaces
would perceive an abominable smell.
especially in the summer time.

but he said it was a visiting doctor friend who
had remarked. as he went through the Strccls
of Preston. that ”he could smell the laecal
odour". It was impossible to alter the building
arrangements. but the Council could surely
improve the emptying of the middens and
privies. and it might even abolish the midden
system altogether. and introduce water
closets. He quoted "a sanitary axiom":

that in anyI town ofover MIKE) inhabitants
the excreta. human and animal. should not
he allowed to remain more than one week.

and ended by pointing out an economic
consideration:

'People made money in the town. and.
alarmed at the high rate of mortality
prevailing. they left and spent their money
in other places.

improvement

Perhaps it was because this idea was still
in the minds of the councillors that a certain
Councillor Hale {who lived in Stephenson
Terrace) did not get an appropriately serious
response to his remarks about the “severe ac-
tion which had been taken with regard to
people who kept pigs in the town":

let them consider for a moment the
hundreds ofplgs that had been driven from
Preston.l£oud laughter,1.

Nevertheless he kept to his point. that if
people kept a few pigs. they would be able to
consume the middens — and the councillors
laughed again.

They might laugh and sea}? at him. but he
could aflord to take all that. being
determined to represent his constituency
energetically and faithfully.

{This tells us something about the residents of

Fig.7? ' Rear window view. lirat'ltenhury Street
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Chapter VI

Park Ward).
The Council instructed the Sanitary Put-

poses Committee to take the necessary steps
In parallel with this exceptional coordina-

tion of working class protest. a middle~class
body. the Preston Sanitary Association. was
also lobbying the council. In February 1885
the Association held a meeting chaired by the
journalist and historian Anthony Hewitson
and attended by several doctors. clergy and
councillors. and by Mr W.E.M.Tomlinson
MP. “to inquire into the causes of the high
death rate of the town".”

The leading speaker. Mr James McKay.
presented a table of vital statistics for the last
quarter of ”$84. comparing Preston with
England. Lancashire and 23 other towns. This
showed that Preston had the worst record in
almost every respect. including adult mortal-
ity and deaths from infectious diseases. [See
facsimile of this in the appendittJ

The causes suggested by Mr McKay and
by various other speakers were wide-ranging
{they included the prevailing sea winds and
the local bricks. but I am postponing dis-
cussion of them to the final chapter]. The out-
come of the meeting was a unanimous
resolution that ”an exhaustive official inquiry
into the whole subject should be instituted by
the Corporation of Preston without loss of
fim.“ I

So it turns out that the steady {but slow)
substitution of water closets for privies and
ashpits. and of “galvanised ashpaiLs"
{dustbinsl for middens. which began in ”385.
was not just the result of Dr Pilltington‘s per-
suasion. It began because the “representatives
of at least 50L“! inhabitants“. and an orga-
nised middle class pressure group. the Sani-
tary Association. had made a fuss. (It is
possible. of course. that Dr. Pilltington. meet-
ing obstruction from the councillors on the
Sanitary Purposes Committee. might have
gone round to have a quiet word with the
secretaries of the Friendly Societies and the
Trades Council but could we ever find
evidence for it'll

if any doubts about what was necessary

were left in the minds of the members of the
Council. they were removed in 1886 by the
threatened return of an old friend of nimble—
ness in sanitary improvement: cholera. This
disease had reached ports in the south of
England.

Preston. sticking out like a sore thumb
among the statistics of health at the offices of
the Local Government Board in Whitehall.
was immediately inspected by Dr Page. the
Local Government Board Inspector for the
Northern District. ' '

He sent the Council a list of recommenda—
tions on "the most pressing requirements of
the town" which. like orders. were short and
to the point:

i The abolition ofrnidden privies and the
substitution of water ciosets with movable
receptabies for ashes and house refuse.
Rapid and sustained action in this
direction is urgently needed . . . the
provision of ll-‘ater Closets should be
enforced in all new property.

ii Horne-yards. and Corrrrs which are
unpaved or badly paved . . . should be
flagged or conr'reted agai provided with
adequate trapped drain inlets . . .

it! Free ventilation of the entire senerage
system . . .

iv The erection (ttbiic Abottor’rs and the
discontinuance of all private
siaagiaeriitottses . . ."

In fact. as the Council replied to the Local
Government Board. the Medical Officer and
the Surveyor were already working on such
improvements. For several years they had
been sending out “Orders“ to owners of
houses to convert privies to water closets.
and to replace ashpits with dustbins. and in
I335 they added recommendations that the
surface of yards should be covered with con-
crete. flags or asphalt in place of pebble or
boulder paving. The same year Dr. filkington
started to include with the ”death maps" in his
reports. a map showing the areas where these
house improvements had been ordered.
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Improvement

The problem was too big to be solved pebble paving in 1993 (see figure El
quickly. and the “portions coloured red" on overleaf].
these maps {i.e. improved) spread only slow- The programme of improvements also in-
ly. Among the first to receive attention were cluded the beginning of slum clearance. Little
not only some of the poorest areas in the pockets of uninhabitable dwellings. mostly in
town. but also those where members of the small streets and yards near the town centre.
Town Council lived — Ashton and Avenbam were closed o—n the orders of the Medical Of-
in panicular. But by 190“ improvements had ficer of Health. Larger areas. inspected and
been crawled out in most of the areas south of reported by him separately. and found to con-
Church Street: north of Ribbleton Lane: tain large numbers of very poor dwellings
either side of North Road and Lancaster built in ways which made improvement im-
Road: and in the Adelphi Street area. near St. possible. were acquired by compulsory purs
Peter's Church. Improvements in Plunging. chase and (as we would say} re-developed.
ton. New Hall Lane. and south of Moor Park This sort of scheme really changed the whole
had hardly begun in E900. but they were all shape and fabric of the town where it was
coloured red by Will. (The thoroughness of carried out. The biggest and most obvious
this operation is open to doubt. however. as a example was between Friargate and the cam
back yard in St Peter's Square still has its at the top of Marsh Lane. Here. on an axis
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Chapter H

Fig.3! ' Frbhlr-purrd belch tutti raj-Nu .m ."it Peter's
Square or £982. Note also the magic to the
background. Mr  rinse ofgotng to press the
pebble paving was still there but the triangle
burr aorl

which usedtorun fromeasttoweshwerea
number of stnall streets (Headey Street.
Marsh Lane. Edward Street. Canal Street.
Baclt Canal Sheet) containing a jumble of
alleys. yards. courts. small workshops and
factories. with some of the worst dwelling
places in Preston: an insanitaty scandal from
the time they were first built in the l830s. Dr
Pilkington had tirade a particular study of
their conditions in 1375." and in I384 the
Council obtained authorisation from the
Local Government Board to purchase much
of this property compulsorily - but also rather
selectively. as the map opposite shows.

The result of this clearance was the build-
ing of Corporation Street. a sort of relief road
west of Friargate. running on a north~south
axis between Fishergate and Fylde Road.
across the line of the old streets. This made
room for warehouses. a parish hall. and for
the new Victoria Jubilee Technical School -

formerly known as the Harris College. but
now part of the University of Central Lanca-
shire. The cobbled ways and foundations of
some of the most notoriously filthy houses in
Preston are now a University car park.”

Such wholesale "slum clearance" must
obviously have had a marked loco! effect on
mortality. because it removed housing and
people altogether. but it probably had little
general effect. because the poorer people who
had lived there simply tool: their housng
problems to localities elsewhere in the town.
where similarly old and insanitary property
still remained. {Re-housing of sltun~dwellers
at public expense had to wait for the “homes
lit for heroes" after the First World War.)

When concentrating one's attention on
the better housing of the later 1't century. it
is all too easy to forget that the worse hous-
ing of the early 19th cennrry still survived at
this time {as indeed much of it continued to
do until after the Second World War). Mostly
clustered in the older parts of the town. such
as St John's and Trinity Wards. these older
dwellings included the full range of almost
unimaginable squalor: the tiny cottages built
in courtyards off the main streets. the long-re-
dundant handloom weavers' cottages with
cellars now occupied as separate dwellings.
and small groups of back-to-backs.“ In I905
son's: scandal over Mellings Yard in Friargate
must have attracted attention to such dwell-
ings. for a sub-conunittee of the Council ap-
pointed to visit that yard decided to extend its
survey to include:

Back to Back Houses. those having on
through ventilation. those rimmed in
Courts. Ccllor dwellings. and in short the
poorer: and presumably least sanitary. of
the houses in the town."

From the findings of this committee. com.
bined with the evidence of the |Elrdnancc Sur-
vey maps of l909. it seems that the'humbers
of such dwellings were now relatively few.
and that they were now mostly in as good
condition as could be expected. The maps
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show that many of the former back-to-haclr
pairs had been knocked through to make
single dwellings: and the committee tepcn'led
that of the surviving back-to-baclts and court-
yard cottages. most now had accessible water
closets. The cellar dwellings in the former
loomshops of the block of threevstotey
hack-to-baclts in Kirkham StreetiMoss Street
{formerly on the west side of Fylde Road. di-
rectly opposite the University Students'
Union building) were occupied only by
“single couples. chiefly old people".

The limitations of this committee were
pointed out by the Medical Dfficer in his in~
troduction to its report: while it might be
legally possible to close many of the houses.
such a course. carried out indiscriminately.
would not be to the sanitary

inert-overeat

{Thegeoeralspiritofthisteportisperhaps
best reflected by: “Cl-[EW‘S vaao. FRJAR-
GATE. One small house occupied by a very
old woman. To remain undisturbed“)

Two other improvements to the general
domestic environment were under way.
though no from complete in these years: the
closure or improvement of underground
hakehouses and of private slaughter houses.

Closure of underground baitehouses
{under the Factory and Workshops Act of
lilil} proban had no perceptible effect on
public health. for two reasons. One was that
the need for them was fading away. as more
people used shop bread: and by contrast with
the old days. more working-class families
were equipped with kitchen ranges adequate

advantage of the town.

since there were trims some
people who from age.
infinoirv. or other rtflir‘ient
reasons. are unable to pay
more than a l-‘fl’jr' rotoii
mm rent. and who - Ville
homes they now occupy were
closed - would beforced to
find iodgiogr with some other
family . . . rousing
overcrowding .. or mold
have to seek. or it lost refitge.
the Workhouse.

Fig. 32 The Corporation Street urea
in i392flote that the man" group of

Mr Mediocre wear-err cottages or
Mount Piroroni rtiii lltflu'l'tr'fd. or did

the cluster of hoveis til the head of
Fyidr Street for the top oftite moot.
and oil the courtyard: of Fraargote

-....-l"'"'_ _, _
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Gupta-r H

for baking bread "or even the family din-
ner".” The other was that the authorities did
not know about most of them anyway.

Private slaughter houses were much more
of a problem. and the Medical Officer of
Health had been meeting obstructions to his
policy of closing them and forcing butchers to
use the public abattoir. In 13% he had hoped
for their total abolition. but in IRS” the out-
come of negotiations between the Butchers
and the Markets Committee was that “instead
of 'Ill slaughter houses scattered all over the
town. the number will be reduced to under
20'. and these will be greatly improved".”
This mattered a great deal more than Dr Pil-
ltington thought. and for reasons which he did
not yet understand.

Such were the environmental conuibu+
tions to lower death rates which were attribu-
table to human action. and for which Dr
Pilkington and his Town Hall colleagues
could justly take credit in these early years of
improvement But just how effective they had
been in practice was a matter which was now
put in question by non-human factors. mainly
the weather.

The Influence of the Weather
Since the mid ltllltls Dr Pilkington had been
strenuously and repeatedly pointing out a
connection between summer temperatures
and deaths from infant diarrhoea. The warmer
the weather. and in particular the longer the
deep-earth temperature remained at 56 do
grees Fahrenheit. the greater the number of
babies who perished from “Summer Diarr-
hoea". Conuariwise. the cooler and wetter
the summer. the fewer the deaths from
diarrhoea.

The satisfying reduction in infant mortal-
ity in I902. he had said. was due mainly to a
reduction in Summer Diarrhoea caused by
cool and wet summer weather. The summer
of H153 was also cold and wet. and diarrhoea]
mortality correspondingly low — a total of
no deaths compared with the sissyear aver-
age of 23?. which be attributed to:

the unusually treaty and persistent 1'“i
which had a grant fleet in working the air:
curling the gmund. and flushing the
sewers. drains and writer courses.

Although Dr Pilkingron still believed that.
as far as infant mortality was cemented. Pres-
ton was largely at the mercy of the weather.
the u'iumphant result of 10115 — infant rtrortal-
ity down to lfitl per thousand. and Preston
now occupying a comfortable 14th place in
the league — suggested that. so far as in them
lay. the Preston sanitary authorities might
now have defences in place against the ravv
ages of the predinable but still elusive killer.
lt wanted only one long. warm. sunny
summer to put the nutter to the test. little
brought Jus t  such a surrurrer.

In June of that year diarrhoea caused the
deaths of four infants. and Dr Pilltington
warned that. with deep-earth temperature ris-
ing. it was time to take precautions. especially
to keep milk "cool and sweet". In July there
were five more diarrhoea deaths. and “the
gradual rise of the earth temperature points to
the approach of the Diarrhoea] Season“. Au-
gust brought a relative lullt the earth tempera-
ture hovered around the 5th degree mark. it
mined. turd diarrhoea claimed only sis infants.
Then. in September. the tettrperature t“in the
shade"l reached 85 degrees. diarrhoea] cases
suddenly “shot up". and rat babies died; plus
another nine children under five years old. At
this point. observing that the temperature
[again “in the shade"l then fell to his degrees
in the following week or so. Dr Pill-.ington
predicted that the worst was over. He was
wrong. In October diarrhoea killed a further
87 infants. Tour] deaths from this cause alone
amounted to 219. and infant mortality was
back up to 2110 per thousand births for the
year 19%. But it was this year which re;
vealed the missing link in the chain of
causation. t
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Infant Diarrhoea: tire Culprit
Unmasked

"Circtlnstantial evidence is a very tricky
thing”. answered rhhnes thoughtfully: "it may
merit to point very straight to one thing. but if
you shift your point of view a little. you may
find it printing in an equally ur'tcomprumising
mamer to smoothing entirely different.“
{Sir Arthur Conan Doyle The Adventures of Sher-

iock Holmes. lli‘iZl

Between the autrrmn o; 1906 and the spring
of 190? it seems that Dr Pilkington "shifted
his point of view a little". As we have seen. in
his monthly reports written in July. August
and September he was repeatedly emphasis-
ing the link between rising temperatures and
Summer Diarrhoea“. October puzzled him
slightly:

Even up to last week. the deaths from
infantile Diarrhoea have been numerous. a
condition somewhat surprising. considering
the recent marked reduction in the
tenureronrre . . . the tour! dearhsfrom this
cause has been 87.”

Sartre time between then and March [901.
when he wrote his Annual Report for was.
he seems to have picked up a word. an idea
(from a journal. perhaps. or from younger
professional colleagues] which caused him to
reconsider some of his observations in former
years. For one thing. outbreaks of diarrhoea
had not been simultaneous with periods of
higher temperature. but had followed them.
Another thing was. Wilt) had not been the
first year he had noticed that temperature and
mortality did not correlate quite as expected:
he had noticed the same in l‘illZ. Then there
was that wonderfully descriptive passage he
had written in “$96 (and which. perhaps. he
still took out and re-read to himself on quiet
evenings). about the fowls which scratched
amongst the refuse and excrement and then
came indoors and shook their feathers over

improvement

the food (see page 71 above). Whether it
dawned on him slowly and mercifully. or
struck him in one embarrassing flash of revel—
ation. we shall probably never know: but the
Dr Pilkington of March 1907 was a changed
man. Unlike his monthly reports. his Annual
Report for the same year contains not a
single reference to temperatures. whether of
earth or of air. Instead. a new agent makes its
debut in the Medical Officer's reports: "Too
often". he writes. “the milk is left uncovered.
in a warm situation.

and exposed to tire incursions of the swarms
offlies which during the Diarrheoai season
begin to invade these dwellings . . H“

To the best of my recollection. this is the
first time that house flies were mentioned in
connection with disease in Preston. either in
the Medical Officer‘s reports or in any of the
reported public debates on the subjeCL Flies
must have been taken so much for granted
that until their role in spreading disease was
recognised they had been virtually invisible.
(A similar blindness seems to have applied to
horses and cows. with whose names the flies
were soon linked.)

In his report for the following year the
Medical Officer added the weight of scientific
authority to his case against the fly:

Aithougb the part played by the common
housefly in the conveyance ofsucir
diseases as Diarrhoea has long been
suspected. and iruiced recognised. in this
country. it has of fate received much more
attention from scientists. bucterioiagisrr
and sanitarians. ”

After the shock of 1906—? Dr Pilkington
soon recovered his composure suff‘wiently to
return to his long-standing habit of referring
to temperature when he wrote about summer
diarrhoea (it was. after all. a good predictor
of outbreaksl but he never forgot the com.
mon house fly. Having at last seen this insect.
he took a close interest in its habits and
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lifestyle. which now exploit-ted so much. In
1907:

it was not until the close of September and
the first fortnight of flctober. when the
flies. influenced by the approaching cold.
began to gather in the houses. that there
nus any great loss of ird'anr life.“

- an understanding which he rendered in Au-
gust 1903 with poetic economy:

. . . the dangerous period. associated with
the close ofsununer. the fall of the leaf. and
the invasion of the common house fly. has
still to be dealt wit .“’

The connection between diarrhoea] sick-
ness and the immediate environment of Pres-
ton‘s 25.0w tightly-packed dwellings lay in
the life-cycle and feeding habits of the house
fly. and Dr Pilkington tried to make this clear
to the members of the Council in his reports:

Since the house fly breeds in rubbish. stable
manure. and decaying matter generally. it
is obviously desirable that no collections of
this kind should be allowed to remain in the
immediate neighbourhood of a dwelling
house . . .I’

Entering the houses dating the hot weather.
and driven into them in vast hordes on the
approach of a colder temperature. the flies
carry with them upon their hairy feet and
legs the germs and particles derivedfrom
the filthy matters over which they have
recently been promenading in their search
for food. 3’

(He was wrong about some of the details.
having picked on the wrong part of the fly's
anatomy and the wrong means of conveys
ance: rather than hitching lifts on the hairs of
the leg of the fly. the germs were sucked up
from the middens by in: mouth. and then vo-
mited onto food in the house.)

By l908. therefore. the killers had been

identified. died. and condemned — by the
medical authorities at least — but it was quite
another matter to get rid of them. Although
Dr Pilkington pointed out that one way of
doing this was to remove their principal
heading places. “the middensteads connected
with stables and cowshcds situated in the
midst of the town". he had recognised that
there were practical difficulties in doing so:

Until the sentices of the horse are entirely
superseded by the motor engine. stables in
a town cannot be altogether avoided. but
certain restrictions are necessary with
regard to the midtlen in which . . . the
stable manure must be stored. Where
possible. it is better that such manure
should be renun'ed each day. but in the
nutjority of cases circumstaru'es render
such prompt removal diflicult. if not
inmossibie.”

For the meanwhile. if he could not get rid
of the flies. he could at least do something to
prevent them contaminating baby feeds. He
had a small card printed with advice on steri-
lising rrtilk. and keeping it gs cool as possible
and covered over. These cards were issued by
District Registrars to each person registering
a birth. and distributed by the Health Visitors
to houses where there were infants and young
children.”

The difficulties in eliminating the middens
of stable manure turned out to be political as
well as practical. for a full five years after
their Medical Officer had stated the need for
it the councillors still could not be persuaded
to authorise orders for their removal. to the
autumn of I ‘ l l !  the Medical Officer. the
Town Clerk and two councillors {Dr Brown
and Dr Riggl had decided to issue a notice re-
dotting the removal of horse manure more
frequently than once every two or three
months: but when the Health Committee met
to authorise this decision it receiveltl a “de-
putation from the Horse Owners Associa-
tion". urging that:
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the compulsory application of the order
would be a inter)I serious thing to the horse
MES of the town. caste-triad].l those with
single or two horses.

The Council debate on this question had
an all too familiar ring about it.“ On one side
were those such as Dr Brown and Dr Rigg.
who gave the uncomfortable but irrefutable
facts of the matter {like James Hibhert 37
years before i; on the other were the good old
hestonians who were representing the horne-
ly interests of their constituents. or who were
content to wait for the problem to go away by
itself. but enjoyed a good laugh either way.

Some people. said Dr Rigg. had said the
house flies were good insects - they were
scavengers - but people did not allow scaven-
gers to walk over their food:

the matter was not one for discussion. but a
settled scientific fact. that hoase flies did a
great deal of harm. and had been the means
of carrying and spreading germs of typhoid
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fever. infantile diarrhoea. and some other
ailments. including those of tuberculosis. if
he Here to give them a list of the grants a
fly carried as it passed atong an ordinary
house. they horrid be astonished . . . the
common domestic housefly depended
targety on the horse ntidden for a place to
breed.

Other towns. he said. had introduced
stringent regulations. and in some the
middens were required to be cleaned and
emptied twice a week.

To this another councillor (Dr Rigby) re-
plied that the evil was curing itself. since
horses were going out of use. and the number
of horse middens were reducing themselves
automatically. A few years ago. he said. there
had been twenty horses in Wincltley Square.
and now there were only two. As regarded
the disease caused by flies. he thought the
evils much overstated:

Counciiior JSurnner has a living instance
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Fat. 33' Part ofa budding plan for sis houses and a stable in Miles Street. “575. tThts block stood on the site
now occupied a car path between Entntannei Church and the Spar shop on Flangingmn Road]
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that the danger from flies was not so great
- (loud laughter) -far he had lived near a
ntitlden all his life. (Loud laughter.)

Dr Rigby lived at No.15 Winokiey
Square. and Councillor Sumner. the butt of
this merriment. was an accountant living
nearby. at No.3 Latham Street. Neither of
these addresses was heavily afflicted by
Summer Diarrhoea. It was the great swathes
of terraced housing round the mills in the
outlying districts which suffered; and here the
contribution of Councillor Parkinson. speak-
ing on behalf of the Horse Owners Associ-
ation. was more to the point:

Most of the ntiddens that were the greatest
nuisance belonged to people who had only
one horse and lived in the congested
tllStricts. But they were poor men. They had
got to get a living by carting or coal
dealing and the midden stock was worth 30
shillings a year.

The house flies and the midderrs found
several defenders in this council meeting.
Councillor Hubbersty said "there had been a
good deal of slandering of the poor fly". and
Councillor Middlebroolr. (who lived in the
country) claimed that “horse manure in itself
was very healthy“. What mattered was not
what the flies did in the horse manure, but
what they did afterwards in the houses:

A fly might be an insect that spread disease.
but he felt that the great cause of infantile
diarrhoea was the slant property. in the
poorest houses. where the mothers were
careless and indrfl'erent. the houses were
not properly clean. and the food not
properly protected. (Hear. heart)

So the wheel came full circle. horse
tniddens were reprieved. and the blame for in-
fant mortality returned to Preston‘s houses
and the domestic regime of Preston mothers.
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CHAPTER VI I

HOUSING AND HEALTH ASSESSED

HE mm of this book is an obvious
over-simplification. and i am sure that
many readers will have realised that

over-simplification did not end with the title.
Crudely summarised. what the booit has

said so far is that. throughout the reign of
Queen Victoria. Preston was a very unhealthy
place to live in. and an exceptionally bad
place to be born in; that the main reason for
this was the adoption of a particular type of
terraced housing with very small back yards
reached by through-lobbies: and that attempts
by a minority of enlightened men to introduce
appropriate remedies were either blmlted or
postponed by others who were stupid. or self-
ish. or both.

This chapter assesses the justice of such a
crude caricature of Preston‘s housing history
in the last century in the light of historical
perspectives. contemporary opinions. and
some statistical evidence.

Historical Perspectives
Perhaps the first thing to be said is that I have
implied that the past can be judged by the
standards of the present. To do so would be a
bad mistake. because in the long perspective
of demographic history as a whole we in the
late Ellth century “western" world live in a to-
tally different age front all others. Histori-
cally. until this century birth rates have always
been close to a biological maximum
(dependent on the fertilty of the population
and various cultural factors such as age of
marriage). They have also been higher than
normal levels of mortality. so that populations
have grown by natural increase to the limits
of available food. In remote periods such
cumulative increases were wiped out period-
ically by exceptional onslaughts of death
caused by disasters such as famine. plague

and war. Then. from the 17th century on-
wards. as agricultural productivity improved
and regional and intemational trade grew.
such peaks in mortality were gradually elimin-
ated from western Europe. allowing popula—
tions to grow by natural increase - apparently
without chmlt.

During the I9th century the annual birth
rate in England as a whole remained fairly
steadily in a range between 30 and 35 per
thousand of population. and did not fall
below 30 until I894. The death rate mean-
while was much lower. fluctuating between
20 and 25 per thousand until the ISBlls. when
it began to fall (rather erratically} to about [4
or l5 per thousand bemeen 190!) and 1914.
For comparison. by the 1930s the birth rate.
at about 15 per thousand. was almost down
to its present level of about 13: and the death
rate was only a point or so lower.

Preston. like most industrial towns. re-
flected both trends but at much higher levels.
Here. birth rates ranged between 36 and 42
per thousand for almost the whole of the Filth
century. and did not fall below 35 until the
1390s: and the death rate fluctuated between
about 215 and 33 per thousand in the same
period. Neither birth rate not death rate even
begun to come down towards modern levels
until after “Jill; and when they did. the Medi-
cal Officer of Health expressed alan'n about
the implications of falling birth rates. which
he attributed to unnatural. dangerous and im-
moral practices imported from America.I

lt’iewed in this context. therefore. the le-
vels of mortality were perhaps not as shock-
ing as they must appear to us. On a graph of
infant mortality rates in Preston in the 19th
century. with a maximum at about 300 per
thousand births. the present rate of about 12
per thousand would hardly register at all.
When the birth rate was still running at the
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traditionally high level. the death of infants
and small children was perhaps both natural
and necessary: an apparently random altema-
tlve to family planning. This is a point of view
which should at least be considered: though I
think it belongs in the same class as justifying
fox hunting as a means of controlling the po
pulation of foxes.

Against such arguments. one has to re-
cognise that people of the time who left any
recorded opinion on the matter did not view
it so coldly. John Clay was obviously appalled
by the results of his investigations in the
1340s. and he himself was afflicted by the
deaths of some of his own children (as one
can read on a surviving monument on the site
of Christ Church. beside County Hall}.
Among “the middle classes" he was far from
alone in such experiences for the rest of the
century. as many late 19th century stones in
Preston cemetery testify: including one on
which the journalist and historian. Anthony
Hewitson. mourns the loss of daughters in
[863. 1866 and 13m. (See figure 84
opposite}

Contemporary attitudes were probably
expressed well enough by the wording of the
resolution of the Preston Sanitary Association
in lilllS (at the meeting chaired by Anthony
Hewitson}:

. . . the excessive death rate of Preston is a
some of great loss. sorrow. and srfl‘err'ng
to the community . . .2

I conclude that the people living in Vic--
torian Preston were almost as horrified by the
mortality they suffered as we would be. and
would have prevented it if they could.

The next question is whether Preston‘s
housing was to blame: and if so. to what ex-
tent. and why.

The first thing to be said about this is that.
in the general scale of mortality at the time.
other rapidly growing industrial towns were
similar. In all Victorian towns the cause
quences of poverty. over-crowding. bad
housing. shortage of water and inadequate

Hearts: Assessed

sewerage and sanitation. combined with con-
temporary ignorance of the causes and modes
of transmission of disease. were much the
same.

Second. while I have concentrated almost
entirely on infant mortality. and on infant di-
arrhoea as one main cause of it. preventable
death carried off not only older children. but
also many adults in the prime of life: and
there were other causes of death which killed
larger numbers of children than diarrhoea.

According to the Medical Dfficer‘s re-
ports. more than twice as many babies per-
ished from premature birth. “general debility"
and so on. Likewise. far more deaths were as-
cribed to “teething": the deaths being caused
not by the teeth but by horrifically mistaken
treatments prescribed by doctors for the fever
and convulsions associated with teething
(such as lancing the gums and giving emetic
medicines to cause vomiting}. Infectious dis-
eases such as measles. scarlatina. whooping
cough. croup and diphtheria were frequently
fatal. So were respiratorv ailments such as
bronchitis. which killed at a lower rate than
diarrhoea. but for longer periods during the
winter time. Respiratory disease might be put
down to cold and damp houses. or to the do-
mestic environment generally when the air
was polluted by the smoke of some thirty
thousand chimneys. Otherwise. none of these
causes of child mortality can be directly re-
lated to houses as such; although the domes-
tic regime of large families in small houses
must have played a part in spreading infec-
tious diseases picked up elsewhere. such as in
the schools or the mills.

Nevertheless. as the Sanitary Association
was told in 1835. Preston was distinguished
from other large towns by its exceptionally
high levels of mortality in general; and es-
pecially by infant mortality. which was rising
towards the end of the century. I t  the cause
lay in some locally distinctive characteristic of
the housing. or in a combination of this with
some other factors. we may put the matter to
the test in two ways: first. by considering
what was said by those who investigated it at
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Chapter V"

the time; and second. by comparing the mor-
tality of different parts of the town.

Contemporary Explanations
Contenmoraty opinion usually stressed a
range of factors which were all. broadly
speaking. “social". In 1332 a popular magas
zine of the time. Good Words. printed a piece
by an anonymous "Lancashire Parson“ about
his experience in an unnamed canon manu-
facturing town - which the Preston Guardian
had no difficulty in identifying as Preston.‘I in
the middle of this article the parson men—
tioned that “during a fortnight's cemetery
duty in the early autumn. and in the absence
of any epidemic. out of nineteen funerals only
four were over the age of seven. and the large
majority were more infants". This had caused
him to reflect on what was happening to the
home life of the working classes in Lanca-
shire .andhecametosomechi l l ing
conclusims:

To thotaands of children in this populous
county . . . the nerd “home". in its
ordinary English sense. is a word that is
practically meaningless . . . it might be
defined as a red—brick house opening ofia
narrow street and containing four or five
little rooms. rented by M persons whom
the child seldom sees in daylight. and
ltrtown respectively as “father" and
"mother" .' which is locked up in the
morning when the mill+l1ell goes for work.
and is open again at night when he gets his
supper and goes to bed.

In a nutshell. the reason for the vulnen
ability of children. and the cause the death of
far too many. was the cotton industry:

The mill is the unfailing resortfor
employment. and is much preferred by the
female section of the community to
domestic service . . . for a smart young
waver or spinner is soon expert enough to
earn tits or 2 ls per week. besides having

her evenings and Sundays all to herself:

By enabling young people of both sexes
to earn good wages. the cotton industry en-
couraged “boys and girls not out of their
teens" to get man-led. Marriage made no dif-
ference to the working life of the young wife.
who continued her ten hours a day as before:
and when a baby was born she withdrew from
the mill for the shortest possible time:

. . . and when she is well enough to reswne
her place at the loom. the hairy is placed in
the care of some old crane. who is past
work herselfanti cites out sufiicient to live
on by taking charge affine or sis of these
luckiess babes for . . . a shilling or two a
weela The stipulations are very enact: the
child is not to be brought before sis in the
morning. nor to remain rafter sir at night.

Far ahead of professional nudical opinion.
this lamashite parson identified a social and
psychological hazard which could jeopardise
a young child's chances of surviving other
hazards. describing in his own words what is
nowadays known {more succinctly but with
less empathy} as maternal deprivation: “there
is no chance of that instinctive attachment and
bond of affection being formed which insensi-
bly grow up between mother and child. and
constitute the very life and strength of a mo-
ther‘s influence". 1

Between llifil and 138] the number of
people working in Preston's mills increased
from about H.000 to almost 27.000. and the
proportion of women among them also rose.
increasing from just over half to two-thirds of
the work force in lllill and almost three-
quarters in 1901. Since this is the period
when infant mortality was rising. there would
seem to be an obvious connection. On the
other hand. the total number of mill-workers
was contracting in those last twenty years.
and although the proportion of worhen was
higher in Willi than it had been in Illlll the
ntunlrer was slightly lower: and onlyr about
one in three of them was married. But this
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still means that .some 5.000 married women
utere spending ten hours a day in the mills.

A sub-conunittee of the Council. report-
ing in 1902 on the Infantile Death Rate.‘I
began whh the same general causes - “the
employment of female labour in rrtills". and
“nursing out": but added some more material
points. Chief among these were: “the very ha-
bits of the operative class themaelves. in their
ignorance of the first laws of health“: having
children in quick succession; inappropriate
feeding (of which. more below); and “insu-
rance“. which enabled parents to make mon-
eury gain from child deaths «- and which they
mentioned in the same sentence as “the use of
sleeping stuffs to quiet a fractious child". To
d'tese credible possibilities may added
another. which must have been a reflection of
current anxieties about the falling national
birth rate:

The increasing use of means to prevent
conception or procure abortion. which. it“
unsuccessfid. must have a prejudicial efi’ect
on the health of the child.

(Women readers will need no reminder that
this was a committee of men.)

The inappropriate feeding of babies had
already been brought to the attention of the
Council in 1900 by their Medwal |lillrliicer. who
had found infants. both at the places of their
nursing out and in their own homes. “regaled
with such things as shellfish. tripe. tinned
salmon. and pigs‘ feet".

The Conunittee also noted “the alarming
increase of consumption. by young wonten
and mothers. of alcoholic beverages". This
was probably true. It was well known that gin
offered “the quickest way out of Manchester“
-- which brings us back to the home condi-
tions from which mothers might understanda-
bly have tried to escape by such a route.

Although it concentrated mainly on the
social causes of infant mortality. the sub-«com-
mittee could not escape a glance at the archi-
tectural causes:

Housing Assessed

Many houses of the poorer classes are
crowded together: and their yards anall.
badly paved. largely talcen up by the privy
and ashpit. and the subsoil is haneycomhed
and infiltrated with human and enters!
excrement.

The Preston Sanitary Association in 1385
(at its meeting mentioned in chapter VI
above) had produced some interesting alter-
native explanations for the high death rate in
the town. almost all of them associated. one
way or another. with the housing.5

The principal speaker. Mr James Mckay.
pointed out that in the last quarter of 1834
there had been 320 deaths from bronchitis
and l39 from “inflammation of the lungs".
diseases which he said were "largely affected
by climatic conditions" (a class in which he
also included 225 deaths from “consump-
tion". i.e. tuberculosis}. In explanation be
quoted the emphauc opinion of Dr Taylor.
Medical Officer of Health for Scarborough.
that high death rates from such diseases oc-
curred in towns which were exposed to sea
Minds. in Preston humid air off the sea be-
came trapped in the gridiron of terraced hous—
ing. where it was then polluted by festering
middensteads. He also pointed out a statisti-
cal oddity: that whereas in England as a
whole men died faster than women (in the
proportion of lllli men to If!) women in
[834}. in Preston the ratio was reversed.
What could it man?

it means that. . . the women. whose duties
keep them at home. are subject more
persistently to evil physical conditions than
men who are absent at work . . . Does not
common sense dictate that it is the constant.
unremitting. unredeemed breathing of the
dead calm air of our blocked sheets. laden
with debilitating pollutions arising from
adjacent middens and slaps?

An unexpected connection between the
privy-nudden system and the building of
ltouses was revealed by Councillor Parker in
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reply to one of the clergy who had said that it
was “a notorious fact that refuse of a char-
acter most detrimental to the public health
was repeatedly. with the pemtission of the
Sanitary Authority. used to n'take the founda-
tions of houses":

He admitted that sand had been taken my
from the fond and night-soil substituted.
and that the Corporation had not paid the
attention to sanitary matters which they
ought to have done for some time back.

The reason for this extraordinary practice
was that. for lack of a refuse destructor. the
scavengers had either scattered their collect
tions of human dung on open ground. or.
with the cooperation of builders and the con-
nivance of officials. buried them under the
houses.

For the purposes of this chapter. the most
telling contributions to the meeting were of-
fered by Mr W.E.M.Tomlinson himself and
by Councillor Joseph Harding: respectively
the leader and one of the members of the
Buildets‘ deputation which had scuppered the
work of Mr Hibbert's Bye-Laws Committee
in ISTS {see chapter Ill above). Mr Harding.
who as an architect and surveyor had “an en-
perience of something like twenty years.
looking after cottages". was in no doubt that

this scourge of the death rate was caused by
the houses in which they lived:

their lack of ventilation. poor—quality bricks
which were too porous. inadequate drains and
defective foundations.

Good though these revelations are. the
prize for candour goes to Mr W.E.M.Tomlin~
son. MP: the very Mr Tomlinson who had de-
veloped the Adelphi and Plungington estates.
and had led the campaign against bye-laws
and back roads in 1874—45. Speaking at sur-
prising length on the subject of byerlaws. he
recalled that in “NS the Corporation had
“very courteously received the observations
of any persons who were interested in one

way or another in the construction of houses
or the laying out of land". and the result was
the bye-laws had undergone “considerable
modifications". He himself had “made some
few suggestions at the tithe“. and

There was one question ofprincipie on
which at the time he entertained a strong
opinion - but one which he had perhaps
muffled somewhat since — and that was
with regard to back passages between rot-la
ofhouses. The bye iaws made a particular
mode of construction compulsory. but
subsequently were not regarded as
strait-tent . . .“

If both Mr Harding and Mr Tomlinson
were now pleading guilty on behalf of a type
of housing which Mr Tomlinson had done so
much to promote. there is hardly any need to
send a jury out on the case. Nevertheless. we
should do what we can to test their confesa
sions against such forensic evidence as we
can find.

Mortality Rates Compared
If high death rates were connected in some
way with particular.- types of housing. this
should be revealed by differences between
one pan of town and another.

For this purpose I have used a standard of
assessment which was mentioned at the Sani-
tary Association meeting in 1885:

Professor Gairdner. at the Social Science
meeting at Birmingham. held against all
comers that the mortaiity of babes under
one year of age is the tnre test ofa town's
sanitary condition.1

The following test of housing is therefore
based on levels of infant mortality within the
town. comparing one ward with another.

The Medical Officer‘s annual remrts are
accompanied by appended tables which con-
tain vital statistics for each ward. Although he
did not normally calculate the rate of infant
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mortality for each ward. from 1333 his tables
include the figures from which we can calcu-
late the rates ourselves: the number of births
in each year (given in one table} and the
number of infant deaths {given in another).

The series is continuous from 1834 to
l9l0.  but a reorganisation of the wards in
I900 — replacing sis big wards with twelve
srrtaller ones within slightly differ-mt bound-
aries — makes direct comparison throughout
the series difficult.

Also included in the Reports from 1333
onwards an: pairs of maps showing the loca-
tions of infant deaths during the year. one for
all such deaths and the other for those caused
by infant diarrhoea. These are immensely
valuable for distinguishing between different
localities within wards.

It is a great pity that the Medical Officer
did not begin printing such detailed inforrnas
tion about infant mortalit‘tF as soon as he was
appointed in 1874. Had he done so. we would
have been able to test Mr Hibbert‘s assertion
in ”HS that “the rate of mortality is higher in
the closely-packed newly-erected dwellings -
say in St Peter‘s Ward. — than in the oldest
parts of the town. The death map in the sur-
veyor‘s office shows this irrefutably." If true.
this surely laid the blame on the system of
building new houses at that time: that is. with
through-lobbies to pairs of small back yards.

Housing Assessed

The eightsyear gap is fmstrating. but on the
other hand. perhaps it makes one‘s emerg-
ence from the tunnel of darkness in ISHII
more interesting.

Ward boundaries from 1880 to I911} are
shown on the sketch map {figure 33). St
John's Ward was filled mostly with the oldest
working class housing in Preston. built mainly
between 1790 and ”425. including the former
handloorn weavers' colony south of Hor—
roclrs‘s Yard works which was crammed with
back-to-bacles and cellar dwellings. and gen»
erally had the worst back yard accomodation
in the town. It had already become a slum
when Anthony Hewitson described it in the
titans.“ Housing of a similar period occupied
the town-centre salient of Park Ward {which
had formed Trinity Ward before ltltttl. and
was restored as such in limit). but the greater
part of this ward was similar to St Peter's and
Flshwt'ck: cotton mill wards almost exclusive-
ly occupied by working class terraced hous-
ing. and still growing. Christ Church
contained the comfortable middle class
quarter centred on Winckley Square. built
mostly between IBZD and Ill-dill: and Maud-
lrmd. although it included the Pedder estate
which was much the same as Plungington but
on a smaller scale. was now dominated by the
growing middle class suburb of Ashton. {All
middle-class houses had cellars and most of

Figlli‘l. Word boundaries
lflflflvlflflfl
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them had resident servants.)
Thus described. the six wards can be di-

vided into three crude defined categories
according to the type of housing most charac-
tersitic of them: town centre slum {St John's}:
middle class {Christ Church and Maudland);
and cotton trtill workers' terraced housing {St
Peter's. Park and Fishwick). For ease of ref-
erence in the accompanying tables and graphs
(figures Ell-Qt). l have arranged them in this
order. placing the post-1900 wards likewise.
so that the same localities appear in the same
order as far as possible.

In order to assess the relative vulnerabilty
of the wards to infant mortality between IBM
and I900. l have selected three pairs of
“good" and “had" years: lfilififltllt'}.
[8931393 and ISWIBW.

The table and charts show that St John‘s
Ward and Park Ward (containing the old
Trinity ward} were fairly consistently bad. and
that in "good" years such as I892 and I896
they were worse than the cotton mill wards.
St Peter‘s and Fishwiclc. By contrast. in the
succeeding “"had years. the cotton mill wards
were the worst. It therefore seems that. what-
ever was causing infant mortality in the had
years. the cotton mill wards with relatively
new housing were more vulnerable to it; and
that James Hibhert had been right in l875.

In the re-arranged wards after 1900. as
the general level of mortality began its erratic
fall. this pattern can be seen changing. At
first. in I‘ll)! (a bad year) the worst levels of
infant mortality were still in the cotton mill
localities: Maudland. St Peter's and Moor
Brook (collectively representing the former St
Peter's}: Park Ward and Deepdale (the cotton
mill areas of the former Park Ward}: and Rib-
bleton and Fishwick ttogetlfer comprising the
whole of the former Fishwick Ward}. There—
after. St John's and'Trinity were most con-
sistently among the worst. while Ribbleton
and Fishwiclr improved remarkably. and
Maudland. St Peter's and Moor Brook only
patchily. But perhaps the most striking
change is in the relative vulnerabilty to infant
diarrhoea. Comparing the good year of “305
with the bad year of 1906 (when diarrhoea
struck again heavily. after a run of three good
years). the cotton mill wards seem to have
been less vulnerable than they had been be-
fore 19m. and far less than Trinity Ward now
was. By 19091lfl. not only was infant mortal-
ity now much lower in all the wards. but their
relative vulnerability was greatly reduced.

The most likely reason for this change in
the relative vulnerabilry of the wards is that.
whereas St John‘s and Trinity had long been
saturated with very old housing. in the sin
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cotton wards to the north and east new houst
ing to reformed standards was still being
built. From year to year these wards con-
tained increasing numbers of households.
leaving an ever—diminishing proportion in the
pro-1330 type of housing.

Since the number of women working in
Preston cotton mills was pretty much the
same in l9" )  as it had been in I900. it is now
hard to believe that working mothers were
mainly to blame for infant mortality; or that
tlte housekeeping skills of working-class
mothers in general could have improved so
abruptly. Nor had the wind ceased to blow
from the sea. We must look elsewhere for the
cause of Preston‘s now fading infamy: the
special quality which had been giving Preston
that little bit extra in the mortality tables. We
must look at Dr Pilltington's “death maps". to
see precisely where in each ward the infantile
deaths were occun'ing.

At the start of this series of maps in 1834.
i.e. when the building of improved terraced
housing with back roads {under the Improve-
ment Act of Hill“) had hardly begun. deaths
from infantile diarrhoea were distributed fairly
evenly throughout St John‘s. St Peter's. Park.
and Fishwiclt wards {though the outer or
eastern half of the latter was clear}; in Christ
Church and Maudlands they were concen—
trated mainly in the locality where the bound'
ary between them ran along Marsh Lane. the
middle class areas being clear. In I90! . infant
deaths as a whole {from all causes} were also
fairly evenly distibuted throughout the cotton
mill wards. including some which had oc-
curred in the newly-built streets with back
roads. such as “the Saints" in Park Ward and
“the Canary Isles" in Deep-dale Ward: but the
infantile diarrhoea map shows that there had
been no deaths from this cause in the Saints
or the Canary Isles. (in both these maps the
worsttaffected locality was Plungington.
where diarrhoea had killed 2“ infants in St
Peter‘s Ward and 22 in Moor Brook Ward.

Comparing the “good" and “had" years of
1905 and I'J'llti is equally instructive. ln I905.
when infant mortality for the town as a whole

Heating Assessed

had fallen to the lowest level so far recorded
(ISO per thousand}. one baby died from diar-
rhoea in the Canary isles and none in the
Saints but six had died in Moor Brook Ward
and 21 in St Peter's - more of them in the
posoIBSD houses between Plungington Road
and Brook Street than in the pre-lliifl hous-
ing round Adelphi Street. In the following
“bad" year of won. diarrhoea killed two in
the Canary Isles. none in the Saints. eight in
Moor Brook and 27 in St Peter‘s.

Elsewhere in the town. the incidence of
diarrhoea] death in 1906 was lower in the
eastern mill district. but was once again con-
fined to the oldest sheets and those with
through-lobby houses. In the whole town the
worst affected individual streets were Hop-
wood Street and Newton Street which
fonned a single small block on the east side of
Trinity Ward (twelve deaths in all}. Higgia
Street at the north end of the same ward
(five). and Albert Street in St John's (seven).
Higgia Street and Albert Street had been
built for handloom weavers about 179i] and
l825 respectively. Higginson Street with a
back “midden—pan" and no through-lobbies to
the back yards. Hopwood Street and Newton
Street also contained midden-pan rows with-
out through-lobbies.

The result of these comparisons of infant
mortality rates. both between wards and be-
tween one locality and another within wards
does seem to be that it was the type of hours
ing. rather than the culture and hygienic ha-
bits of the operative classes who lived in
them. which made the fatal difference be-
tween Preston and other towns. It seems
equally clear that the reason was infant diar-
rhoea associated with that type of housing.
The Victorian terraced houses with through
lobbies instead of back roads. and very small
back yards containing rarely-emptied middens
close to the back rooms. were usually almost
as bad as their Georgian predecessors. the
midden-pan rows without any other access to
the middens: and had been becoming worse.
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Chapter VI!

Conclusion

The hundreds of houses surviving in Heston
from the period covered by this book. now
perfectly habitable. are living proof that there
is nothing intrinsically wrong with them as
houses. Had they been isolated from all the
other circumstances of the Victorian age they
would have been quite healthy dwellings. The
trouble was. they and their households were
at the mercy of circumstance.

Preston houses and households shared the
same handicaps as most other cotton towns in
Lancashire: the tenninal phase of a demo-
graphic era in which high birth and death
rates prevailed: the domination of the cotton
industry. employing younger people of both
sexes. and increasingly the female sex. for six
days a week and ten hours a day: primitive
domestic technologies: and contemporary igs
norance of the causes of disease. with conse-
quent powerlessness to combat it.

In short, it was all too easy for people to
be dirty and ill-fed. and altogether too diff-
cult for them to be clean and well-nourished.
The obstacles to good housekeeping would

have challenged the ingenuity of the most
conscientious twentieth century houseperson.

But Preston does seem to have cannib-
uted some marginally greater handicaps than
other towns. 11'Iese were principally asso-
ciated with the standard form of housing:
which placed middens and privies in close
proximity to houses. and made clearing them
out very difficult. Even this would not have
been as deadly in its effects. however. if the
Corporation had been more interested in
spending money on refuse disposal than it
was - from 1384 - in building the largest in-
land dock in the world. All that accumulated
human excrement just had to be removed
from the vicinity of the houses.

Epilogue
In 1910 the Medical Officer of Health re-
ported a new threat to human life in Preston:
shellfish brought in from Lytham and St
Annes. contaminated by sewage which had
flowed down the Ribble.

The hit: plaques trims-r we on terror rs in the rust and of New Hall lathe
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Appendix

I 11154 111511 ' 1559 11192 11193 11195 11191 191111
[1411112 11111111 222 1115 254 215 255 2114 253 235
[51 11111119 295 151 2115 2511 254 2311 2311 255
IChrisl Church 155 1511 215 132 225 151 254 193
IMnudland 154 153 2111 1411 223 1311 224 151
I51 1141512 225 2111 217 1911 2511 199 215 2511
IPark 241 192 ._ 315 243 2911 255 255 245
[11111-11111 2511 211 245 241 2111 21:11 21:1 2411

111111111 1111111111111- per 1.111111 111111111 by 111111111, .95151'11'111111111-5111 111w and 1111111 11111111111111
between 1118-! 1.1111! 191‘”).

The ward: are arranged in elnekw111e order sterling a! 51 Jnhm, 5111hl1 these retraining Ihe pnneipll cotton
mill 1215111215 111 Ihe nnnh end e113: {51 PeIer'11. Park and Fishwiek werds} farm a sequence running from wen
112 e331 Years 111' 11391 11111 high 111111111]i neeurred in eunvmienfly 1:11n11ec11119e 1511115. 1ndiemed 1111 Ihe thicker
I'm-I lflfl-II and 191111 Ire the first and Int for which 5111111111211 are availlhle 1111' these wardn. 11111111541125 were
ahead in 19111. rephcing the 1'1 wardt 111mm here w1'1h 12. 51 Peter': hang 11191111111 between "nee Ind
Fishwiek between 191-111
[511111111113 1111111111115 1111111115 1111111511 than 1111.1 average fur 1hr 11111111: 1111111 |

19111 19112 19113 19114 19115 19115 19111 19115 19119 19111
14111112 151111 215 1511 1511 1113 1511 21111 1511 155 1.12 155
StJohn's 112 21111 155 155 191 225 154 155 159 159
191111131 195 2511 151 2211 151 325 159 2111 155 111
4115111111111 155 125 115 99 135 111 153,. 511 55 1311

113111151 Church 1119 115 1111 111 145 91 155 111 131 ' 1411
I4551un 151 121 135 155 95 111 1115 1115 1113 1115
19111111114511 234 155 151 219 159 1311 1511 1112 151 153
5111511113 1911 -133 154 1115 115 2311 115 152 122 151
Mum Brook 241 115 153 154 131 119 152 151 121 151
1:412 252 159 155 119 151 223 1114 135 115 115
1154.511511- 221 119 1111 1113 139 1112 131 139 135 1511
Inibblemn 255 211 2113 114 1119 2114 1511 155 151 135
[5151111111 255 119 113 112 135 1111 113 1:15 1113 133
111111111 11111111111111.1111 1.111111 11111115. {11' 11'111'11'5. 51111111111111 1"l 12111} 19111

Beginm'ng w11111h-e 111.11 11ld 1111111-een1111 19111d51'f11n1'111 nnw 11141111151111! I'111111 P111I1 Ward]. 1|1en el1n1kw15e. 1111.- .11111121' 51
Peter‘: Ward now dwidud between Maudlmd. 51 P11111111 1111 Hum Brunt. 1111111111. and 1111.- 1111111511 1151111121 11111111 111119 11191111111
into Fishwick ed Ind tblelnn Ward
[5711151111111 1111111111111 1911111111 142111.91- 111m: 11‘» 1111111319119 11111 111111.11- nm-n. |
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Vital statistics MINI-1911!
1111133111111 3111313113 .11 11113134

Year Total No. 311' Birth 011111113 under T111111 1133111 Birth 111113 Infam
pap‘n births 11113 12 mnmhs 114121113 111141 13111111111111

n11. NI!) 13311111111 3W0 bin
1333 43.3411 1.1133 411.3 1.233 23.2 311.3
1333 41.3311 1.3311 41.2 1.3112 21.3 31.3 131
13411 43.1111 1.3311 411.3 1.333 411.3 32 134
1341 31.111111 1.314 33.1 1.3113 23.3 32.2 143
1342 32.3411 1.344 33.3 1.3311 23.3 32.1 132
1343 34.3311 1.313 33.1 1.433 23.4 32.3 1311
1344 33.3211 2.21111 33.3 1.3311 24.4 32.1 143
1343 33.3311 2.2113 33.3 1.333 23 32.3 142
1343 33.21111 2.413 41.1 2.1311 33.4 33.11 134
1341 32.11311 2.233 33.3 2.1133 33.2 31.3 134
1343 33.31111 2.223 34.3 1.3311 24.3 32.3 133
1343 33.1331 2.4113 33.3 1.131 23.3 32.3 1311
13311 31.111111: 2.343 33.2 1.143 23.3 33.4 132
1331 33.4311 2.3113 411.4 2.241 32.3 34.3 133
1332 111.3341 2.333 42.3 2.234 32.2 34.3 133
1333 12.2311 3.1112 42.3 2.343 32.3 33.3 133
1334 13.3311 3.1131 41.3 2.1113 21.4 34.1 131
1333 13.111111 3.1111 41 2.331 34.1 33.3 133
1333 13.433 3.131 41.2 2.231 23.3 34.3 143
1331 11.31111 3.233 42.2 2.131 21.4 34.4 133
1333' 13.21111 3.1132 33.3 2.343 32.1 33.1 131
1333 311.3311 3.333 42.2 2.111 23.2 33 133
13311 32.111111 3.331 41.2 2.233 21.3 34.3 143
1331 ' 32.333 3.323 43.1 2.333 31.2 34.3 133
1332' 33.231 3.322 42.3 2.411 23 33 142
1333 33.411 3.333 411.3 2.142 23.1 35.3 1411
1334 113.333 3.422 411.3 3.432 23.1 33.4 133
1333 33.332 3.333 33.3 2.111111 32.3 33.4 1311
1333 114.113 3.333 42 2.334 33.3 33.2 1311
1331 34.424 3.132 44.2 2.3113 311.3 33.4 133
1333 34.3111 3.1111I 43.11 2.1311 33 33.3 133
1333 34.313 3.434 411.4 2.2411 23.3 34.3 133
111111: 113.132 3.4113 411.3 1 2.4113. 23.3 33.2 1311
1311 | 113.421 3.4311 411.2 1 1 2.341. 23.11 33 133
1312| 113.334 1.1114 43.2 i 2.234- 23.3 33.3 1311
1313 33.111111 3.333 41.4 2.3331 33.1 33.4 143
1314 33.111111 3.332 41.1 2.332: 34.4 33 131
1313 33.111111 3.433 411.1 2.31111 311 33.4 133
1313 33.31111 3.323 41.11 2.3311 23.3 33.3 143
1311 31.111111 3.3111 41.4 2.333. 23.3 33 133
1313 111.333 3.331 42.4 2.31121 23.1 33.3 132
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Appmdm

1.1113131111131133 135131914
PRIEST! 1N England 1!: Wnid

Ya: T311111 N12. 1121“ Binh [13511153111535 _T15111l [121111111 1312131511112 Infant
pup'n 15511115 51111.- II! 1113111115 114531113 12911: death tal

n12. HIM , 1 )c  fillihin

1329 32.3331 5.435 53.3 2.595 22.5 54.2 155
1333 33.333 5.425 59.5 2.4251 22.4 54.2 155
1331 93.524. 5.439 53.1 2.314! 21.2 55.9 153
1332 92.353 5.235 53.3 2.511 25.2 55.3 141
1335 93.534 5.533 53.2 213 25.5 55.5 152
1334 99.431 5333 53.3 222 22.2 55.3 142
1335 133.433 5.333 59.1 213 22.1 52.9 153
1333 1111.531 5.333 59.5 255 23.9 52.3 149
1332 132.235 5.333 53.5 214 22.9 51.9 145
1333 135.254 5.333 52.5 133 25.9 31.2 153
1339 134.194 5.333 53.1 234 53 51.1 144
1393 135.135 5.533 53.2 245 22.4 511.2 151
1391 132.3341 5.353 55.5 392 222 2.332 23 51.4 149
1392 139.353 5.333 55.3 335 213 2.431 22.3 53.4 143
1395 113.225 5.339 54.3 1.3523 233 2.255: 25 53.2 159
1394 111.425 5.545 51.3 223 212 2.133E 19.3 29.3 152
1395 112.353 5.232 55 922 249 2.523' 22.4 53.5 131
1393 115.334 5.325 52.5 233 234 2.191 19.2 29.3 143
1392 115.135 5.332 52 954 235 2.3321 25.5 29.3 153
1393 113.553 5.5591533 312 221 2.132[ 13.1 29.5- 133
1399 112.322 5.492 29.2 339 255 . 2.4931 21.2 29.1 135
19113 113.932 5.413 23.2 314 253 I 2.353 22.2 23.2 154
1931 115.112 5.413 53.2 252 213i 2.215 19.3 23.5 151

1932 115.233 5.2231 23.3 313 133 1 1.993 12.3 23.5 155
1935 114.434 5.455 53.2 541 153' 1.955 12.1 23.5 152
1934 115.355 5.514 23.5 339 13.5 2.391 12.3' 23 145
1935 115.2211 5.259 23.2 493 153 1.933 13.5 22.5 123
1905 11.91119151311355 59?. El“ 533151.411- -._1‘.'1'-.1 13? .
1932 112.1195 5.124 23.2 495 1511 2.335 12.1 23.5 1111
19113 112.2119 5.511111 22.11 513 153 2.122 12.2 23.2 1211
19119 113.519 5.1122 25.5 413 152 1.1145 15.5 153 1119
19111 119.255 2.312 25.3 453 1511 1.9291 "1.3 25.1 1115
1911 112.213 2.223 25.5 425 125 1.934 13.9 24.5 153
1912 112.353 2.255 25.4 542 124 1.922 111.3 25.9 95
1915 113.3211 2.3113 2.1 432 1311 2.1145 12 24.1 7113

P1133133



Rem:

NOTES ON THE TEXT

[Jimm'
CBP. Cm Burmahd'fieatun.
(‘atpj‘t'mt . Corporation Plum.
LCRO' [muslin-e County Record {Him
Mal-l. Medical Officer of Health I

ChptrlflaCrbiael'tle man" t-nt

f-
il

'fl
.

Stand Leadt (1H Age Newman-ea l9lt5
Nigel Morgan limited flit-(Hing: 1990
GT Clarke Repertmfl letknemtflal'dqf

Health at tile with qrnlnn. III?
The Marat Refimr. January [132
PnatmtEt-mfim. ttth April I!"
G T fluke Repurt
Joseph Liven-y Jaw
Freda» PM. b Get 1!]!
Steam! Rem of the t‘atteaumatm fir 1'n

tmflwbhkqf lfl  TmaufPopukJ-a
mam-ts. 1345

G 1' Clarke Rena-t.
LCRD CBP Preston lawman CW1

Mir-ate Book [113—45
Prune! { intrude ‘i'th Hm I344
Sewn-HEW IHS
G T Clarke Kept"
1M
Premtim 9th Naval-titer I!“
Mmt‘mta It: m I “ !
See my own thatch-d Jhefltng, HMO
G T fluke Repel-t ”HQ
I'M
Preheat I'm-tr J W Ill]
Preston {'ele. Pat-mm mm. 9 Nov lull
Preatmt‘hrram‘t'e I 3  July I!“
I’reattttt t 'hmam-le 20 Feb I!“
that
Hestmtiewdtm l l  Aug I549
Lfitfl CBP 1M t”5att'ttanuI Commute Minute

Bout}

Chapter II: The Meal Baal-II (pp. 13-“!

LCRD ('BP I'm, 2| New I350
I'm-welt Guardian 1 Nat.- I IS I
lhauefoundmtncalpmmt uflameafiemmhe

died at Sevemaits in IWI {dittulnr ttth'ewnndw
f't'rtttrtt'ft'. [ “tint! HUI

I'll-emu t Wham-Ir llth lament Il-IB
Premium 'hrmt'tr I I  New I “ !
Preterm time-alum 28 Nov “15 .8  Dec. l l  Bet:

IBST, et‘ .trq 5c: elm I’re't'ttttt f'hmrm'fr I2
March I362. I'm attempts to ubtaut myal pardon
the hint at that tune He was. eventually related
{I fame! when! and was titled tw Hewttm in

Ill! umnf thuu lymmuflheh
Reformed (Summation dead in I135 {the other
Malone-pit Lhreley]

H N 3 Morgan “Social and Political Leadenltip in
Preston. 1320- I860". M L'ttt this. Univen'ty of
Master 1930

that.
MWfigg.W'epa7mm
LCRD CE? I!!! 1! Dec [350
Corporation Proceedings lass-T
LL'RO DDRfi'ILI'I - Torriimnutale
Clarke: Dickwtaautllfl}
LCRD Dlfimlfl
whom; Hewitann {hr Kimmie: and (Witch.

teat p201
mum Hewitaun Prom

Pam-am 136?, p l !
LCM) DDR9!!!
Stefan Mathew: Ht: Wilt rm Hour

“912}:- It]
LCRD DENIM”)

WHO DDREIZIHJDI

TM I‘m!

Chapter III III-ha I m1”  15-5.}

Pteatun (Imperative Proceeding; pm:
Hem (hawk 10 October. HHS
Health [MM 29 Much lib:
David Hunt Hr Alden! MIMI». [1W Hindu}

Society. [99!]
LCRD DDMIM. Ito: 1. nuaJ‘iJ-flb ltd

437-45?
Prrm {Mr-I29 March. "61

that.
that
”with t ‘hutttck III in IITII.

'tthtf.
the!

: mam (Maude 271nm II'H
{My emphaata - but I have not cluedtetl hit
figure-t lI

Other source: at  ink-mutton tuned for flu: tent-tine
Public Health Act “ 872 }  35 J: St: Vim t: 79,
PubIt-r: Health Act (1375} 38 It IN Vin e 55.
Anthem Hemtaun Present ham time-t! or
Perla-mt: rtf I ram! f.rm.WI, “310).
("matron Proceeding, varinutl'y

MDH Rep-on. August I874, (hp. Pram.
I an -n

Premmt' 'Irm-ttt'k 3| Oct I374
Pn'xttttt t' 'lfl'ntflt'k ‘2! NW IB'M
Ph‘xflm um 23 June 1:15
that.

Page In“



Mm:
I‘

II
E

B
3

H'
II':

LCllD CBPIIM' Local Bold m
Carmine-mt MirartaBooIt Bye Law: Conanittotr
For tuba-went optimum of TooIIInton ltd
Harding. mechaplers VI  and VII  below

lantetHilIben W: Remrnfimeud
“rm 4m; HtMItI-t Haiti-I‘M} (1901]

firmt'hmxhlflot I375
M
that
that
Pnnmtmflmfl lune I375
Monolith-atom Huh-"15
Prim Emu Arr. I'm Flt VI
{Other source: of mfonmtton for this dimer

ma] pruned volumes of Corporation
Proceedings. manompt Home Books of III
Sarita? Purposes Con-ninet- {CB 4m and the
Bye-Law: Cornrrflttee {CBP I314). County
limo 0mm. a pooh: of papers. och-ding
pr i tfleddraflflyeh lonmdle t tmfiprnthe
Local Government Bqartl and horn WEN!
Tonit'nt-on (1875}, kept to the Town Clerk's
input-Intern. Horton Town Hall Repont In the
Preloo Guardian and Preston Citrontcle.
especially the following date- J I  Detour I174.
It Hovernlrver "74, ”June tilt 23 June IITS.
.I My IITS, 3 |  July IITS. IDoIoher 1315]

murvmm-rmctmums-m

i! 
II

I-
Il

li
-

BufldngpluninTownHall
{ ‘WW‘HWIM
HoH Report for l906. f'tlpf'mu INS-6.
PrestonHt-roklllflet I “ !
MoH Report for 1391' t orphan IEIW-I
HoI-l Report for 1389. (lap. Prom. “89—90.

Compare with momenta of “III Me
Farson‘.onp96be|o~t)

MoH Report. Scpt I375 (Exph'ot: Inns
MoH Report for 1m. t'upFrum ISM-4
MOH Report for IB IS ,  I' 'rIrptm ”£545
Moi-l ReporL Aug IBTIt,t'rItp.PrrIt1ll?I—5
MoH Report, April I375 I‘m-prom Ins-6

' Mal-l cfll For I I IT.  t'upJ'l'utxt 1337-3
MoH Report for Il‘ifi. t'rupJ'mnt. 1:954.
MoH Roped. Fth I175. t'ot'pJ’nItrs HTS-6
MOI-I Report for Ill], ("myrrh-.1 IIIJ-tl
Hot-I Report for II19,[-fl'p.mj. tun-to

Chapter v: Ind. Meat and Hitlpp 734i]
MoH Report for lilfi, t'ra-pt'mt't tut-o
MoH Report for I901. I kph-mo. 1901-1
.IoIII Hllhm thStmot-rng Posttfhofley. I936}
MoH report for 19111. For-phat: 1002-]
Hematflrmfle I? April II?!-

ItepotttohtarkettandTottdlCotmw
Hol-I and Surveyor Iltlt Ant I“!
{'orptrrorron MW ISM—5

LCRD CB? .1115
Moi-l Repot't for IIVJ. (orphans. ”93-4-
The III-Ito.- It Doe Ital. 9151.
DEED CB? 1212
Mal-I Report For I I I } .  raphoca. IIIJ-l
HoH Report for 1894. (‘mpflrtri II‘IH-S
MoH Report for ISIS. t'oemcx Ins—o
HoH Report Forll91.t'oemr:t. ”93-4
MoH Report for II“. I “upfront Ifl9—90.

M VI: w {pp lI-fl)
l-

H

MoH Report for
I399 woo

MoH Report For ”Dd—S. I‘d-rpm I‘m 5
LCRD CBP 4“ ]  Hint: of the Sanity

Pupotet Continue. 20th May III-l- Ind
I'mpi'fltfl lull-4

Fromm fitturdtun 26 AMI ISM
For Joaeph Ilardmg's role to the bye-Inn “o f

1315.51: charmer III. p 54 above
“The Heston Sanitary Ammo and III.- High
Deuh Rate of Preston". Preston Herald Ills

lhvenmyetfimndmrmdof  nachanettquiry
at thiadate

Lfltfl FBP 4H] Sanitary Con-tater: Hunts
1336. pdT—fi

MoH Report Deoernlnr 1:15
The list of III these propqt'tu. identifyil. the

owner: oomph”. and use: of each pit. in in
f'rl'pl’rrtt't' 1333—4

Morgan laughed IMnstPreaton. I990]
HoH Repon page: 214?. t'orpflI-ma IWH
Report to the Underground MM

IE‘IzItIIIIIIIIIeo. t‘rrp. hots. NIH-3
Mott Repont.t'rxp.f'rot1t. III‘IS-oand moo—1
MOM Rem *l'or Goober I906.

t'ot'pf'mtzt INS-t5
Mo” flown for 1901!. Far. Pun wot—o
MoH Report for 14907, tit-p. hon lino—T
Holt ReportfotI‘IOT,t‘rrp.lhx-1I9m—T
MoH monthly report. Aug I‘Iflfi. (“rat-p. PHI-o:

I'm}? II
MoH Reponfor 190113111. mum. moo 'I'
Moll Kmart for 1“. Fun). Puma; INT-I
Mutt Report for Hot, t'ra'p. l'mu. woo-t
1M
Proton Hero“ 2 Nov I‘H‘l‘

“EV-WOO. Corp Prue:

cm VII: flout-g and outta
In Io-III-tI I"

HoH Report For I‘ll]. I'm-p. firm-.1 IMJ .
"The Preston Sanitary:r Annotation and the High

[1t late of Patton" Hem Hem“, IIIS.

c l lfl



' {Edwina December IE1; Hem (m
19% “32.

‘ Mlleponfur Hull'rtrphoca. NIH—1.
‘ ”Hue Preston Sanitary Aaaociation and the Hilh

Deathflale ofPreaton“J’re.trrJrr Haw. IBIS.
' that

Hefner-nu

' r'bfl.
' Theairveyot’a‘deathrnape“nieyutrviue.hotl

havenot yet found them
' Milton)! Hewitaon ("Mime") ”Ir fibrin-a an!

( 'Wh l lmt

NOTE ON ILLUSTRATIONS
Thuhxmdwhidurnmyatefial tofl ie fo l -
Inwirgforpermaaionlomefiuflfionaandotherma—
tuialaeindioatod

The tmqwflmmmmtm:
figures 12.251.25.21. 3141.43.49. “.52 and 55
harem {'mrrri' mwtmrwmm l-iarr it‘-
Red: figure: 34 and 35. theioflermodonpjiand
alloiherreferenoeetolheTomhmonEnalepapende-
podledbyMeunFairl: lleairttltei‘otnttyllecord
Office

PremWf ‘mfhmfl - ‘m lomnl -
merialdepuailedinthefotnyleoordflfliumrlfllin

the W {Torinnl't keeping as Eolowe figures 1.
2] .  2‘. 29. 36. )7. 3‘3. 43. 15 and I]. and the attract
onpqe' l ‘ l ’ reprodaoedfiomfl tehfimterof lhe
Mound Town HaJICornrnrnee

hemflrmr I JM ' fo rpummmm-
ialaheldbylheI-Iartialemitnryasfdlowa Ii;-
urea l .  I .  a. 8. 9. 10. ” . 20 .  2!. 55 and ID. the
flit-namedmpqu H .  l9. 20. 2| .  25. 21 .2 ! “
fluidtheteblemllteeppentlnteproduoedfloeuhr
monoflhemeetingofthe Melon Manhood-
luminllli

MluhuWandWarethewtd’
flteauhor

NDTE ON THE AUTHOR

HinorgandiriNalior-lfi'iewioeuapflolinthe
lflbd‘uereadingl-fiuoryattheumaityortm
bridge in HST-nil} He that tool: two years (all. leach-
ing in Sweden in NH and working for Cane.“ It
Company. Publisher; a: ethicaltonal Illb—ldilfll in
I9o2 After completing his {‘enificate In Ethicalion al
Cambridge m lfiol he taught History at Preston
Grammar School until I‘NEIB. and then at SMartin'a
College. Lama. where he was Senior Lecturer in
History from I‘lo‘l' to um (‘oricmentlyr until: this
part be researched lhe history or nirietemth m
Prawn. and his their "Social and Political Leadenhip

inhuman. Illa-60"wltaooqlotlforthedeyoeol'
HLi t tof the UrivenityofLan-mterin Hill} suite-
quenlly he worked for a 1great at Heston funiouhrnt
Bordon-mull Centre (where the original version of “tie
Ito-nit was ptdaliahotll Since WI! he haa hem
employed pnnctpnllv by Engltah Hem-fie on money:
of Listed Building: In Lancashire. We: Tortilla.
Cornwall. Surrey and the {'i of Manchester He nur-
ried a Preston rattle. had five children. we: widowed h
Iii‘llmamedaprnin I‘flflandnowhufourgrm
upmafiadudnuuflmm

Paaell l



SOURCES AND BIBLIOGRAPHY

M:MMMMMMIM
mmmmamhMo- IW
dutfihcumnmmwythuuufldl lhwuld
fianhisboot.

AW'
CBP Cumflormghuffim
Cup Prue: CWM.
HI. l-lIlfiILil'nry
HM Harrhhlum
MOMEmyWOM

PRIMARY SOURCES
”JP-film!

HEIDI! IW  Act. 1:315.
hum WI!!! PM In, IIJI.
Municipal (“whom An, 1815
hahlic Hum-I Act. I“!
Animu' Ind Laban-elf MW Act. In:
Public Hath MI. 1872
Prelim Imptm Ad. mu
m Emporium Act. 1900.

Cam Records
llau Ilfll In lfl l l
Cm qm' Run I “ !  II: III!

Lilli Wrath ac.
Mun Lind Tu book: 111042 in LCRD
hum Tithe Award um [ Inn]
Tam Emu: pupal [LCRD DDlll']
Duh! Murimmu minted ulmdlr [lflfll

Punk-mm Elm Rm
men ofEllclm fi'om I332 [HL]
MM: mm m I345! [HL and LCID]

Prawn Borough Cult” Rm flu LCIU
a!!!”

Corporation Proceedings IBJS In [914
1mm Cmmisdm' Mimics I an—rm
[LCRU]

[Mi-I Baud ofl'lclllll uric-u: with: We
bootstllfifl-H)

Lilian Sanitary MMy m cum“: We:
hanks linm II'H

Dupe-am! Building Ham fimn I150
Drlfl Bwvhm Ind Med mm

”74-1376
Sew flaccid Hun

WSW
Hal‘yWrifl- W'Ikwlmh'flrw.

I IS I
HII‘yWI'ifl .Mw‘sflrpaimlkl’nnmpd

.Wrslnkt'm IISJ.
IohnNewlun www.52wqrmw

(affirm, :35?
M: lkedey Rrparrmrhr Will-r PM“.

135? [ inCoem]
HDPillt-ngim Hm:qwmtw

dflmfnh Il-lfllllhICutpProu]
WlmflummdthWh

“SS-Ind 1M7

fiflk um lapel-uni“: “It
Jointly mflumraflflmqf

PNHM.1H2
LyonPhyfiirflrpmwdr.Mt'm-fimqflr

lax-r TMIaflm. ”45 . t
IheSe-cnndflcponoflhet'olmifiomfor
ImflqnflolhcfilueofLHa-camw
Pomlou: Districts]

GTfl-u'ltc Hrprnmnhtmmqfflmfl
tnfirflrn-ghcyfirm I “?

[Salim Juscphlivucy mamas”
hm I832]

Windjamlh
Hutu! t'hum‘k {from I l l ! )  .
Pram Prkuuimn 1815]
Hum {infirm {Ram 1844]
firm ”Hakim-mu 1:55]
Tirfllthkrfllnd l4  Dec 186!)
HIM Wm (Dev: "32}

New
Raynor: l i t !
Blithe: I I IS
Whittle IIMI
Mm ISSI and 11'.“
Way l lfl  Ind I354
Elmer's-{m volumumy:  . .
film-“'1 ' "

NIP!

Dim Sum
Ian-inch sale, I t”,  IE?!) and 1909
{ID-Inch 11:11:. I “?
254ml: Iulc. 1192 H m;
[lb-inch lulu. I89}

haul
Wifliim Emma. 1m
['1d Rain“. ”25

Pagcliz



Ill-Mu. ma
11mm. 1m
Pruiunfiulfllhnnip. ms
Wfimwn. I “ !
Allewiuon. I “ :

“w:
W W {LCM}: CB?)
laud-nit: Evening Pm: collection
Prawn Curliwhun Cm minim

{taken in Hill. “lastly by III: ml

Puma Wad:
Hudwick. Clint: Hm qflh M Q!

Hill“!!! I I 8571
"Mann. Arnhem firm of my“! II 1:32:
" (I: 'An'mus'l (hr I‘m-hrs and (1:11t llfl}

" Pmn (J haul nnm { I 871])
l-Iihhu't. Janus Emmi Rtmm m Prmr and

first qalrJ HIM” Mill-1W}.
Jinan. C R HMsfior 1' ‘hrap hwngmd M

than; at ( inurd li: l l b l l
Lunch. Sun-d lMAgr Rfllflllfl'l'fll. lfl lh
Liv-say. Joseph flu Mill-firm {c Illa-32)

" Th;- .W
‘ An Adah-u lath:- H’mhng (“has an

Mm: fit“ I I IJfi}
Prawn Humid I): Mum hmAm and

III: Hm rm flalr (affirm (ISIS)
Ila-ad. Rn Andrew A I ‘mzm qnMrm f'flj' “862)
Waugh. Edwin tr 1t qf the Imus-hr: firm

f-afl' chum du- { hum Hanna- ! lull)
Willie, Peter Hum of!!! Wdfilflm

[I822 Ind “37}

SECDNDARY WORKS

adpubflcflms. than, at.
5mm B It fluid-min: Emmi-on in mid-49m

culinary Preston" (Uliwrfinr of M HID
than. Hill}

Briflnw, B It "An Mimi Elite Refill-slid Dinfia in
Preston" {1&t  {lawn VIII. 3,
Na 2,  Wi l l

Small. Mm fllr mm mm Hill.
Pram. lwh lmlhu lm l9“)

Crosby. Alan H.- Hnm' affirms: 1' huh! {1992)
CW. Alan [ed } ”it J'ilmh Hannah :3" Erma

Slim-r. mm- a! that, “windmill-r ml
Fri-5m, Fifi-mu [The Rurmd Sin-clay or
Linus-lure and Cheshire. vol I30, IW I )

EvenlL Rubin {ed } Harry-mug 11a- Pusl [Age
Concern. lmuhire. I99”

Hill-m. loll: Ill: Sun-Mug Pail [Elna-lay. Will}
Hm Mum and MI Gallery

A Tu-njl'u'flm Hem (Prawn. mm

W

.4 Tour 4M Pumtlflll).
Rudy: Min-it C Him dill-rm; Au

Imm'lumlPrunn. I954}
Hull. DIV-rid A Murry af lw.wtlm1.
Kim, I E Ruiwdlfirnkn and d: Fri-nan

('hrflmsllmcaflcr, I931}
Ltwm Zoe “Walling-clan shopkeephg in Frauen.

law-I390" ( ”War  Lam. Diplom'u
Local Hillary diam-1m I98?)

WHHH “SocilluIditiua-ndaflahh
Plum. [32010 I350" {Urivul'ty nl‘ Lama:
M Lin Ihw's. 19m

Morgan. Nigel Art {mm-mm In du- Sm'mf Him
(Jfltmmw m “‘c Pram! [Plum
Cutflmlum Dew-domain Calm: I932]

Mm My! lm.wdlhrfhnm{fimm I990}
Mm, Nigel Fran-a! Ill-rm: Imlhlm Godfl‘ly

Old flrdnlmc Survey Ham. 1%!)
Data. E F Hinrrflupplmm I'll-«I'm

{Pu-Inn. Will}
WI. m wmrmupmmad

Fri-um {'Llflllfl. “176 . in: also m Gunnl
balm-r)

Hahn; Hui-n. flu Sm q] ll’uflky Sou-I-
{Plum I9“)

Sum. Strphen mmmmugmm
Prrumll’mslun. 19H)

Spencer.KM "ASocl I luflEmmWof
hum 1500-1865" (My uvupmlMA
Ill-ail. 195!)

Twin. ll F "Induslnll Hm m Prawn 1300 In
1550" {Will I" Hun: Mm)

Tinnitus. {leofl' Hm“ es‘l‘mmsm
rm Imdwr um:- I???)

Tm Gmfl" Ham”. A FEW Him {I992}
Willmghby, ‘5a "Mi: Sun-vim in the m

{31-min I‘hh mum Hanan" {Ur-wait)! of
[mar MA Won. I957}

than!
Anderson. Mid-ltd Pmufivflrucm whim

finality Intuit"! { IQTI } - nun-fly m
Agra. limes Harllfirflflrnldfllrflm

m flnmmtl ‘fl l }
Bmmkifl. R “1' ”mm: l9!!!
Bruce. Hm: ”I! Rm- nfdr mm Slur um}.
Bunch. 19"” A firm! Hrmdflmll“)
Bumfil. lulm Pleno- and H's-u
flylhdl. Duncan Hu- Hulflmn Hr'rmrr: (19159}
Caflyn. Lucy HM'  Hm”! ”'1'." Farm

{Royal (“annals-ion an Minot-in! W1 Ella}
Chm. 5 D Th Him If H’whnflf'hu

q t lfl?”
Cliflm-llur. Alan: ”If Pq of fimlmk flicking

“971!
Damon. NH Ham- amd'Hnllr #1 (hr I'm €i

WMFMM Mill—INHIOIh

Pagan}



Winn. Carolina A Mm *1 Work I: Mrflm
(I932)

Dam. H1  tad] HHSm-afffrm Hmt lfl l } .
Eula. E J firm! PM“)! HIE-JPN {1978}
Evaleigh. [livid I Pin-gran m! mm»: W:

{Shire mum WEI}
Frat. Dude Hu- Ewiuuan afdr Mimi: H’whu

Skiff I I 973}
Frau. Den-Ir. ”t ”Hum: m lit-mm!» Knight!

“9 l
Fm. Duck film- anddudmnr m I): Hutu-rm

I 19- [1979)
Garrard. Iain IMrfiapauJPmr-m View

Irmamm' film”, MJU-JIII' II I 9 “ } .
Gmldie, Em'd 1"”a Habrwm I I9?“
(Hm. Milt ”If Emmi}: Jim (Yale. I990}
Lam. it I .m- Mm 5.1mm mmm alumna

Jilin! Achimmnm {I963}
Lauri; R A fibrin I.“ ‘hach'mi mi flu public ham:

mm! {ME-54 I I952}
Minnow. {III-Mr him} l'm {km

1333- is m I I917}.
Midwimar. E.C. Simdxlahumflm W

MIG-MM I 19m.

BMW

Muthel'ul. Stafln- WWII}: Tumdflwu
{WEE}

Prim, VIII!!! fl: Emmi Hm m flu Mum
: ‘mm'y I 191m

Quincy. hmhun'y' Hwy mufflm (BBC. 1916].
Robert“. Eliuhclh .1 MM BMW! {19“}.
9.0m Rnhm: {'kmnr'cflmtlfi'r'll
Summers. Mmhew flu Hum-Ir Hm: (but '.t

f “twat-mm {I98 1'}
Sumac. Hindu-I HI- I'M-Imus a] Waring Finn

Mum; ”III: mam Mum m Pusan
Mara-mm 1’ I 937 ] :

Smith. F B Mr Pmpk's Harald! {1979)
Wuhan. John fmuflurr. A Small Him

1558-3931? I I957}.

Mir: hiking wddmufly unlined 111: than interim
recent book on IflTICEd housing fl'om the W
uf‘ I'ilmmhed {Mflmxs {but mm from this - In
'4tq M). II is Ilrnou main II'I-II I II'I'I guilty
a-f ml? amblrruing manic-n: fi'um thin. I should
therefore be mm: grllehl ifllljl' unhor Ihu: WI)!
uvubokadwmldkhfllyinfummeufflufia

Paaclld



Faun-3: ".-
I

75'7"!

IJ.

. . |  _|-- r

a 1 JOINTiP‘ -

N
m

J-

I L
null?“

4'11": ‘w

. "  - 11?:  3"

"N IH-H"  . Id -h l ‘

m _.
.3“:

5"-.-

Li’il”'v‘a

Preston in l395,_ from the 6-inch {Irrdnancc Survey-13ml: slighly rcduccdh



..
..

...(u
u

n
_a1:

I!
.J.

v4.3.1.
..

a:
.

gyrk
n

rf.

at, aneequipm
ammmmm

and Edwardian
Why?

accommodation and

e
n.

PreSton was

.m
m

m
 

. n
h

m
m

 
m

am
 

m
rs

S
.2

.m

yw
-m

m
u

m
m

m
m

m
m

w
.

.m
w

m
sd

,
_.

t.u
.m

..h
.

_
m

d
u

em
.: 

.
M

M
m

. 
.2

m
n

w
m

m
. 

 
fl

E
h

h
m

.p
 

 
.m

p 
,_,m

M
?»

.9
ram

m
.

am
“ 

\
”m

m
,
 

. 
q;

w
m


