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ABSTRACT

This study covers aspects of political life at Kingston-upon-
Hull between 1678 and 1835, and is part history and part edition.
The historical section is an essay on the character and course
of Hull politics between these dates. The edition on which that
essay is based, consists of a selection from the surviving corres-
pondence. lhe resulting picture is fragmentary, but it does
contribute to our understanding of Hull at that time.

The years 1678 to 1835 were marked by a political stability
at Hull established during the first ten years and challenged only
during the concluding five. Until the mid 1830's local political
power was held by a merchant-maritime oligarchy which in times of
need called upon local magnates who served the town as High Stewards.

The Crown had some influence at Hull, as it was a garrison
town and port; but the town corporation, Trinity House, Dock Company,
and a number of wealthy families, some of whom had reached gentry
status, held the monopoly of political influence. The freeman electorate
was large, and as elections approached, unregistered voters pressed
the Bench for their franchise. 5Some attempt was made by the corporation
to restrict this. The paying of polling money was almost inevitable,
especially in the later eighteenth century, and wise candidates
also contributed to local charities, clubs and racing plates.

Members of Parliament kept the town fully informed of national
political issues especially up to about 1710. From then until the
late 1760's the members seem less assiduous in their correspondence,
and also in their performance in the Commons. Between 1766 and
1820 the Rockingham-Fitzwilliam interest returned many personal
nominees, and the quality of many of the members rose. These Whig
magnates did not, however, have a monopoly at Hull. Wilberforce
stood as an independent and later several government, or perhaps
Tory candidates, were returned. Closely contested and expensive

elections were common after 1796.

Threats from Jacobites and American privateers, with the possibility
of a French invasion, caused local political squabbles, but the

French danger may have helped prevent the spread of revolutionary
societies and Radicalism was really born in Hull in 1818 with the
Political Protestants. However it played some part in turning Hull

Whig/Liberal opinion against Liverpool's Tory government.

The 1830's, with the campaign for the Reform and Municipal
Corporation Acts, led to a crystallisation of local political parties
which culminated in the defeat of the Tory corporation in the municipal
election of 1835. The activities of the radical Acland added to
the political strife, but he overplayed his hand. The stability
created by conflict in the 1680's was transformed by conflict in

the 1830's. The intervening years thus have some unity.
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A Note on Method and Editorial Practice

This is a hybrid dissertation, part history and part edition.
Ihe historical section is an extended essay on the character and
course of Hull politics between the given dates. The edition consists

of a selection from the surviving correspondence on which that essay
is based. This approach, suggested by the late Dr J. A. Woods,

1s open to criticism: but it does have the advantage of enabling

the reader to make his/her own appreciation of the material for

a study like this. The letters are drawn from a variety of sources.
The principal collections are: the records of the city of Hull;

the Rockingham-Fitzwilliam papers at Sheffield and Northampton:

the Spencer Stanhope papers at Sheffield, and the Hartley papers
lately at Reading. The resulting picture is fragmentary, like almost

all local history and a great deal of national history. Nevertheless,
it does enhance our understanding of Hull at that time and of its

dominant notables, the natural representatives as well as rulers
of the community.

Ihe criteria of selection are twofold: the letters reproduced
are those which contribute significantly to the knowledge of Hull

politics; together with those which illuminate the national context
of local activity and interest.

In editing the letters, the editorial practice has been as
tollows:

(i) The body of each letter is given in full. Dates and places

of writing are preserved where clearly discernible; the formal
commencement and subscription are omitted, and endorsements

by recipients have not been reproduced when confined to noting
the receipt and subject of a letter.

(ii) The original paragraphs, capitalisation and spelling have
been retained. Punctuation has been modernised only where

necessary to assist comprehension, and without any special
indication.

(iii) Contempcrary abbreviations are generally extended without

special indication. The word 'ye' has been rendered as 'the’

throughout.

(iv) Missing, incomplete, and illegible letters and words are

supplied within square brackets, as are any other necessary
editorial additions.

(v) Letters which have decayed or have otherwise been damaged
are described.

(vi) Deletions and erasures are indicated where they may be clearly
discerned.

(vii) Letters which are themselves copies or drafts are so indicated.

(viii) Footnotes identity, selectively, individuals, events and
topics of discussion.

(ix) Letters cited in the preceding essay are indicated: the large

Roman numerals before each letter refer to the relevant section
of the essay.



INTRODUCTION

The Setting

The political correspondence presented in this thesis can
only be fully understood when placed in the context of the growth
and development of the town it concerns. Between the reign of
Charles II and the accession of Victoria, Kingston—upon—Hull1 was
transformed from a walled settlement on a tidal river, to a large
port and industrial townz. Until 1835 it was contained within
1ts own county, although an integral part of Yorkshire. The population
grew steadily from just under 8,000 in 1700 to nearly 33,000 in
1831. After the boundary changes in the 1830's, the populace reached
65,000 by 18413. Ihis development did not equal that of the Atlantic
port of Liverpool, or the inland manufacturing towns of Manchester
and Birmingham, but it exceeded the other major east coast port
of Newcastle on I'yne, and the midland town of Leicester .

- Population figures often reflect economic growth. Not only

did Hull expand, but also the extensive hinterland drained by the
river systems flowing into the Humber. The port served the industrial
areas in the West Riding of Yorkshire and in the south of the county,
and also those in the midlands and parts of Lancashire.

The greater part of Hull's overseas trade lay with Scandinavia,
the Baltic, northern Europe and Russia. Throughout the first eighty
years of the eighteenth century trade expanded steadily, but after

about 1/80 there was a marked increase in the volume of traffic.

1. Hereafter the town will be referred to as simply 'Hull'.

2. The physical expansion may be traced with the help of a useful
series of facsimile reproductions of maps, published by Hull

City Libraries in 197/3.

3. K.J. Allison, (ed.), Victoria County History - The East Riding
of Yorkshire: City of Kingston-upon-Hull. (London, 1970),

180, 215. Cited hereafter as V.C.H., Hull.

4, P.J. Corfield, The Impact of English Towns, 1700-1800. (London,
1982), 91, 129.



By 1790 the town ranked as the third outport, but significantly

. . D
below Liverpool and Bristol~. Exports included woollen goods and
hosiery, iron ware, cutlery and ale from Bur ron-on-Trent; timber
and iron ore were amongst her most significant imports6. There

was a thriving coastal trade extending from Leith to London7.

Industries also flourished with shipbuilding and related trades,

the extraction of oil from seed, sugar refining, and from the late

1760's, whalingB.

Ihe increase in trade and industry meant that existing dock
facilities on the River Hull were insufficient, so new docks were
built in 1774, 1802 and 1824 which in effect turned the centre
ot the old town into an island. The improvements in river navigation,
and the development of various canals in the hinterland swelled
the wharts and warehouses of the portg. All these endeavours required
money and credit, and in 1754 Joseph Pease opened the first bank

in Hull. The Wilberforces and the Smiths of Nottingham soon followedlo.

From the multifarious economic activities of the town, the
social structure of eighteenth century Hull developed. It was
never wholly rigid as accumulated money could, over time, be trans-—

formed into social status. There was no aristocracy to grace
the races and assizes as at York, and there was never a substantial
group of wealthy merchant princes as was to be found at Bristol
and Liverpool, but Hull was not without its 'people of quality'.
A few merchant families such as the Maisters, Sykes and Broadleys
established estates in the surrounding countryside and considered
themselves gentry. The Moulds, Williamsons, and Peases bought
property just beyond the town, but still engaged in trade and commerce.
Other aspiring merchants, shipowners, bankers and manufacturers
coveted an elegant house in High Street or Parliament Street, or
in the fine new streets developing beyond the walls, such as George

Street and Charlotte Street. Poll books and directories over a

5. ibid., 389.

6. G. Jackson, Hull in the Eighteeenth Century: A Study in kconomic
and Social History. (London, 1972), 10-25, 64-70.

/. dibid., 71-95.
8. dibid., 157-78, 17/9-208, passim.

ibid., 234-61, passim.

10. 1ibid., 209-33, passim.
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number or years trace the movement in status from 'shipowner' to

'Esquire’ or 'Gentleman'll. The broad base of the social pyramid

was composed of numerous tradesmen, mariners and labourers of various

descriptions, who occupied the narrow streets from Holy Trinity

Church southwards to the Humber. The structure was hierarchical,

and a small oligarchy controlled the social and economic 1ife of

the town until the early nineteenth century. At the other extreme

there was poverty and frequent outbursts of violence, but in general

the economic diversity of the community helped prevent the deep

social cleavages to be found in the rapidly expanding inland industrial
towns like Manchester and Leeds.12

Hull was governed by its corporation, consisting of the mayor,

sheriff and twelve aldermen. In the period under consideration

all members of the Bench were drawn from the merchant, banking and

manufacturing class. The mayor and sheriff were elected annually

on 30 September and assumed office just over two weeks later on

18 October - St Luke's day. Nominations or 'lites' were put forward

by fellow aldermen: usually the most senior and most junior members

of their body. Then the burgesses or freemen of the town cast their

votes, encouraged by cash payments and casks of ale. Aldermen,

once elected, held office until death, resignation or removal.

When a vacancy occurred, the Bench voted on 'lites' from such burgesses

as had already served as sheriffs or chamberlains. Two such candi-

13
dates were then presented to the burgesses.

However the election of an alderman was by no means as closed
as the commissioners of 1835 accused. The election to replace

Alderman Beilby in 1747/48 is instructive. Each member of the Bench
was given four votes for lites, there being seven candidates. The

number was reduced to three, the aldermen then having two votes.

When the final pair were voted on by the burgesses, the candidate

11. ibid., 262-65, passim.

12. A. Briggs, 'The Background of the Parliamentary Reform Movement

in Three English Cities (1830-32)', Cambridge Historical Journal,
no.3, X(1952), 293-317.

13. Report of the Roval Commission to Inquire into Municipal

Corporations in England and Wales. Appendix to the First Report
of the Commissioners, part iii. Northern and Midland Circuit.

Cited hereafter as Rep. Com. Mun. Corps., 1548-49.
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favoured by the Bench was defeated. A similar rebuttal occurred in

15
1753. The burgesses were thus not the tools of the Bench.

The office of alderman was not always seen as an honour. Some
did not wish to serve, such as William Crowle in 1700/0116; others

were occasionally allowed to resign, such as the elder Wilberforce

. 17 .
in 17717 ; but sometimes they had to pay for the privilege, such

as Alderman Brounston in 179318. Alderman Cookson, however, was

allowed a pension of £40 per annum when he resigned in 177519.

On a few occasions there was conflict between Bench and burgesses,

and the process had to be carefully scrutinisedzo.

The Corporation of Hull was thus oligarchic, but by no means

as closed as Leicester, later held up as a classic examplezl. The

larger port of Liverpool with its twelve aldermen and twenty four

councillors was little different22, nor were ancient boroughs like

23

Lincoln, where the corporation was recruited by co-option“~, or

rxeter where the Bench was considered 'a separate and exclusive
body'.24

Irinity House had a similar organization to the Corporation.
Ihe wardens were elected annually from the elder brethren in rotation.
When a vacancy occurred in the ranks of the elder brethren a replace-
ment was selected from the assistants. The house had, as elsewhere
on the east coast, a variety of functions concerned with the port.
It was responsible for pilotage on the Humber, and the placing and
maintenance of lighthouses, beacons and buoys. It had considerable

patronage and could dispose of many jobs; several charities were

14. Hull Corporation Bench Books, deposited in Hull City Record
Office, and cited hereafter as B.B., IX,109,111. Entries for

27 January, 3 March 1747/48.
15. B.B., ix, 187. Entry for 1 March 1/53.

16. B.B., viii, 478. Entry for 27 March 1/01.

17. B.B., ix, 397. Entry for 22 January 1//1.
18. B.B., x, 171. Entry for 5 March 1/93.

19. B.B., ix, 443-4. Entry for 9 May 1/7/5.

=" "

20. B.B., x, 411, 423, 482. Entries for 3 May, 22 November 1303,
?2 December 1806.

21. R.W. Greaves, The Corporation of Leicester, 1689-1835, (London,
1939), 143.

22. R. Brooke, Liverpool as it was during the Last Quarter of the
Fighteenth Century. (Liverpool, 1853); J. Touzeau, The Rise and

Progress of Liverpool. (Liverpool, 1910), ii, 108.




under its control and its income was substantial. Not surprisingly,
like the Corporation, it became a target for the commissioners in

the 1830's. Wardens and elder brethren were shipowners, ship masters,
customs house officials, merchants and other local men of substance,
some of whom were also aldermen. It controlled port matters and

was a pressure group of considerable political importance ready

to take action if the commerce and security of Hull were under threat.25

Ihe house at Newcastle-on-Tyne carried less weight in town affairs,
a reflection of more restricted nature of that town's commerce26.
Ihe west coast had no comparable organization, but in the large

ports there were similar bodies of merchants which could bring pressure
217

’

to bear. DBristol had the prestigous Society of Merchant Venturers

and Liverpool its Chamber of Commerce28.

Ihe Dock Company, established in 1774, was concerned mainly
with the construction of new docks to replace the over-crowded River
Hull, and in the period considered by this study, it achieved con-
siderable success. The dock master, however, was appointed by Trinity
House. OShareholders in the company were largely the prosperous
merchants, bankers, and ship owners, already well represented on
the Bench and among the elder brethren of Trinity Housezg. The

company was an effective pressure group, and fully prepared to use

the town's representatives at Westminster.

23. J.W.F. Hill, Victorian Lincoln. (London, 1974), 38.
24. R. Newton, Eighteenth Century Exeter. (Exeter, 1984), 164.

25. Rep. Com. Mun. Corps., 1581-86.
26. Corfield, Impact of Towns, 38.

27. G. H. Guttridge, (ed.), 'The American Correspondence of a Bristol
Merchant 1766-76: The Letters of Richard Campion', University

of California Publications in History, xx (1954), passim.
28. Brooke, Liverpool, 232.

79 . List of Shareholders, 1774, Hull City Museum Papers, Miscell-
aneous MSS., Box 19, George III 1760-80; G. Jackson, '"The Struggle

for the First Hull Dock', Transport History, Ii (1968), 21-47.



In matters of religion Hull was predominantly Anglican in the
eighteenth century. Bench, Trinity House and Dock Company regularly
filed into Holy Trinity Church in ostentatious splendour. That
church, and St Mary's, Lowgate, contain tombstones and memorial
tablets to many of the ruling oligarchy. This situation prevailed
until the early nineteenth century, when a survey of 1834 showed
that the average attendance at the eight Established Churches in

the town averaged 6,400, whereas attendance at the twenty three

30. By that time

the grip of the merchants on the town had considerably weakened.

non—-contformist chapels averaged just under 12,000

Nonconformity had its tentative beginnings in Hull in the seventeenth
century. Quakers, Independents and Presbyterians established con-
gregations, although they were not always long lasting. In the
tollowing century Baptists and Methodists appeared and made great
strides towards the close of the 1790's. Radicalism was never strong
in Hull before the 1830's, but the structure and ethos of non-
conformist congregations undoubtedly helped to shape the organization
and thinking of the political movements of that decade. Roman
Catholics were very much in a minority in Hull, with no more than

450 in 1834. 1If anything they were ignored after the disgracetful
riots of 1780.31 Religion was in part, a barometer of social change:
the Anglican grip on the town weakened in the period 1800-1830,

as did the control of the merchant-banking group; the new corporation
in 1836 had a strong leavening of nonconformist tradesmen and

32

manufacturers.

Hull was the most important east coast port between London and
Scotland in the period of this study. It had not the wealth of
a Bristol or a Liverpool, but as it returned two M.P.s, and was
a county unto itself, it did not have to feel overawed by Yorkshire.
Celia Fiennes in 1697 recorded, 'the buildings of Hull are very

neate, it is a good trading town by means of this great River

30. V.C.H., Hull, 315.

e e e

31. ibid., 311-15; R.A. Ram, Political Activities of Dissenters
in the East and West Ridings of Yorkshire, 1815-50. Unpublished
Hull University M.A. thesis, 1964, 6-23.

32. Ram, 302; G. Lee, (ed.), Hull Directory (Hull, 1835), passim.




Humber'.33 Daniel Detoe compared it with Danzig and Rotterdam,

'or any of the second rate cities abroad'. 'The place', he said,
'is not so large as those; but in proportion to the dimensions of

it, lbelieve there is more business done in Hull than in any town

of its bigness in Europe'.34 The social life of the town, for the
wealthy at least, was not dull. William Wilberforce recalled the
1770's, 'It was then as gay a place as could be found out of London.
The theatre, balls, great suppers, and card-parties were the delight

' 3

of the principal families of the town. Tate Wilkinson, the actor-

manager, with experience of every fashionable town in Britain wrote
lavishly in 1790, 'Hull for hospitality and plenty of good cheer,
with too much welcome, intitles that town, in my opinion, to the

appelation of "The Dublin of England"'.36

Hull, then, was a prosperous town capable of exerting  itself
politically when the need arose. Provincial it may have been,
but it was no backwater hanging on the coat tails of London. The

voluminous political letters of the town are a testament to 1its aware-

ness and independence.

33. C. Morris, (ed.), The Illustrated Journeys of Celia liennes,

et s e e —— T mm—m—

1685-c.1712. (London, 1982), 93.

34 G.D.H. Cole and D.C. Browning, (eds.), Daniel Defoe: A lour

Through the Whole Island of Great Britain. (London, 1962), ii,
242,

35 R.I. and S. Wilberforce, The Correspondence of William Wilberforce.
(London, 1840), i, 3.

36. T. Wilkinson, Memories of His Own Life. (York, 1790), iv, 50.
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The Political Correspondence as Historical Records

The political correspondence presented in this study is of interest
as a compilation of historical records. In terms of chronology
the letters are desultory, and there are wide gaps. Between 1678
and 1689 many letters survive, but there is a comparatively smaller
number in the final decade of the seventeenth century. There is
a marked absence of significant letters in the first forty years
of the following century, and only a few in the 1740's and 1750's.
However, between about 1760 and 1820 there was a torrent of political
correspondence. lhis coincided with the period when the Rockingham-
Fitzwilliam interest dominated the town. Members of Parliament,
as well as Whig magnates, were prolific on paper. Thereafter the
flood subsided. lew letters survive from the 1820's, and in spite
of the intense political activity of the early 1830's, few manuscripts
are to be found. A final collection - albeit small - was occasioned

by the election of the radical M.P., T.P. Thompson, in 1835.

I'he provenance and condition of the surviving letters is a

commentary on the nature of manuscript historical evidence.

The Corporation of Hull holds in its record office, a large number
of letters for the decade 1678-1688. They concern matters of local
importance, with a few of national significance. There are many
letters from Hull members of parliament concerning events in London
— both in the Palace of Westminster and the chambers of the powertul
in Whitehall. The majority of these letters are in a good state

of preservation - as are nearly all the epistles in this study -

but some important ones are much decayed, making transcription
difficult. Gaps in the resulting text are inevitable. Between
the Glorious Revolution and the mid-eighteenth century the Corporation
manuscripts are thin. Possibly M.P.'s were less assiduous in their
correspondence as newspapers gradually became more available, or

the letters have been mislaid.1 LLord Wharton had considerable

1. Hull City Record Office contains unbound letters to the Corpora-
tion, arranged in folders and boxes, cited as H.R.O. BRL. There

are also three volumes of copies of letters from the Corporation,
covering the periods 1685-88 and 1707-13, 1694-97, and 1/778-

05. These are cited as H.R.O. BRL., 49, 50 and 51 respectively.




political influence at Hull in the early years of the eighteenth

century but none of his letters survive in this archive.

These years are not well supplied with letters. For the 1740s

and 1/50s a few survive to Sir Robert Walpole in the Cholmondeley

(Houghton) MSS. in Cambridge University Libraryz, from George Crowle

in the Newby Hall MSS. deposited in Leeds City Record Office3

’

and to the Sykes family in a collection of documents which has been

moved from Sledmere House, via the East Riding of Yorkshire Record

Office, to the library of Hull university4.

The massive archives of the Rockingham-Fitzwilliam tfamily are
now deposited in record offices near the great houses which produced
them. The Rockingham, and some of the Fitzwilliam papers from Wentworth
Woodhouse, are in Sheffield City LibraryS; the remainder of the
Fitzwilliam MSS. from Milton House near Peterborough are in the
Northamptonshire County Record Office6. As far as this work goes,
they concern Hull elections and M.P.s, but other political matters

such as the appointment of High Stewards, and the danger from the

American privateer, John Paul Jones, also appear.

Smaller collections amplify the Rockingham-Fitzwilliam material.

The Hartley-Russell MSS. until very recently deposited in the

Berkshire Record Office at Reading contain the papers of David Hartley,

and give a full picture of the work and troubles of a late

eighteenth century M.P.7 Similarly the papers and manuscript diaries

of Walter OStanhope, transferred from Cusworth Hall to Sheffield

Library, give an even fuller account of the day-to-day business of

a member's 1ife8. The papers of William Wilberforce are scattered.

2. Cited hereafter as Cholmondeley (Houghton) MSS., Cambridge
University Library.
Cited hereafter as Newby Hall MSS., Leeds City Record Office.

4. Cited hereafter as Sykes MSS., Hull University Library.

5. Letters and Papers of the second Marquis ot Rockingham, and
the second Earl Fitzwilliam in the Wentworth Woodhouse MSS.,

deposited in Sheffield Central Library. Cited hereafter as
Rockingham MSS., W,W.M.,R., and Fitzwilliam MSS., W.W.M.,F.

6. Letters and Papers of the second Farl Fitzwilliam, deposited

at the Northamptonshire Record Office, and cited as Fitzwilliam
MSS. (Northants R.O.).

7. Hartley-Russell papers, until recently deposited at the Berkshire
County Record Office, Reading. Cited hereafter as Hartley Moo.

The family have now removed the documents.
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The most interesting were printed by his sonsg, but other oddments
are to be found in the Wilberforce Museum at Hull, the Bodleian
Library at Oxford, and in the U.S.A., at Boston Public Library and
the library of Duke University, North Carolina.

Radicalism did not seriously affect Hull until the mid 1830's

and manuscripts are rare. The town did not figure largely in
Christopher Wyvill's Associated Counties and there are only a few

letters on this in the Gray MSS. in York City Librarylo, and in

the Wyvill papers (unpublished) in the North Yorkshire County Record

11

Office, at Northallerton The Home Office papers at the Public

Record Office have a few references to the vague rumours of
conspiracies at Hull in 181812.

In the nineteenth century there are serious gaps. The popular
and hard working Daniel Sykes left few political papers: there are
a few in the Fitzwilliam MSS at Sheffield and Northampton, and some
in the Corporation archives at Hull, but nothing in the Sykes family
papers at Hull university. M.D. Hill and William Hutt also worked
hard for their constituency in the 1830's, but their Whig-Liberal

politics did not suit the Corporation. No manuscript letter survives

at Hull, but several of their missives appeared in the Hull

Rockingham. The radical M.P.,T.P. Thompson left a small folio ot

. 13
papers which found their way into the University Library at Hull .

Other accessible collections proved disappointing. In the

British Library the Grenville papers yielded a few letters on the

elections of 1806 and 181214; there were odd reference in the kgerton

8. Papers of Walter Spencer Stanhope, cited hereafter as Spencer-
Stanhope MSS.; Memoirs of the Life of Walter Spencer-stanhope,
cited hereafter as Spencer-Stanhope, Memoirs. All are now

deposited at Sheffield Central Library.
9. R.I. and S. Wilberforce, Life of Wilberforce, passim.

10. Cited hereafter as Gray Papers, York City Library.

11. Cited hereafter as Wyvill MSS., North Riding Record Office.

12 Public Record Office, Home Office Papers. H.O., 50. Cited
hereafter as P.R.0. H.O. 50.

13. Cited hereafter as Thompson MSS., Hull University Library.

14. British Library, Additional Manuscripts, Grenville Papers,
Cited hereafter as B.L.Add.MSS., Grenville MSS.



11

Landsdowne, Newcastle and Stowe manuscriptslS. At Nottingham there

were some references to David Hartley, but not a great deal, in the

papers of the third duke of Portland16. References to particular

Hull elections were to be found in merchants' papers, such as the

Broadleys and Maisters,in the university library there17.

Ihe Corporation of Trinity House, Hull,still holds its own manu-
script sources and grants only limited access. The late Dr J.A.
Woods provided transcripts of important political letters of the
1720"s and 1740's, and the Secretary to the House kindly provided
copies of letters to and from David Hartley and William Hammond
in the 1770's and 1780'818. Unfortunately this was all. There
1s undoubtedly other material of significance, and it would be

interesting to trace opinion of the Brethren on the matters of

parliamentary and municipal reform, but historians must be grateful

tfor what they are allowed to see.

The letters presented in this study have both value and limita-
tions in the elucidation of Hull politics 1678 to 1835. The letters
of the 1670's and early 1680's conveyed to the Bench the excitement
and uncertainties of the Popish plot, and kept it well informed
of the happenings and rumours in London. It would be interesting
to discover if other M.P.s kept their constituents so well informed.
What the Hull bench thought of the business is unrecorded.

Similarly the struggles over the town's charter in the 1680's is
documented in excessive detail, providing a comprehensive account

of the frustrations of Hull's officials at the subterfuge of Whitehall.
Reactions in Hull may be guessed fairly accurately.

After 1689 the most exciting political events at Hull were
elections, and the majority of the surviving letters concern electoral
campaigns. The Newby Hall, Cholmondeley, Sykes, Rockingham,

Fitzwilliam, Hartley, Spencer Stanhope and Thornton manuscripts

15. Cited hereafter as B.L. Add. MSS., Lansdowne,Newcastle, and
Stowe Papers; B.L. Egerton MSS.

16. Letters and Papers of the third Duke of Portland, deposited

at Nottingham University Library. Cited hereafter as Portland
MSS.

17. Cited hereafter as Broadley Diary, Maister MSS., Hull University

[.ibrary.
18. Cited hereafter as Trinity House MSS., Trinity House, Hull.
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give accounts of campaigns to support candidates favoured by the
writers or recipients of these letters. Their opponents do not
fare so well: hardly any material survives, for example, on people
like Captain Lee, candidate in 1768, or John Mitchell M.P. for Hull
between 1818 and 1826. David Sykes, Hill and Hutt had a political
significance out of all proportion to the surviving manuscript
evidence - newspapers and surviving election 1iterature19 tell of
their campaigns. On the proceedings on the hustings, the letters
sometimes provide breathless accounts, but much more detail is provided
by the Hull newspapers from 1796 onwards. Before that date York,
Leeds and London papers gave some account, but not a great deal.
Letters usually provide voting figures as the polling develops,
but their final statistics are often less accurate than those of
the published poll books, and even those are not infallible. The
sociology of voting patterns is hardly hinted at in the letters,
and can only be appreciated when poll books are compared, conveniently
with the aid of a computer.

Overall the letters have a high standard of accuracy. Those
from M.P.s in the 1670's and 1680's may be checked against the pro-
ceedings and speeches of the House of Commons as recorded in the
official journal and various accounts of debates such as Cobbett's.
During the electoral campaigns candidates and organizers reported
activities and opinions, not all of which can be verified. The
reactions of Hull to Jacobite invasions and the approach of John
Paul Jones reveal panic and the circulation of rumour, but they
do describe how the town felt and the measures it took for its pro-
tection. The main area of doubt centres on radical activities.
There is little evidence to prove or disprove the alleged revolutionary
plot of 1818; James Acland was given to exaggeration in hils writings

and speeches on the condition of the town, and the report of the

commission on municipal corporations was by no means entirely fair.

19. The Wilson-Barkworth collection of election literature in Hull
Public Library covers campaigns between 1826 and 1835.




13

Ihe desultory nature of the letters, in part, reveals the quality
of the correspondents; lack of political excitement did not deter
the conscientious or the loquacious. In the seventeenth century
large numbers of letters survive written by M.P.s such as Gilby,
Warton, the Ramsdens and Charles Osborne. Similarly the town clerk

and town's husband despatched a prodigious amount of correspondence
over the charter in the 1680's. During elections Rockingham's agents

in Hull wrote regularly and fully on the proceedings, the most important
being William Hammond, Thomas Scatcherd and the Reverend Richard

Sykes. Certain candidates and M.P.s were equally assiduous especially

David Hartley, Walter Spencer-Stanhope, J.R.G. Graham, Staniforth

and Thornton.
The town was also badly served by correspondents at times.
Turner, Burford,Denys and Mitchell seem to have written very little.

Daniel Sykes, M.D. Hill and William Hutt clearly wrote a great deal
in the 1820 and 1830's but unfortunately little has. survived.
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The Nature of Hull Politics

lhis study sheds some light on the political history of Kingston
upon Hull over a period just exceeding 150 years. The dates are
quite precise: it starts with the death of Andrew Marvell M.P. on
16 August 16781 and concludes with the demise of the old corporation

on 31 December 1835. With the exception of several years at the

beginning and end, this was a period of political stability reflecting
the economic growth of the town. Political issues came and went,
sometimes causling excitement and friction, but the fundamental
equilibrium, firmly established by the 1690's was not seriously
challenged until the 1830's. National issues may have divided the
minds of such Hull people as thought about them, but they were not
often reflected in the politics of the town until the early nineteenth
century. Obviously matters were different when national or inter-
national issues took the form of an actual or threatened invasion

or attack. But apart from these, the most usual manifestation

!

of politics came at times of parliamentary elections, although 'party’

and '

platform' either did not exist, or were subordinate to the
personalities and purses of the candidates.

Various bodies and individuals exercised political influence,
in the town, particularly the government. Hull was a garrison
town and the military governor had some weight in municipal affairs.
Some had unfortunate careers: the catholic Lord Langdale was arrested
by protestant soldiers on the celebrated 'Town Taking Day' - 3 December
1688. Others had happier experiences: General Harry Pulteney
represented the town in parliament between 1744 and 1747, and one
of the reasons for the success of Lord Robert Manners - an M.P.
for thirty-five years - lay in his appolntment as Lieutenant Governor
in 1749. Custom House and Excise officers were also influential

as at Liverpool, Bristol and other ports. These officials could them-

selves vote until disfranchged in 1782, but they had an 1mportance
A

1. H.M. Margoliouth, (ed.), The Poems and Letters of Andrew Marvell.
(London, 1963), ii, Letters.
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beyond mere numbers since merchants naturally wished to stand well
with them for business reasons. The Custom House and Excise Office
also provided the government with a useful amount of patronage:
minor positions in the customs were much in demand. Lord Robert

Manners is said to have told them how to vote in the election of

1774.2 The office of High Steward was offered by the corporation

to a nobleman whom they considered would take an interest in the
town, and use his influence on their behalf at Court, but royal

approval was necessary. So government had a further instrument
to use in Hull. Monmouth and the earl of Plymouth became unpopular
for enforcing the will of James 11, but Rockingham, eighty years
later, was gladly accorded his honorarium of six gold pieces.

The corporation was also a political factor as in other boroughs
such as Leicester and Southampton, for example. The sheriff was
the returning officer. The Bench had to pass on the admission of
freemen — the voters of Hull before 1832 - though, except during
the by-election ot 17243, it does not seem to have abused 1ts power.
At times it threw its weight unreservedly behind a candidate, tor
example in April 1802 the corporation passed a resolution, with
one dissenting voice, that they would 'collectively and individually
exert themselves' to secure the return of Samuel ThorntonA. Other
local bodies also exerted influence. Trinity House in the early
eighteenth century tried to exercise a corporate influence on elections,
and in the later eighteenth century appears to have been a strong-
hold of the parliamentary Opposition. From its creation in 1774
the Dock Company similarly played a part in politics.

A number of local families were of political importance. lhe

Maister and Crowle families provided two M.P.s each, in the first

half of the eighteenth century, and William Wilberforce began his

2. Ralph Darling to David Hartley, 7/ Decmber 1774. Oakes Deeds,
Sheffield City Library, 0.D. 1393 161. (See No. (!0o),

3. J.R. Boyle, 'Bribery and Corruption at Hull - the Story of a
Parliamentary Election', Hull Times, 3 January 1903.

L. B.B., x, 366. Entry for 27 April 180Z.
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career as a representative for his native town. Two branches of
the Sykes family were important. The senior branch, settling at
Sledmere, declined in political significance at Hull, and turned

1ts attention elsewhere in the countyS, but the family of Joseph

6

Sykes™ of West Ella kept in close touch with municipal affairs.

Two of Joseph's sons, the Reverend Richard Sykes7 and Daniel Sykes8
who was member for Hull 1820-30 were especially important. According
to Richard Sykes, his father could always secure the return of one
member, but Joseph Sykes was nevertheless described as 'indolent

and avoids as much as possible the Town business'. The Sykes

family also had an interest at Beverleyg. Many local merchants,

in Hull as much as in Bristol and Liverpool influenced the votes

of the lesser free men. For example Thomas Williamson and his

5. The Sledmere branch was not without political importance elsewhere
in Yorkshire. ©Sir Christopher Sykes sat for Beverley, 1784-
90, and his son, Sir Mark Masterman Sykes represented the county,

1807-20. (L.B. Namier and J. Brooke, (eds.), The History of
Parliament: The House of Commons

__—_—_—_—_—M (LOI'ldOIl, 1964) 111,

514, cited hereafter as Namier and Brooke, Commons 1754-90.

J. Fairfax-Blakeborough, Sykes of Sledmere. (London, 1929),
66. )

6. Joseph Sykes (1722/23-1805), was a Hull merchant involved in
the iron trade with Sweden. He was sheriff of Hull in 1754,

and Mayor in 1771. (J. Foster, Pedigrees of the County Families
of Yorkshire (London, 1874), iii, n.p.)

7. Richard Sykes (1755-1832), son of the above, was educated at
Trinity College, Cambridge (B.A., 1777, M.A., 1780), rector
of Foxholes, and a J.P. for the East Riding, 1783-1815. (ibid.)

8. Daniel Sykes (1766-1832), another son, was also educated at
Trinity College, Cambridge (B.A., 1788, M.A., 1/91, elected
fellow, 1790), called to the Bar in 1793, he was Recorder ot
Hull in 1821, and M.P., 1820-30. (ibid.; G. Pryme, Memoir of

the Life of Daniel Sykes. (Wakefield, 1834), passim. )

9. R. Sykes to Fitzwilliam, 3 May 1784, Fitzwilliam MSS. (Northants.
R.O.; W.W.M. R.12-44.
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partner William Waller, were regarded in the 1780's as 'the most

powerful Interest in Hull'lo. Wider political groups also played

a part. In the middle of the eighteenth century, for a period of
some twenty years, the most influential figures in Hull politics
were the Marquis of Rockingham and Sir George Savile. The marquis

was building up a major electoral influence in Yorkshire and was

made High Steward of Hull in 176611. Savile was a personal friend,

a much respected individual both in the county and in the House

of Commons, though not perhaps in a strict sense to be considered

as a Rockinghamite. From 1766 to 1780 (and again from 1780 to 1784)

’

one of the members was their personal nominee. For most of this

period Rockingham and Savile were in Opposition. When Lord
Rockingham died in 1782, his nephew and heir, Earl Fitzwilliam

inherited the remnants of his Yorkshire interest. Fitzwilliam was

also made High Steward of Hull, in 180112. Fitzwilliam candidates

represented Hull from 1790-96, from 1806 to 1807, and from 1818
to 1820. Daniel Sykes, elected in 1820 and 1826, can be counted
as belonging to this interest, and so probably can William Battye
Wrightson, elected in 1830. A similar interest was maintained at

this time by the Cavendish family of Derby, controlling only one

seatlB.

Hull had a large electorate. The right to vote until the changes
of 1832 lay with the freemen or burgesses of the town, and their
number increased throughout this period. In the last twenty years

of the seventeenth century there were said to be some /00 burgesses;

460 votes were cast for John Ramsden in the election of 168514,

. 15
and under 500 are reputed to have polled in the 1685 election .

10. W.W.M. R12-54. (See No. /52)

11. B.B., ix, 363; Entry for 10 April 1766. G.H. Guttridge, 'The
Early Career of Lord Rockingham', University of California
Publications in History, xliv (1952), 1-49, passim.

12. B.B., x, 357. Entry for 4 December 1301.

13. V.C.H. Hull, 202; Namier and Brooke, Commons 1754-90, i, 248-9.
14. B.B., viii, 123.

15. W.W. Bean, The Parliamentary Representation of the S5ix Northern
Counties of England. (Hull, 1890), 846n. Cited hereafter as Bean,

Northern Representation.
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In the first half of the eighteenth century there were about 900 free—

men, the highest number of votes cast being the 773 for Nathaniel

Rogers in 172216. Between 1754 and 1780 the number of freemen rose

to about 1,200 and the most votes given to a candidate were the

1126 given to William Wilberforce in 178017. Between 1780 and 1832

the number rose to some 2,500: George Schonswar obtained 1564 votes

in 1830, The town kept pace with its neighbour, York, but outstripped

Norwich and Exeter18. The Reform Act of 1832 enfranchised those

who occupied houses worth £10 a year, the resident freemen retaining
the vote. It also extended the boundaries of the constituency.

There were now estimated to be 4,500 electors in Hull of whom about

one third were freemenlg, and in the election of 1835 David Carruthers

polled 1836 voteszo. Given the expansion of voters and population,

and the exclusion of women and children, the proportion of male

voters to male population remained at about 1:4 throughout much

of the periodzl.

With the exceptions of the rare honorary freedoms, freedoms

granted gratis, and those acquired by purchasezz, Hull males acquired

the parliamentary and muncipal franchise either by patrimony, or
the completion of an apprenticeship. However there seems to have
been a stipulation that to exercise the right to vote, sons on
reaching their majority, and apprentices on successfully completing

their time and having formally enrolled their indentures with the

16. R.R. Sedgwick, (ed.), The History of Parliament: The House of
of Commons, 1715-54 . (London, 1970), i,359. Cited hereafter

as Sedgwick, Commons 1715-54.
17. Namier and Brooke, Commons 1754-90, 1i,434-5.

18. H. Stooks Smith, (ed.), The Register of Parliamentary Contested
Flections. (London, 1841), 52, 174, cited hereafter as Stooks

Smith, Contested Elections. Namier and Brooke, Commons, 1/54-90
i,253, 342,

19. V.C.H., Hull, 240.
20. Stooks Smith, Contested Elections, 52.

21. This ratio is calculated by comparing the numbers of voters
and the population figures, which must be at least halved, for
the period. The result is hardly mathematically accurate, but
at least it gives some idea of the consistency of the proportion
of voters. (For population figures see V.C.H. Hull, 190, 215).

22 . Freedoms could vary in price. A minimum of £31.10.0. was agreed
in 1767, but in 1830 Captain William Bunney paid £300. (B.B.,

ix,375; x,241).
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Bench, had to take the burgess oath and pay the necessary dues, on

pain of payment of a fine varying between 30/- and 10/-. Throughout
the years the Bench Books reveal a steady stream of admissions to

freedoms, which sometimes swells to a torrent with the approach

of a parliamentary election which seems likely to be contested.

. . 2
Exeter provides a similar story 3. Apart from the by-election of
1724, the corporation seems to have made some attempt to regulate

the admissions of freemen who became conscious of their franchise

by the prospect of receiving polling money from the candidates.
For example in 1741, a month before polling, the bench ruled that
'"Wo more persons shall be admitted to their freedoms before the

' 24

next election This was probably followed in the elections of

1754 and 1774, but in 1768 the period had contracted to a fortnight.
For the elections of 1780 and 1790 this had slipped down to a week
or less, and in 1784 and all contested elections from 1796 to 1818
freemen were admitted right up to the actual polling days. The

town clerk did his best to examine the credentials of potential
voters, and from 1/80 the numbers of fines for lateness rose rapidlyzs.
By 1818 the situation threatened to get out of hand, as hurry,
confusion and fraud mounted. Legal advice was taken26 and in August
1819 the Bench ruled 'All persons hereafter intending to apply for
their freedom, do leave at the Town Clerk's Office a.State of their
{laims with the requisite Documents for Substantiating the same

at least fourteen days before they appear at a Bench to be sworn.
And that no person in future be admitted who shall not comply with

127

the terms of this Order The order was reiterated at the time

23. See Burgess Books ii (1645-1740), iii (1741-1802), iv (1802-
1835), H.R.O. BRG passim. For Exeter, see Newton, Exeter, 36,43.

24, B.B., viii, 911. Entry for 2 April 1741.
25. B.B., ix, x, xi, passim.

26. B.B., xi, 183. Entry for 4 August 13183.

27. B.B., xi, 198. Entry for 3 August 1819.
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of the 182028 election and whilst freemen were still admitted up

to polling day the number of lateness fines dropped considerablyzg.
Three weeks before the 1826 election, the Bench resolved to deal

with the admission of suitably qualified freemen on 'Tuesdays and

Fridays'BQ:in 18330 and 1831 they sat three times a week31 for this

purpose.

Not all freemen lived in the borough. Between 1790 and 1820
almost one third are said to have resided in the surrounding counties

. 32 .
and some in London™ . There were some restrictions on freemen.

The Durham act preventing honorary freemen from voting in elections
unless they had held their freedom for at least twelve months, did
not really affect Hull where such people were few. Crewe's act
of 1/82 was said by T.H.B. 0ldfield to have disfranchised about
fifty customs and excise officer833. Mariners and men in the king's
service were frequently away from Hull at election time. A parti-
cularly unfortunate individual was the freeholder living in the
county of the town of Hull. He was not a freeman of Hull or a
freeholder of Yorkshire, consequently he had no franchise. Attempts
were made to help, particularly by Daniel Sykes who introduced a
bill in the Commons, but to no avail. It is not clear whether the
1832 Reform Act and the boundary changes alleviated his plight.

It is difficult to be consistently precise about the social
composition of the fzeemen, although their names and many of their

3

occupations survive~ . At the top were men described as 'Gent'

or 'Esquire', who were probably the scions of successful merchant

28. Hull Advertiser, 26 February 1820.
29. B.B., xi, 216-25, passim.

30. B.B., xi, 428. Entry for 23 May 1826.

31. Hull Advertiser, 9 July 1830, 8 April 183l.

32. Ex.Inf., History of Parliament Trust; V.C.H., Hull, 193. See Appendix II.

33. T.H.B. Oldfield, The Entire and Complete History, Political

and Personal, of the Boroughs of Great Britain. (London, 1792),
iii, 254.

34. In the Poll Books, for example. See Appendix 1LI.
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families like the Maisters and Wilberforces. Beneath them, and

aspiring to their status, was a middle rank of ship owners, merchants,
attorneys and bankers; then came the mass of the freemen, small

35

tradesman and craftsmen of varying degrees of prosperity

The distinctions and relationships between the various groups
were highlighted at election times. Oldfield wrote, in 1792: 'for
upwards of thirty years the candidates have paid the poorer order
of voters two guineas for each vote. The number who took the money
was commonly two thirds of the voters. So established is this species
of corruption, that the voters regard it as a sort of birthright.
Very few of the voters are independent of the higher ranks of people
in the town'36. Oldfield here describes the most usual feature
of Hull elections. Indeed the system of paying voters was more
extensive than he suggests. Hull freemen had two votes and it was
the custom to pay two guineas for a vote - four guineas for 'plumpers'
- even when there was no contest. The origins of this system are
not known: Oldfield's account suggests that it had been established
at least by the general election of 1754. It existed in 1766, for
Thomas Johnson wrote in 1784 from Great Yarmouth to Walter Spencer
Stanhope to ask for his two guineas. 'I did not know', he added
'my Preasence was requierd. I recived the Bountey here when Mr
Weddel first was Chose with oute Opsition [i.e. in 1766] and I gave
him my Vote on that Acount and have allways kept to one partey at
the Poll Books can prove'.37 It was certainly followed in 176838,
and can be studied in considerable detail in the accounts of Walter
Spencer Stanhope for 1784 and 179639. In 1830 William Battye

. . 41
Wrightson continued the payments40, as did David (arruthers in 1832 .

35. Classification is arbitrary, but not impossible. An attempt
has been made for several other constituencies by J.A. Phillips

in Flectoral Behaviour in Unreformed England: Plumpers, Splitters
and Straits. (Princeton, 1982), 321-2. See Appendix I1.

36. 01dfield, History of Boroughs, iii, 254.

37. Thomas Johnson to Walter Spencer Stanhope, 19 September 1/34.
Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60567/57 (See No.216).

38. Pocket Book of Robert Broadley. Hull University Library. D.P.146
Entry for 28 March 1768.

39, Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60568, 3 bundles, passim.
40. Battye-Wrightson MSS., Leeds City Record Office, A/222.

41 . Wilson-Barkworth Collection of Election Literature, Hull Public
Library. 1832 election, passirm.
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Much has been made of the corruptness of Hull elections in this
respect, but the freemen lost nothing by it and the poorer voters
were better off by two or four guineas. It was an important fact

of political life at Hull, and payment became essential for success.

Candidates who refused courted disaster. In 1782 Henry Thornton

objected to paying and found little support in the by—election of

4 . .
that year 2. Similarly David Hartley was warned by the Sykeses

of the dangers inherent in withholding the money43. In spite of
the considerable influence of government and other groups, it was
very difficult for any one interest to secure the return of both
members. Hull had a large and often politically unruly electorate,
and with the increasing number of contested elections from 1768
— 14 out of 20 were contested between 1768 and 1835 — the freemen
developed zest for a three or four cornered fight particularly in
the early nineteenth century. More than once a third candidate
was supported merely because he was the cause of a contest.
'Polling money' was not the only expense to trouble the pockets
of candidates. Out-voters had to be brought to the town, and
according to Oldfield, 'the two guineas being paid for each vote,
the out-voters have been paid one guinea for expenses, if resident
twenty miles or under from Hull, and two guineas for above twenty
miles, and under fifty; above fifty, as could be agreed'.44 In
the general election of 1780 William Wilberforce paid out as much
as £10 per head45. Entertaining loomed large. Walter Spencer
Stanhope's accounts for 1796 contain many bills for breakfasts, dinners
and especially brandy and porter46. In 1832 George Steeple, David
Carruther s’agent, signed innumerable tickets to enable freemen

47

to acquire a free pint of ale . Handbills and other election

42. H. Thornton, Recollections. Cambridge University Library, Add.
MSS., 7674/1/N, pp.16-19. See No.176.

43. Joseph Sykes to David Hartley, 22 July 1/82; Richard Sykes to
David Hartley, 2, 18 August 1782. Hartley MSS., D.EHy.017/3/64,
70, 74. See Nos.180, 185, 188.

44, T.H.B. Oldfield, The Representative History of Great bBritain
and Ireland. (London, 1816), v,276-7.

45. R.I. and S. Wilberforce, Life of Wilberforce, i,160.
46. Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60568, third bundle.
47 . Wilson Barkworth FElection Literature, 1832, passim.



o 23

literature had to be paid for, for example on 22 and 23 May 1796

Stanhope ordered 1,500 election addresses, 3,500 breakfast and
48

compliment cards, and 100 pens ~. Agents and runners were needed,

!

although important political 'managers' like William Hammond of

the Dock Company and the Reverend Richard Sykes gave their services,
and considerable local influence, for the love of the Rockingham
interest. OSubscriptions to local clubs and charities, and the all-

important races werenot only necessary at election times, but vital

'

to the maintenance of the members’ local popularity. For example

between September 1784 and August 1785 Stanhope paid regular sub-
49

scriptions to at least three clubs in Hull “; in June 1796 Thornton

and Stanhope donated £100 each to a subscription to 'give occasional
assistance to distressed tradesmen of reputable character, by loan

of small sumsﬁyq

1785 and all was well; Weddell by 1774 had grown to dislike the

Stanhope paid his subscription to the races in

'areat idleness and disorder’' of the races, ceased to subscribe,

with an attendant falling-off of his popularitySl.

A1l in all, Hull was an expensive seat to contest, and only
those of wealth and influence could seriously affordto stand. There
is much information available concerning election expenses, although
the figures may not always be authoritative. In 1768 the election

cost Weddell £5,000, Manners £6,200 and the defeated Captain Lee,

¢ D2

£3,000 'who gave nothing after the election The elections of

1780 and 1784 cost Wilberforce £8,000 and £5,000 respectively,

according to Richard Sykes53, although Wilberforce's account with

Smith, Payne and Smith's bank suggests that the 1784 election cost

him £8,800 of which he had to meet all but £1,000 himselfsa. The

48. Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60568. Account with J. Ferriby.

49. ibid., Accounts with Mr. Kent's, Mr. Johnson's, and Mr. Robinson's
clubs.

50. Hull Advertiser, 18 June 1796.

51. Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60568 ; Namier and Brooke, Commons 1754~
90, iii, 617.

52. Broadley's diary, Entry for 28 March 1768.

53. Richard Sykes to Fitzwilliam, 16 April 1784, Fitzwilliam MSS.
(Northants R.0.), Box X1603. See No . 49s,

54 . Account with Smith, Payne and Smith's Bank. Lincolnshire MS.
Microfilm in the Department of Western Manuscripts, Bodleian
Library, Oxford. Brigadier A.W.A. Llewellyn Palmer, kindly

a]lowed access to this microfilm.
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23

uncontested by-election in 1784 cost Stanhope £3,0007~. In 1790

Earl Fitzwilliam deposited £5,000 at Pease's Bank in Hull to support

56

Lord Burford's campaign® . Burford himself only bore a minor part

of the expense of his election, but his share still amounted to

57

£2,500 which he did not pay until 1802~'. In 1796, when Stanhope,

who had not stood in 1790, was defeated in trying to regain the

seat, he received 714 votes. His agent wrote that he thought 635

of those voters would accept 'the Forty two Pieces of Silver which

the Worthies have been in the habit of receiving' and that about

58

twenty of the plumpers would take four guineas apiece™ . Stanhope

certainly paid £1,320 18s Od to 620 voters, the rest of the expenses

o9

amounts to £1,523 18s 3d7°. 1In the same election Sir Charles Turner

spent at least £8,000, 'and no Interest established - to come in

again in the same ground, must be by the same profusion

'60. To

61

elect J.R.G. Graham in 1818 cost £8,500 " . Finally William Battye

62

Wrightson spent £5,402 to hold his seat from 1830-32"°. There is

some evidence that successful candidates paid their polling money

in installments in an attempt to ensure their re-election. At any

rate Wrightson appears to have paid half his polling money for the

election of 1830 in 1833. Hull was no exception, similar payments

were made at York, and in 180/, Fitzwilliam met a reputed bill for

£200,000 for the Yorkshire election

DD,

56.
57.

58.

59.
60.

o1l.

62.

63.

63

Sir Henry FEtherington to Fitzwilliam, 26 May 1789. Fitzwilliam
MS. See No.245.

Farl Fitzwilliam's Account Books, Fitzwilliam MSS.

St Albans to Fitzwilliam, 22 July 1802. Fitzwilliam MSS.
See No.307.

Edward Codd to Spencer Stanhope, 16 June 1796. ©Spencer Stanhope
MS., 60570/13. See No.282.

Spencer Stanhope MS., 60568, bundle 3.

Robert C. Broadley to Sir Christopher Sykes, 18 June 1796.
Sykes MS., Hull University Library, DDSY.101/67.

J.R.G. Graham to Fitzwilliam, 21 August 1818. Fitzwilliiam MS.,
W.W.M. F36/39. See No.373.

Battye Wrightson MS., A224a. This total may include some non-
Hull expenses.

ibid., J.F. Quinn, 'York Elections in the Age of Walpole',

Northern History (1986), forthcoming; E.A. Smith, '"The Yorkshire

Flections of 1806 and 1807', Northern History, ii (1967), 62-
GO.
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In the late seventeenth and early nineteenth centuries in parti-
cular, there were complaints of corruption, in the form of petitions
to parliament and demands for a scrutiny of votes, from defeated

candidates and freemen who had some kind of grievance. Most came
to nothing, several were motivated by sour electoral grapes, but

at least they throw some light on the proceedings and practices

of candidates. 1In 1679 William Gee was defeated in the election

at Hull, his petition availed him nothing, but he was returned later

04 65

in the year '. The Corporation supported the elected members

Sir James Bradshaw was defeated at the contested election of 1695,

and petitioned on the ground that the mayor had deliberately brought
forward the election date to reduce Bradshaw's share of the poll.

Ihe Commons committee confirmed the election, but would not discuss
66
!

Bradshaw's petition as 'vexation, frivolous and groundless
Bradshaw was asked to stand again in January 1700/01, but before
allowing his name to go forward, felt compelled to justify his

attitude to the penal laws against Catholics which had come under

67

consideration . He was again defeated at the poll and petitioned
this time on the ground that the sheriff had refused a scrutiny.
The other unsuccessful candidate, Charles Osborne petitioned on

the grounds of 'bribes, entertainments and other indirect practices’.

68

There was no report on either petition ~. A scrutiny was agreed

to for the by-election of 1724 but in the end was not needed69.

No further occurrence of this nature took place until the general
election of 1774, when Captain Thomas Shirley petitioned against
David Hartley for using 'money, threats and other unwarrantable

proceedings', and against the Sheriff for 'partiality and refusing

64. P.A. Bolton, The Parliamentary Representation of Yorkshire
Boroughs, 1640-1685. Unpublished Leeds University M.A. thesis,

1966, 136.
65. B.B., vii, 614-17.

66. Journal of the House of Commons, xi, 340, 481-2. Cited here-
after as C.J.

67. James Bradshaw to the Company of Carpenters, 24 February 1699/
1700. B.L. Egerton MS., 3347, ff.1-2. GSee No.JS .

68. C.J., xiii, 330, 353.

69. Daily Journal, 29 January 1724.



a scrutiny'. Shirley later withdrew his petition70. The election
of 1802 was remarkable for the presentation of three petitions

against the returned numbers, alleging promises of 'money, meat

drink and entertainment'. Two petitions from freemen were directed

against Thornton, and one against John Staniforth. All came to
.71

nothing .

In 1818-19 twomen petitioned against J.R.G. Graham and on a

scrutiny it was discovered that several had voted for him who were

not eligible72. However, the outcome was not affected. The plight

of the Hull freeholders was ventilated in a petition of 1820, to

no avail73. In 1826 the petition against Daniel Sykes followed

74

the pattern of its predecessors’' . There was no petition after
the 1832 election, but from his cell in Bury St Edmunds gaol, James
Acland, the radical, who came bottom of the poll analysed the voting
figures for the benefit of the readers of his newspaper the Hull

Portfolio75, and later published his own poll book, thanking his

small body of supporters, and attacking his opponents who were very

much in the majority76. Finally in 1835 three electors petitioned

against the return of Colonel Thomas Perronet Thompson at a by-
election, on the grounds of 'bribery, treating and threats77. A
Commons committee examined the allegation - their findings later
being published as a pamphlet78 — declared Thompson duly elected,
but did not consider the petition and its supporters frivolous,

and actually struck eighteen names from the poll for not having

the right to vote79. A further petition of August 1835 accused
/0. C.J., xxxv, 20, 151.

/1. C.J., 1lviii, 47-8, 61-2, 86, 112, 234, 324, 643.

72. C.J., lxxiv, 92-3, 145-6.

/3. C.J., 1xxv, 321.

74, C.J., 1lxxxii, 82-3, 121, 125.

75. Hull Portfolio, 31 December 1832.
76. J. Acland, Poll Book for the 1832 Election, passim.
/7. C.J., xc, 407-8.

78. Hull Election: Proceedings before the Committee of the House
of Commons. (Hull, 1835).

79. C.J., xc, 480, 482.
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Carruthers of corruption at the general elections of 1832 and 1835,
1t levelled the same charge at the friends of Humphrey Mildway in
the by-election of June 1835. It was ordered to lie on the table

of the Commons and nothing further was heard of it. 1In the majority
of these cases there is little direct evidence to substantiate the
claims of the petitioners, but given the nature of elections at
Hull, there was probably more than a grain of truth in their accusa-
tions. In all there were thirteen Hull petitions, Liverpool had

eleven, but York only had five. The small borough of Hedon, just

outside Hull, managed eight80.

Apart from the turmoil of the 1680's, national issues played
little part in Hull politics before the nineteenth century. In
1780 David Hartley attributed his defeat to his opposition to the
American War,and in 1784 he suffered from the general unpopularity
of the Fox-North coalition. But these defeats in fact can only
partially be attributed to national politics, as was Edmund Burke's
debacle, at Bristol in 1780. William Wilberforce who defeated
Hartley in 1780 was also against Lord North's American policy, and
by 1784 Hartley was so unpopular at Hull that dislike of the coalition
is scarcely needed to explain his defeat. Sitting members in the
eighteeenth century were usually defeated (or thought it best to
withdraw from the contest) because of local circumstances, sometimes
of only trivial importance. In the nineteenth century the freemen
became increasingly keen on contests and all too frequently supported
the 'third man' who caused the contest whatever the merits and
services of their representations might be. Nor was party allegiance
often involved in Hull elections. Contests in the eighteenth century
were between Whigs, and in the nineteenth century the emergence of the
new Whig and Tory parties does not seem to have exerted much influence
at election times. There were no sharply defined party platforms
even in the 1830's when the party names were used more frequently,
and there existed some rudimentary local organization. Views might
differ on Catholic emancipation, but no Hull 'Tory' candidate could
hope to succeed if he placed himself implacably against parliamentary

reformBl.

80. C.J., xc, 536-37; Bean, Northern Representation, passim.

i

81 . Wilson Barkworth Election Literature, 1832 Election. Letter
of David Carruthers, dated 30 October 1832, printed as a

broadsheet.
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Party may not have had much meaning, but the electoral campaigns
of candidates needed careful organization. Committees were established
to canvass the freemen, organize the receptions and public speeches
of their candidates, prepare the election literature, and pay the

polling money. The Rockingham-Fitzwilliam interest was particularly
fortunate in having men like the Reverend Richard Sykes, William

Hammond and the influential local tradesman Thomas Scatcherd to

act as their agents. Walter Spencer Stanhope had the services of
James Smith in 1784, and Edward Codd, the town clerk, in 1790 and

32 .
17967, and in 1832 George Steeple acted for David CarruthersB3

There were, of course, rival groups of political managers, but they
do not seem to have divided over political issues until 1784.
Stanhope was informed in that year that the merchant and shipowner
Philip Green had 'got to Hull a red hot Foxite and much prejudiced
against you'84.

Hull was well served with newspapers from the mid-1780's, and
both printers and agents were concerned to ensure that the contests
received publicity. The Hull Packet, founded in 1/8/, at first
contained brief non-committal political reports, but by the 1830's
spoke for the Tories. The Hull Advertiser had a more varied history.
Its political coverage was extended in the 1820's and it gave a
qualified support to the Tories during the Reform Bill crisis, but
in 1833 it changed hands and political sympathy, inclining more
towards reform generally. The principal Whig organ was the
Rockingham and Hull Weekly Advertiser established in 1808, it was
said, by the Sykes family and their friends. The radicals in Hull

had their opinions formed or confirmed by James Acland's short

lived unstamped papers, the Hull Portfolio, the Libel and the

Dauntless. As well as serious reporting, the newspapers attacked

each other particularly during elections,and Acland took great

82. E. Codd to Spencer Stanhope, 16 June 1796. Spencer Stanhope
MS., 60570/13. (See No.A82.). E.A. Smith 'The Election Agent
in English Politics, 1784-1832, E.H.R., Ixxxiv (1969), 23.

83 . Wilson Barkworth Election Literature, 1832 Election.

4. James Smith to Spencer Stanhope, 2 May 1784. Spencer oStanhope
MS., 60570/8. (See No.20%)
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pleasure in berating his three substantial rivalsBS. Ihis pattern

of a mixture of Tory, Whig and Radical newspapers was to be found

in other towns such as Leeds, Manchester and Sheffield as well as

1n the metropolis.

Newspapers and the broadsheets of candidates were accompanied
by electoral literature in the form of squibs, poems and parodies.

Much of this survives for general elections of 1790, 1796, 1802,

1812, 1818 and 1830—3586. Also different colours were used by the

respective candidates in the form of flags, banners, ribbons,

cockades, and in the 1830's, placards. The origin of this practice

1s obscure, there was no uniform agreement. A recent writer has

suggested that colours were adopted by local groups or associations

influenced by local traditions, tastes or families, and also the

actions of other groups in pre-empting certain colours. In some

cases colour was the only difference between the prospective candi-

87 .
date” . This may have happened at Hull. Throughout much of the

eighteenth century Hull M.P.s were Whigs, and many . - adopted

orange as their colour in honour of William III whose gilded

. 33
Augustan statue was erected in 173377, and the centenary of whose

accession was celebrated in 178889. Opponents of whig candidates

looked for alternative colours, but in the case of Hull it is by
no means clear where such colours came from. When colours were
first used is not known. In 1784 Stanhope was informed by his agent

that he would be escorted into Hull by his friends 'with Colours'

but what they were is not mentionedgo. In 1789 Richard Sykes hinted

that the Fitzwilliamite candidate for the ensuing election, Lord

Burford had buff as his colour, and Stanhope's may have been bluegl.

85. V.C.H., Hull, 429; D. Read, Press and People 1790-1850. Opinion
in Three English Cities. (London, 1961), 108, 137, 169, 198.

86. Wilson Barkworth Election Literature, passim. The election

literature for 1790 is printed in G. Hadley, A New and Complete
Historv of the Town and Countv of the Town of Kingston-upon- Hul/.

( Hull, misdakted 1788), 487-91. That for 1802 is in the poll book,
tor that year, in the British Library.

7. G.D.M. Block, A Source Book of Conservatism. (London, 1964),

74, 78.
88. B.B., viii, /797.

89. Hull Packet, 11 November 1/88.

00. James Smith to Spencer Stanhope, 21, 22 May 1784. OSpencer
Stanhope MS., 60567/31, 32. See Nos.Zi, 215.

91. Richard Sykes to Fitzwilliam, 18 May 1789. Fitzwilliam M5.,
Box 40. See No.Z43.
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In the 1796 election Sir Charles Turner was returned as a third

92

candidate using pink”“. Stanhope purchased cockades and ribbons

93

but there is no indication of their colour . In 1802 and 1806

>amuel Thornton, a government supporter was referred to as the

94

'blue candidate Staniforth and Denys in 1812 were respectively

pink and blue and had government connections, Lord Mahon was the

. 95 .
orange candidate”~. Again in 1818 the government supporters Staniforth

and Mitchell were pink and blue and the Whig, J.R.G. Graham, orange96.
Ihe pattern was clearly set and in the ensuing elections of 1826,
1830, 1831, 1832 and 1835 the government supporters, or Conservative
candidates after 1832 were blue or pink, and the Whigs orange97.

Other places did not conform. In Cambridge Tory colours were yellow

and pink, and red in parts of the north east.

92. The Whole of the Chapters, Songs, etc., circulated during the
late Election at Hull. (Hull, 1796), 11.

93. Spencer Stanhope MSS., 60568, bundle 3.
94. 1802 Poll Book, pt.iv, pp.3-4; Hull Advertiser, 25 October 1806.

95. A Selection of Squibs etc., circulated during the Election.
(Hull, 1812), 42, 47.

96. Kingston Wit, Humour and Satire. (Hull, 1818), 78.
97. Hull Advertiser, 13 June 1826, 23, 30 July, 6 August 1830,

29 April 1831, 7 December 1832. Rockingham and Hull Weekly
Advertiser (cited hereafter as Hull Rockingham), 10 June 1826,

15 December 1832. Wilson Barkworth Election Literature, 1832
and 1835 Elections.
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IRY

Ihe Emergence of Political Stability, 1678-1690

During the dozen years which followed the death of Andrew Marvell
Hull, together with other boroughs, experienced the attempts of
royal government to impose its will. Interference in elections,
the withdrawal of the town's charter, and the quartering of troops
were all employed. At times the borough dug its heels in, at other
times it prudently gave way, but from these struggles there emerged
a workable modus vivendi, and a confidence in political matters
which paralleled the growing commercial prosperity of the town.
Marvell expired on 16 August 1678, in the midst of the political
tension over the Popish plot. The High Steward, the duke of Monmouth,
promptly used his influence to try to secure the return of a Court

candidate. He recommended Captain John Shales, a minor official,

who had the support of Danby, and the duke of York. :5hales.later became

infamous for providing rotten victuals in the Irish campaign of
16891. Both Monmouth and Shales appealed to the corporation for

support, and Prince James addressed Trinity House. The other member

for the town, Colonel Anthony Gilby, was similarly approachedz.

!

Shales was a complete stranger and 'met with those discouragements

3

there that he declined standing' The Corporation was now free

to choose one of their own number, William Ramsden, who seems to

have been returned unopposed when the writ reached Hu114. This

1. B.D. Henning, (ed.), The History of Parliament: The House of
Commons, 1660-90. (London, 1983), i, 476. (Cited hereafter as

Henning, Commons 1660-90.). This chapter is based largely on
the recent accounts of Henning, Bolton, Gillett and MacMahon

(E. Gillett and K. MacMahon, A History of Hull. (Hull, 1980),
183-86), and particularly that of G.C.F. Forster in V.C.H. Hull,

112-120.

2. Monmouth to Corporation, 23 August 1678; Shales to Corporation,
24 August 1678, H.R.O. BRL. 893, 894. Duke of York to Irinity
House, Trinity House MSS., Miscellaneous Letters. (See Nos.1-3).
Calendar of State Papers (Domestic), cited hereafter as C.5.P.D.,

xx, 375, 379.
3. quoted in Henning, Commons 1660-90, 1, 476.

4. Sir Anthony Irby to the Mayor, 3l October 1678; Sir Anthony
Gilby to the Mayor, 6 November 1678, H.R.O. BRL. 899, 900, see
Nos.7,8. B.B., vii, 594; Henning, Commons 1660-90, i, 477, iii,
312. The sending of the writ was hastened by the activities
of Robert Stockdale, the Corporation's agent in London. (H.R.O.

BRL. 1194, ff.324-29).
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act of defiance was carefully tempered by sending Ramsden six broad
5

The duke was surprised but accepted both gold and new member6.

pieces of gold' as an honorarium to be delivered to Monmouth

7

An explanatory letter and three barrels of Hull ale no doubt helped
In spite of this, the Corporation had displayed their wish to assert
the town's electoral independence, and had shown their disapproval
of royal policy8.

A general election was to be held early in 1679, and Monmouth
again put pressure on the Corporation. He sent letters to several
towns such as Worcester and Reading, and in a letter of 25 January
to Hull he recommended Lemuel Kingdon, Paymaster to the Forces and
another Court candidate. The burgesses were informed that his Grace

nust judge the reality of their affection to him by their reactions
to gratify him in the acceptance of a person that he so earnestly

9

concerns himself for'". A few days-later Kingdon wrote in person

Gilby offered himself again, but he was ignoredll.Mbnmouth wrote

~again to the Corporation, and to Trinity Houselz. Under royal

10

pressure Dr Thomas Watson of St John's College, Cambridge, a Hull

man later to be Bishop of 5t Davids, added his weight13. At first

the Corporation seemed obdurate and evasive: it 'thought fitt' that
an answer to Monmouth's second letter 'be suspended for a samall
time', and regretted that 'the constitution of our Corporation in
the election of their Purgesses to serve in Pliament is by a promis-

cuous number that wee are not capable to give your Grace that measure

14

to expresse what wilbe the certaine effect thereof'™ .

. B.B., vii, 598.

5

6. C.S.P.D., xx, 561.
/7. B.B., vii, 600, 601.
8 Hull, 113.
9

V.C,H
. V.C,H., P
. B.B., vii, 607; C.S.P.D., xxi, 53; Henning, Commons 1660-90,

ii, 686-7; M.D. George, 'Elections and Electioneering 1679-81",
E.H.R., x1v (1930), 575-6n.

10. Kingdon to the Mayor, c.29 January 1678/79. H.R.O. BRL. 925.

See No. (&.
11. Gilby to the Mayor, 28 January 1678/79. H.R.O. BRL. 924. See
No.!7.

12. B.B., vii, 608; Trinity House MSS., Miscellaneous Letters.

13. Watson to the Mayor, 4 February 1678/79. H.R.O. BRL. 926.

See Nos. |9, 67.

14. B.B., vii, 607, 608.
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The point had been made and the Corporation had no wish to
permanently alienate their principal representative at Whitehall.

On 11 February Kingdon was granted his freedom ecratis and Monmouth's

. 15
letters were read publicly ~. Even so there was some opposition.

Alderman George Crowle considered standing but deferred to Kingdon.

Ramsden stood again and Kingdon was opposed by William Gee a country

gentleman of Whig inclinations, whose family had long been connected

. 16 .
with Hull™". Trinity House followed the lead of the Corporation

and lent its support to Ramsden and Kingdon, to the delight of

17
Monmouth™ . The defeated candidate, Gee, petitioned against Kingdon's

return on the grounds of illegal pressure on the burgesses by the

Court interest. He was supported by his kinsman Sir John Hotham18

who enlisted an active body of supporters in the House. Hotham
presented the petition and the issue was referred to the Committee
for Elections and Privileges. Ramsden warned the Bench that it
should prepare for an expensive defence of its rights. It resolved
to draw up a certificate signed by burgesses, denying pressure,

and ordered £100 to be forwarded to the members to help defray costs.
Monmouth was also asked to help. A conflict loomed but the early

dissolution of this first Exclusion Parliament prevented a trial

of strength on the caselg. It is likely that the two Hull members

paired for the division on the Exclusion Billzo.

15. ibid., 609.
16. ibid., 610; Henning, Commons 1660-90, ii, 382-3.

17. Trinity House to Kingdon and Monmouth (draft), 28 February 1678/
79; Kingdon to Trinity House, 8 March 1678/79, Trinity House
MSS., Miscellaneous Letters. (See Nos.25,26 ). C.S.P.D., xxi, 96.

18. Sir John Hotham (1652-89), was member for Beverley at this time;
in 1679 he sat on the Committee for Elections and Privileges.
He became Governor of Hull in 1689. (Henning, Commons 1660-90,

ii, 584-7).

19. B.B., vii, 610, 614, 615, 616, 617, 624; H.R.O. BRL. 927, 929,
930, 932, 933, 936, 937, 943, 946. (See Nos.27-3! passim.).
Bolton, Yorkshire Boroughs, 52.

20. Henning, Commons 1660-90, i, 477.
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By the time of the second election of 1679 things had changed.
Ramsden did not offer himself again, probably on grounds of age
and infirmity. Monmouth now had growing hopes of being declared

heir to the throne and decided to make no recommendation21. Kingdon

offered himself, but soon withdrewzz. Instead Gee and another
neighbourhood gentleman Sir Michael Warton were returned without
a contest, both were ardent WhigszB. In the election of 1681 they

were again returned unopposed, to the Oxford Parliament, to the

joy of the Whig pre5524.

Between 1680 and 1685 Hull's opposition to government policy
grew and matters were complicated by the attack on dissenters25
as well as the usual wish to maintain municipal independence. In
May 1680 the Bench, under pressure from the Privy Council to enforce
the law, resolved by seven to three votes to dismiss Alderman Daniel
Hoare for refusing to take the Covenant. Hoare appealed to the
Council which ruled in his favour, whereupon the majority of the
aldermen objected and asked for their decision to be upheld. After
a legal wrangle the Privy Council decided against the reinstatement
of Hoare who nevertheless took his place on the Bench and had to
be ejected by the mayor's officers before the Corporation could
fill the vacancy caused by his dismissal. Throughout the dispute
Hoare maintained his loyalty to the Church of England but his later
career indicates connections with nonconformity, while his few
supporters among the aldermen showed similar sympathies. It is
therefore probable that the affair marked the beginning of the attack
on dissent in the town, as well as a further stage in the curtailment
of local liberties. As dissenters were not that numerous or powerful

at Hull, there was never the sharp clash between them and the Anglican

21, B.B., vii, 0625.

22. Kingdon to the Mayor, 23 August 1679. H.R.O. BRL. 955 (see
No.3Z); Gillett and MacMahon, Hull, 183.

23. Bolton, Yorkshire Boroughs, 54; Henning, Commons 1660-90, iii,
673-4,

24, B.B., vii, 704; George, E.H.R., XLV, 576n.; Warthn to the Mayor
28 January 1680/81. H.R.O. BRL. 997 (See No.W¥).

25. V.C.H., Hull, 111-12, 312; W. Whitaker, Bowl Alley Lane Chapel.

(London, 1910), 56-69; Carleton Monckton, View of Kingston upon
Hull. (MS. in Hull Central Library, c.1700), ff.34-5.
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corporation, as developed at Norwich. Here also, Tories were elected

26

Lo all the Exclusion parliaments. In the autumn of 1681, with
tempers raised by the Exclusion crisis, a declaration of loyalty
to the King by the aldermen of Hull now passed by only four to

three votes, and in the following June it was decided, by seven

to four votes not to send an address abhorring the Whigs' 'association'
27

to promote the exclusion of the duke of York

Following the fall of Monmouth, the government set about restoring

its inftluence. Its first nominee for the vacant governorship, the

Earl of Mulgrave, quickly found his commission cancelled because
he was suspected of adhering to Monmouth's interest28. In his place
29

a lTory, the Earl of Plymouth,was appointed in November 1682
Shortly afterwards he became High Steward as well, at the request

of the Corporation which at first considered an invitation to the

Marquis of Halifax30. lts decision to ask Plymouth to serve instead

was no doubt taken in the hope of securing the help of an influential

patron at court31.

In spite of this, the political’ disaffection of Hull was a
reason for the government's attack on the town's privileges in the
summer of 1684, as part of its general campaign to bring the
parliamentary boroughs to heel. In June of that year quo warranto
proceedings were threatened against the town, and the Corporation
resolved nemine contradicente to surrender the charter immediately:
there were, however, battles over the surrender elsewhere, such
as at Norwich and Leicester. Hull aldermen attempted to enlist
the support of Plymouth and Halifax to help prevent 'the troubles
of a quo warranto against us'. The town clerk Edward Haslem, and

the town solicitor James Kynvin were to be the intermediaries with

26. V.C.H., Hull, 119, J.T. Evans, Seventeenth Century Norwich.
(Oxford, 1979), 252, 257, 267.

27. ibid., 114; B.B., vii, 746, 770. Entries for 18 October 1681,
15 June 1682.

28. John Sheffield, Earl of Mulgrave, later Duke of Buckingham and

Normanby (1647-1721). (Handbook of British Chronology. | London,
1961, 419, 439-40; C.S.P.D., xxiv, 535).

29. Thomas, Lord Windsor (c.1627-87), created Earl of Plymouth atter
this appointment. (G.E.C. Cockayne, Complete Peerage, x, 561);

A. Browning, (ed.), The Memoirs of Sir John Reresby. (Glasgow,
1936), 281; B.B., viii, 40.

e ————

30. B.B., viii, 55, 56, 60; C.5.P.D. (1683), 189, 192.
Hull, 114.

31. V.C.H., Hull
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the peers™, and the timing of the actual surrender was left to

Plymouth's discretion33. A deputation of four aldermen accompanied

34
the charter to London™ to present the documents, and also to suggest

several beneficial amendments. These included putting forward two

lites at the election of aldermen, sheriffs and chamberlains; the

procedure to be followed if the date of election fell on a Sunday;

the deputising if the mayor was ill, and various problems concerned

with the garrison35.

During the ensuing negotiations, extending over a period of

ten months Haslem, Kynvin, and occasionally Ramsden, kept the

36

Corporation fully informed. Over sixty letters were received
Amongst the numerous explanations of delays two issues arose. One

was the possibility of compensation to the town for land taken by

the citadel, together with the problem of responsibility for maintaining
the banks on garrison side37. The other concerned the future of

the Bench. At first it seemed that Thomas Johnson, an alderman

of fourteen years' standing, was likely to be excluded on the advice

of the High Steward because of his nonconformist leanings. Johnson
strongly objected, pointing to his voting record. He also secured

a declaration of support from some of his fellow aldermen, although

1t seems that the majority was against him. The mayor remarked

that a formal motion in support of Johnson would not have carried38.
Similarly Plymouth opposed the reappointment of Robert Carlisle

who was believed to have supported Gee and the Whig interest in

the election of 1685, but Carlisle's denial was endorsed by his

brother aldermen, and after some hesitation, Plymouth agreed to

32. B.B., viii, 98-99; Evans, Seventeenth Century Norwich, 289;

R.B. Pugh, (ed.), The Victoria County History of Leicestershire:
City of Leicester. (London, 1958), iv, 114. Cited hereafter

as V.C.H., Leics.
33. B.B., viii, 101.

34. Aldermen Lamberﬁ)Maister, Mason and Sissons. (ibid., 102).

35. B.B., viii, 106. These were later recorded in T. Gent, History
of Hull. (Hull, 1735), 179n., and J.R. Boyle, Charters and

Letters Patent Granted to Kingston upon Hull. (Hull, 1895),
190-91n.

36. H.R.O. BRL. 1014-1101, passim.
37. See, for example, H.R.O. BRL. 1084 (No.b3)

38. H.R.O. BRL. 1029 (No.ss); B.B., vii, 40, 114-15; V.C.H., Hull,
119. .
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his inclusion

Charles 11 died in February 1685 before the new charter was
approved. The accession of James 11 was duly proclaimed at Hull

and an address sent, after Plymouth had insisted on the inclusion

4
of more fervently loyal phrases 0. In this tense atmosphere, with

the town awaiting the charter, the political influence of the royal

government was at its height. The ensuring election was managed
for the court by Plymouth. Sunderland, James's principal Secretary
of State informed him on 13 February, 'His Majesty would have you
use your utmost endeavours and employ all your interest as Governor

of Hu!l or otherwise to secure the election of gooa numbers for

the Parliament, but not to engage yourself to any particular person

till your know his further pleasure'41. Plymouth set to work and

two days later informed Lord Halifax that the Corporation had fixed

on Ramsden's son John, and was willing to accept Halifax's dissolute
47

and rebellious eldest son, Lord Elland, for the other seat

Apparently this offer was not acceptable, and Ramsden was to be

partnered by Sir Willoughby Hickman, Plymouth's cousin43. For good

measure the court employed the Lord Chief Justice, George Jeffreys
to urge the burgesses to choose members 'of unspotted loyalty to

the Kinge[dom] [and of] unquestioned Zeale and affeccon for the Church

of England [who have]| passed through the late Times of Disorders
44

untainted' "~ . The Corporation and Trinity House loyally promised

!

to oppose the return of 'a person that was for the bill of exclusion',

a sentiment which earned royal approvalAS. However the election
39. H.R.O. BRL. 1071-2, and 1074 (No.62); V.C.H., Hell, 119.
40. B.B., viii, 118-19, 120-21.

41. C.S.P.D. (1685), 14; R.H. George, 'Parliamentary Elections and

Electioneering', Transactions of the Royal Historical Society,
xix (1936), 169, 170.

42. William Savile, second Marquis of Halifax (1665-1700). He was
known as Lord Elland from 1685, until he succeeded his {father

in 1698 (Dicticnary of Natiomal Biography. (London, 1920-21),
xvii, 851-2, cited hereafter as D.N.B.).

43. Henning,. Commons 1660-90, i, 477, ii, 546.
44, H.R.0. BRL. 1053 (No.56)
45. H.R.O0. BRL. 1059, 1064 (No.57,59); C.S.P.D. (1685), 23.
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was not to be uncontested and the two Whig ex-M.P.s Gee and Warton

stood, but were heavily defeated. The figures were Ramsden 460,
46

Hickman 422, Gee 127, Warton 32 ~. It is not clear whether the
burgesses received polling money but 72 new freemen were enrolled
just before the election.47 Similarly, loyal members were also

returned for Leicester and Shropshite, for example.

The Corporation and burgesses had been overawed and the local

political tide was running in favour of the Stuart reaction. Perhaps

1t 1s not surprising that Monmouth's rebellion aroused no response

in the town where he had once been popular. Writing from London,
Kynvin and Haslem passed on what they heard of Monmouth's movementsAS.
An official account of the duke's defeat at Sedgmoor followed

1mmediately after the battle, together with instructions for dealing
: | . 4 Lo .

with any supporters in the town ?. The military authorities

confined a number of suspects to their houses and imprisoned twenty

enemies of the government in the citadelso.

Royal power was further strengthened by the charter which was
finally granted in July 1685. Plymouth was named as recorder and
it permitted the government to interfere in the choice of aldermen.
Johnson and Carlisle were returned, but Francis Delacamp, Mark Kirkby

and William Shires were removed, possibly because they were absent

at the election51. Hull got off lightly: 10 aldermen and 16

councillors were removed at Norwich. The Charter generally confirmed
the town's rights and constitution, but there was also a clause,
normal in charters of this date, reserving to the Crown the right

to remove office holders by Order in Council. There were some

46. H.R.O. BRL. 1068,(No.6/); B.B., viii, 123.

47. Burgess Book, ii, 147-50; V.C.H., Leics., 117, G.C. Baugh, The

Victoria County History of Shropshire (London, 1979), iii, 257.
Cited hereafter as V.C.H., Salop.

48. H.R.0. BRL. 1086-87.
49. B.B., viii, 132: H.R.O. BRL. 1092, 1093 (No.6#4) -

50. V.C.H., Hull, 114; B.B., viii, 131, 132, 133; Reresby's Memoirs,
363n., (No.65)

51. H.R.O. BRL. 1068 (See No.#6l.); Boyle, Charters, 191n.; Lkvans,
Norwich, 292-3.
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improvements: mayoral elections were not to be held on a Sabbath;
the town was compensated for land lost to the citadel, although

it still had to repair banks and jetties on the east side of the
52

haven™ . More vexing to the townsfolk over the next two years
was the garrisoning of extra troops in Hull, partly no doubt to
enforce obedience. They were to be billeted in local public houses,

and the question of payment for this hospitality aroused strong
feelings, reflected in a flood of 1ettersS3.

The government took further steps to consolidate its hold upon
the town. Following Plymouth's death in November 1687, Lords

langdale and Dover, both Roman Catholics, were named as governor

and High Steward respectivelySA. Also, in support of the first

Declaration of Indulgence which suspended religious tests and granted
liberty of conscience to Roman Catholics and Protestant dissenters,
the King wished to know if he could count on the loyalty of the

Hull M.P.s. His-agents assured him that the numbers 'will readily

concurr with Your Majesty in establishing the Libertie proposed

1 DD

by Your Majesty's most Gracious Declaration The Corporation

readily accepted the offer, made in August 1687, of Hickman and

. . 6
Ramsden to represent the town in the next parllament5 . But by

the beginning of 1688 the two had returned negative replies to the

57, still retaining the good offices of most of

the corporation who were turning against royal policy58. Langdale

King's questions

tried to force Sir James Bradshaw on the town, and the royal agents

reported optimistically:

52. H.R.O. BRL. 108{ (See No.b3); V.C.H., Hull, 119; Boyle, Charters,
190-218, passim.

53. See, for example, H.R.O. BRL. 1106, 1109, 1111, 1112; Coppie
Book of Letters, 1685-88 (H.R.O. BRL. 49, passim.); Reresby's
Memoirs, 417, 423, 470, 48l1.

54. B.B., viii, 195-96. Marmaduke, second Baron Langdale (1627/28-

1703), Henry Jermyn, Baron Dover. (G.E.C., Complete Peerage,
vii, 431; iv, 447).

55. G. Duckett, 'King James II's Proposed Repeal of the Penal Laws

and Test Acts', Yorkshire Archaeological Society, V (1879), 470.

56. B.B., viii, 188; Coppie Book of Letters 1685-88, H.R.O. ERL.
49, ff£.22, 29. (See Nos. 66, 67)

57. Henning, Commons 1660-90, ii 546, iii 31Z.
58. Coppie Book of Letters, H.R.O. BRL. 49, f.38 (See No.&§g).
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'They will choose Sir James Bradshaw, but have not . pitched.
I'hey make some objection. against Mr Popple,and intend to

perswade >ir John Boynton to stand. If he decline, they will
r D9

set up some other moderate, fit man

However the Corporation would not give way and Langdale was sent

a polite, but firm refusa160. It has been said that James was so

enraged by this defiance that he quartered 1100 troops on the town
61

who behaved in an appalling manner

In Hull, as at other places, the charter became the object of

royal displeasure. In May 1688 quo warranto proceedings began again.

At first the Bench was inclined to enter suit in defence of its

62

rights , and ordered James Kynvin "to get a plea well drawn".

However the expense involved soon persuaded the Bench to change

63

its mind . The deed of surrender included a dignified but firm
04

assertion of the town's ancient liberties . It was agreed to raise
again the possibility of an extension of privileges, but before
these requests could be pressed, an Order in Council of 23 July
dismissed the entire Corporation65.

For almost two months Hull lacked a governing body, but on two
occasions at least the outgoing bench met to transact public
business66. On 15 September the new charter was sealed, and it
followed the pattern normal at the time: it named the corporation
and principal officers, giving the Crown the unqualified right to
remove them and to fill any vacancy; and it dispensed members of

. /
the Corporation from the provisions of the Corporation Act6 . Among

59. Duckett, Y.A.S., V, 471. Popple was Marvell's favourite nephew
but had become a Roman Catholic in 1685; Boynton was the King's
Sergeant. (Henning, Commons 1660-90, i, 477).

60. A. de la Pryme, Collections Relating to the History and Antiquities

of Kingston upon Hull [c.1697-1700], ££.519-20, (MS. volume
in Hull Central Library); Coppie Book of Letters, H.R.O. BRL.

49, ff£.38-39.
61. de la Pryme, Collections, ff.521-2; Bean, Northern Representation,
845-6n.

62. B.B., viii, 207/-8.
63. B.B., viii, 208; V.C.H., Hull, 119; Boyle, Charters, 219n.

64. Boyle, Charters, 219-220n.

65. R.H. George, 'The Charters Granted to English Parliamentary
Corporations in 1688.', E.H.R., 1v (1940), 52n.; C.5.P.D. (1688),

222, 229.
66. V.C.H., Hull, 119-20; B.B., viii, 210-15 (July-August 1685, passim)

67. V.C.H., Hull, 120.
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the office-holders under the 1685 charter, only the recorder and the

high steward (both royal nominees), Alderman Thomas Johnson and

Christopher Richardson, the sheriff, and the two chamberlains were

retained. Daniel Hoare replaced Robert Carlisle as mayor, and there
were eleven new aldermen in all; these included Francis Delacampe
and Mark Kirkby who had been removed in 1685. Besides Hoare at
least three others had nonconformist connections, namely Anthony

Iveson, John Robinson (both of whom had been confined to their houses

during the Monmouth rebellion) and John Yates68. The nomination

of these men in particular shows that James took advantage of the
relaxation of sacramental tests from the generality of his supporters

69

in the town

It is not certain whether the corporation named in this charter
ever met, for during the short period of its nominal existence the
pages of the bench book are blank70. This structure however was
overturned on 1/ October by a royal proclamation which in effect
annulled the charters of 1685 and 1688 by restoring to the town
the privileges enjoyed before the proceedings began in 168471.

The Corporation existing in July 1684 was thus reinstated under
the mayor of the time, Alderman Francis Delacamp. The surviving
nine members met on 6 November to recover official documents from
the intruded officers, and to arrange an election to fill the
vacancies. Three of the 1684 aldermen had died, and another, Mark
Kirkby was allowed to resign because of financial and family
difficulties. Thus four new aldermen were elected; one of them
William Hydes, was at once chosen mayor, the fourth occupant ot
the office in five months. Three of the new aldermen had served

on the bench under the charter ot 168572, but two others, William

Hayes and another William Skinner were removed in August 1689 for

failing to take the new oath of allegiance and were later suspected

68. B.B., viii, 132; Boyle, Charters, 221n.; Whitaker, Bowl Alley
Lane Chapel, 39, 56, 62, 67/.

69. V.C.H., Hull, 120.

3 ?
70. B.B., viii, 217-29. The gap exists between the entries of 22
September and 6 November 1683.

71. V.C.H., Hull, 120; B.B., viii, 230; George, E.H.R., LV, 55-6.
72. ibid.
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of Jacobitism. . Removals were equally drastic elsewhere. Norwich

removed 10 aldermen and 19 councillors, and at Leicester 11 aldermen

and 16 councillors went.73

I'he conciliation over the charter was a reflection of the unease

the royal government felt about Hull. Troops were moved from York
to reinforce the garrison74. I'he Privy Council ordered the
governor to strengthen the fortifications and be prepared to cut
the dykes if a sie ge was threatened. The citadel was provisioned
and troops of the county militia marched in only to be dismissed
/5

in the general administrative confusion

Ihe impending departure of William of Orange for bngland caused
James's opponents in Yorkshire to make plans for the seizure of
Hull as they were aware of its strategic value and the widespread
hostility towards the King felt in the town. At first it was expected
that William would land in the Humber or at Bridlington76, but this
did not happen. Nevertheless Danby was determined to make himself
master of Hull. He calculated that possession of the town would
cast him in the role of mediator in any negotiations between the
King and the prince77. After York had fallen to Danby and his
assoclates, a careful watch was kept on the movements of the Hull
garrison. Langdale now activated the earlier plans made in case
of a s/ege: the dykes were opened and a chain was drawn across the
mouth of the haven. Reinforced by troops from the duke of Newcastle
he secretly prepared to arrest his Protestant officers78.

At the end of November Danby wrote to a trusted friend, Sir
John Hanmer, who was one of Langdale's officers, urging him to lend

/9

his assistance in the surprise of the fortress ~. The arrival of

/3. B.B., viii, 244-5, 268; Evans, Norwich, 312-13; V.C.H., Leics.
117-18.

/4. Reresby's Memoirs, 506, 511.
/5. V.C.H., Hull, 115.
/6. de la Pryme, Collections, f.531.

77. V.C.H., Hull, 115. A. Browning, Thomas Osborne, Earl of Danby.
(Glasgow, 1951), i, 387, 402-3, 410; ii, 135, 144, 146.

78. Gillett and MacMahon, Hull, 185; Browning, Danby, i, 402n.

79. V.C.H., Hull, 115. Browning, Danby, i, 401-2; 405; ii, 142-3.

P.M. Tillott, Victoria County History: City of York. (London,
1961), 194, cited hereafter as V.C.H., York.
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tue ietter was delayed, however, and the deputy governor, Captain
Lionel Copley = acted on his own initiative on the night of 3 December

to frustrate Langdale's plans. A contemporary described what happened:

"Captain Copley ... was informed on Munday night last that

Lord Longdale the Governor, Montgomery and Lord Dunbar had
framed a design to seize the Captain and all the Protestant
officers and souldjers in garison on luesday night, which design
he communicated to the mayor, aldermen, and +he principle
inhabitants, who all resolved to be armed at the time, and the
Captain ordered that at the beat of the drum all windows should
be illuminated. In the evening they observed the Governer to
bring in boates all the popish souldiers out of the fort into
the town, but tooke no notice of it. At 10 of the clock the
tatoo beat, immediatly upon which the Captain «nd all his company
were at the guard, and all the windows were full of lights,
which startled the Governer, who was advanceing in the darke
with about 400 popish souldiers to execute his design. But

upon his first approach the Captain went up to him and took

him by the cravat, saying, My Lord, you are my prisoner: and
the Protestant souldiers seized his party and disarmed them

and turned them out of the town, and comitted his Lordship and

principle of his party. In the meane time the seamen gott into

the fogf, so all was over and without any bloud in two hours
time."

Copley then declared for King William. This exciting day, 3 December,

was for long a public holiday and known as, Town Taking Day'82.

Ihere were no counter measures, and the possession of the town by

the prince's supporters put an end to all resistance in Yorkshire.
Elsewhere things were not so drastic. Exeter prudently gave way

as William's army advanced, whilst Norwich 'joyously acclaimed him',

— a similar display of good sense.83

To help secure William's position, arrangements were at once made for

84

military stores to be sent to Hull ', but Danby's request for the

80. A Yorkshireman from Wadsworth, Copley was commissioned captain
in the King's Regiment of Goot Guards on 2 March 1676. Subse-
quently, on 3 December 1681, he was appointed deputy governor
of Hull. Ironically, at the time, the duke of York commented,
'I am glad Capt. Copley is at Hull, for I look on him as an
honnest man'. (C. Dalton, (ed.), English Army Lists and

Commission Registers, 1661-1714., (London, 1892), i, 188, 289).

81. Ballard MS., 45, £.20, quoted in Browning, Danby, i, 409n. See
also Reresby's Memoirs, 535-6, and Hadley, History of Hull,
276-7. C. Monckton, View of Kingston upon Hull, ff.3/-8, adds
a few minor details.
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